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Summary:  The attached ordinance adds a new zoning category entitled “Planned Mixed Use” into the town’s Land Development Code. 

Previous Board Action: The board Voted unanimously to approve ordinance 497 at the June 2014 regular meeting. 

Background/Problem Discussion:  The purpose of the Planned Mixed Use (PMU) zoning district is to recognize the need and desirability of combining temporary lodging use with residential use in a manner that facilitates the redevelopment of the property that includes a historic recognition component consistent with and based upon any Special Certificate of Appropriateness approved in accordance with Sec. 74-332 of the Land Development Code,.
In particular, it is the objective of this district to provide an expanded range of uses and flexible standards directed at providing the economic incentives and practical considerations required to foster redevelopment in a manner that gives recognition to the historic tradition of the Belleview Biltmore property.

The Planning and Zoning board did review Ordinance 497 and asked staff to bring comments to the town commission’s attention in six areas.  

1. The board was concerned about the introduction of the defined term “Inn” into the code.  The group seemed to be in favor of using hotel or hotel/inn, and potentially eliminating the 100 person requirement in the current definition found it 66-10.  
2. The board asked to have it clarified that access to any accessory uses be interior to the temporary lodging unit only.  No visitor to the accessory use could enter that use directly from the exterior of the building.  
3. The board asked about what seemed to be a more stringent parking requirement for PMU versus the RM-10.  Following the meeting I clarified the issue and it appears to be a non-issue.
4. The board recommended that in section 4, specifically the 74-85 (j)(2), that the word shall found on the second line in the paragraph be changed to should.   
5. The board recommended that in section 5, specifically 74-86(c)(1) that the commission have two public hearings, and if it is desired to have planning and zoning hear it as well, to have a third public hearing instead of counting that meeting as one of the two required by the state stature for approval of development agreements.  
6. The board recommended that in 74-86(c)(2)(a) the second notification be published in the same manner as the first notification, and that affected property owners be mailed at the same time as the notice goes out for both the first and second notice.  


Alternatives/Options: 

I. Approve Ordinance 497 on second reading
II. Do nothing

Financial Implications: N/A

Proposed Motion: I move approval of Ordinance 497 on second reading.  
