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et | JNifled Development C

UPDATED SCHE D UEPNITITe Development Code is progressing through the winter, with sign

Fall 2009/Winter 2010: issues that have kept staff busy tracking down solutions to concerns that
- Advisory Committee Meetings Numerous meetings were held with the Advisory Committee since the Fall
-Comment Review: Staff extensive review of the comments that were submitted.

-CommentRewew:PlannlngC()r@qls%{off have been working to confiri

- Draift Updated, Comments mco{BSE\theam. As develgateshjuestions come up, staff arehalskirgdssm old

Spring 2010: code to new code to confirm consistency or to review changes that are inc
- Strikethrough Eefitislished UDC. This exercise has helpeleackdbedléDC and has aided in fine tuning the
- Article 2 Review: City Council

Eoll ith Advi e next s?ep_is -doﬁ_wraptupia_bludf
-S?al?glpo\llélctar &?:Ytljsl;(i::yl\;: gg?ﬂ;é%éqconcems, and puldishthe / k e #lustratng gl fpropbs#d changes. 0

- Finalizatiodldbption Edition

Summer/Fall 2010:
-UD@doption Edifisimbuted

Comment Review Pradesisthe pashadths, the UDC has received considera
view. At least 12 sessions with the Advisory Committee generated signifi
X : staff to review and evaluate. After considering the comments and reviewin
-Council Work Sessions | jng the code, staff presented every comment along with potential modificati
-Planning Commission Hearingg ommission for review over the course of 13 meetings. With recommende
-Formal AdOPtIOI‘l Process Planning Commission, and additional reviewdscaoorodCityostat, $he r / &

All dates are SUbJeCttofihaneﬁ'r 0 u gsbeinf ptoposedo fardinal consideration as a bridge between

« Draft and the Adoption Edition, with changes illustrated.

| The Table below shows one page of comments, tracking the issue by code
issue, where the comment originated, a date, and a general staff respons
Green boxes indicate where the comment resulted in changes to the UDC,

= —— answers to questions that came in durigg

The new Neighborhood Residential Zrﬂ%ﬁ“lp &1( 'bdq and blue boxes indig DID YOU KNOW
legalizes new development patterns (like the mufti-~ " -

family pictured above) and enables up¥4&8 Hi needed further reseay Over 700 comments were re
ent housing types to be built, offering greater evaluated during the revieW ]

flexibility to meet changing market demands. _
TirLe 17 - Draft since last Jun

Uniriep DeveLopmenT CoDE

his point is well taken. It is the opinion of staff that this sort of detail can be better dealt
ith through flowcharts and other non codified informational pieces.

[what if use the phrase "Code Amend-
ments” or "UDC Amendments" instead
105 122 la1a lof "Text Amendments" Ryan s pC
[Should it state "Administrative Use Ap-
provals” instead of "Administrative Ap-
106 |122  |axc provals.” Ryan s pC
[Should it specify "Temporary Use Per-
107 122 la2d mits."

isto go with text

[BOA is specifically created and enabled and limited by this ordinance as part of the zoning
lcode thus it is appropriate for the code to establish the parameters. Planning Commission
lpotentially has a number of roles by statute and would not be appropriate to articulate

lone process for everything PC does or could do.
6/15/2009" " W3

City of Cheyenne

. 6/15/2009)
Planning & Development Department

Is it correct that the Planning Commis-
lsion has the authority to make the final
ldecision concerning prelim. plats. The

Final Review Draft - April 2009

[zoning Regulations are a subset of the UDC and need to be differentiated. The BOA is only
. lintended to address zoning related decisions, not engineering items etc.

mmmmmmmmmmmm
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Key Issues Review
Last June, the City Council received the draft of the UDC and @8R&gSpace: =
staff to work through as many issues as possible with the Ad¥R@FYing an amount of open space required within developments
Committee, Planning Commission, and City staff, then return thB&§D@ key issue due to cost considerations. The UDC treats of
back for consideration. During the Advisory Committee medtify§ c € as one of several basic
several issues were identifi ev@lopidhe@ily.;lftheseregurgnentssake gndmindipis can | s ¢
the top of the many considerations. Highlighted below are seveP§ k@fsidered in the initial cost analysis studies by a developer con
issues and a brief description of the proposed modifications ffififed purchase of land. This may have an impact on the value of
upcomintrikethrough Editidnis expected that Council will provid@nd as less of the gross property will be devempalaleto re-

some insight regarding the preferred direction these element3uligiments specifying road oghiay widths. Additionally, a broad

mately take. spectrum of options is provided to allow developers to decide h
involved they want to be in designing the open space, from build
Block Perimeters: everything (all fees reimbursed) toiralieewhich would exempt

Included in thel WRE®stHo thrad v e ivgM i B eptice seguirgmend. elkis section is still under review.
trian & vehicular circulation. Concerns rose from developers about .

additional costs if more street connections are required. Pro?@ééﬂ‘en“aI Lot AcaeEsiveways:

changes would allow for higher block perimeters if pedestriad€#/DC provides for a scaled approach to access based upon

throughs are providedHtogk, in addition to 5 other exemptions. Width of the lot. Generally, the wider the lot, the wider driveway
allowed. In the LR and MR zones, the proposed changes would cle

Activity Centers: our current standards in stating that a driveway access shall match

Initial concern was that references to Activity Centers would @§gi&uilding setback required in the district. This issue is still sor
development if strictly applied. The goal is to ensure that comn¥éigfaproblematic as it would allow driveways to dominate the frt
employment, and daily needs of residents in higher density dey@légf @ home built on a narrow lot.

ment can be met in close proximity. The proposed changes add more o . _ .

flexible language, specifying that proximity to an existing or futUrerABore specific information, please rev@ukéterough Edition
tivity Center is one of many contextual considerations to be uSk§qntact staff.

evaluating the appropriateness of a specific zone district request.

Transparent Process: Recommended Chang
A key concern during any long and complicated process is the transparen
how changes are made during tXe

UDC provides specific changes
on each page of the code. The method allows reviewers to know exa
changes are being proposed. This is just one additional step City 3
taken to allow this process to be open and visible to all participants
trikethrough Edition or an updated Adoption Edition, visit our
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