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March 4, 2016

TO: Craig Margolis, Chair
Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City Council

FROM:  Wayne S. Davis, City Manager ﬂ//’;)
SUBJECT: Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee Meeting of Monday, March 7, 2016

As a reminder, the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee is scheduled to meet on Monday, March
7, 2016 at 5:30 p.m. at City Hall. The items to be discussed include:

1. Discussion of Proposed Monument Sign for City Hall — At the January 4, 2016 meeting of the
Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee, staff presented several proposed sign designs for City
Hall and a consensus on a preferred sign design was agreed upon. Since that time, staff has
received a proposal for the work from Preferred Resources and would like to discuss these
proposed designs with the Committee. Please see the attached documents.

2. 2015 Housing Report — Each year the community development department develops a report on
the Montgomery real estate market, including the number of sales, median sales prices, and the
number of days on the market. Staff will be present to review the attached 2015 report with the
Committee.

3. Customer Satisfaction Survey — For the past several years, the community development
department has conducted a survey in January to all customers who obtained a building or electrical
permit during the past year. This survey provides information on not only the performance of
National Inspection Corporation, but also on our own staff. Staff will be present to review the
attached results from the 2015 survey with the Committee.

4. Discussion of Incentive for Residential Solar PV Installation—The 2011-2016 strategic plan, (Goal 1,
Strategy 6), calls for a review of options that would offer incentives to homeowners who install
energy efficiency features. Last year, the City offered a waiver of building permit fees for new solar
installations. Staff will be present to review the proposed extension of the incentive program for
solar photovoltaic installations in our community. Details of the proposed program extension are
attached.

5. Other Business — The purpose of this agenda item is to provide an opportunity to discuss any
issues or ask questions that may be on your mind.

Also, attached are the minutes from the January 4, 2016 and January 20, 2016 meetings of the Planning,
Zoning and Landmarks Committee for review and approval at Monday’s meeting.

Should you have any questions or concerns pertaining to the agenda topics, or have additional items to
be discussed at the meeting, please do not hesitate to contact me.

¢: Mayor and City Council (4)
Connie Gaylor, Administrative Coordinator
Department Heads
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MONTGOMERY PLANNING, ZONING AND LANDMARKS COMMITTEE OF CITY COUNCIL
10101 Montgomery Road * Montgomery, Ohio 45242 « (513) 891-2424 « Fax (513) 891-2498

AGENDA
March 7, 2016

Montgomery City Hall
10101 Montgomery Road

5:30 P.M.
1. Call To Order
2. Guests and Residents
3. Communications
4. New Business
Discussion of Proposed Monument Sign for City Hall
2015 Housing Report

Customer Satisfaction Survey
Discussion of Incentive for Residential Solar PV Installation

apoTo

5. Approval of Minutes: January 4, 2016 and January 20, 2016 meetings
6. Other Business

7. Adjournment
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Memorandum

March 4, 2016
TO: Wayne Davis, City Manager
FROM: Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director BQ(\L

SUBJECT: Proposed Monument Sign for City Hall

Goal 6 of the 2011 Strategic Plan called for a Facilities Study to be completed. As part of this study,
the need for effective identification signage at City Hall was identified as a concern which has also
been recognized in the past. Staff has been working with the sign company on the design of a
monument sign to identify City Hall which was discussed with the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks
Committee of Council on November 2, 2015 and January 4, 2016. At the last meeting, a preferred
sign design was agreed upon, as included in your packet. Staff has reached out to Preferred Resources
to obtain a quote for the new design, which will hopefully be available for review at the meeting.

Staft would like the opportunity to present the rendering for the sign and discuss the quote, if
available, with the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of Council at their meeting on March
7, 2016.
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F Memorandum
March 4, 2016
T Wayne Davis, City Manager
CC: Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director
FROM: Melissa Hays, Zoning and Code Compliance Officer \\W
SUBJECT: 2015 Annual Customer Satisfaction Results
Please find the results of the 2015 Annual Customer Satisfaction Survey attached. Surveys were sent
to all applicants who received a building and/or electrical permit in 2015. Staff would like the

opportunity to present and discuss the results with the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of
Council at their meeting on March 7, 2016.
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March 4, 2016
To: Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director
From: Melissa Hays, Zoning and Code Compliance Ofﬁcerw
RE: Building Department Customer Satisfaction Survey Results

In the middle of January, a customer satisfaction survey was sent out to 184 applicants for building
and/or electrical permits for calendar year 2015 to allow for the Community Development
Department to receive valuable input from our customers. To date, 35 surveys have been returned
for the building department survey, which represents a 19.02% response rate, which is a slight
decrease from the 23.94% in 2014. This survey has been sent out to all applicants for
building/electrical permits since 2008. The response rate has dropped significantly from the
response rate for years 2008-2010. The following table lists the question as it was posed on the
survey and the percent of respondents that agree or strongly agree with the question for 2008
through 2015. The survey used a 5 point scale with 5 being strongly agree and 1 being strongly

disagree.
Question % Agree or Strongly Agree I
2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015
City staff treated you respectfully 95% | 100% | 95% | 97% | 100% | 95% 1 (SOO 97%
The City provided you with adequate
information to guide you through the 83% | 88% | 95% | 91% | 94% | 92% | 96% | 97%

permit process

The time it took to receive your building
permit was reasonable

Communication from NIC was
understandable and helpful

1% | 79% | 80% | 88% | 91% | 83% | 91% | 70%

85% | 76% | 88% | 87% | 94% | 83% | 94% | 88%

NIC staff treated you respectfully 88% | 83% | 91% | 86% | 100% | 90% | 98% | 94%
The plans examiners were knowledgeable

about the building code and provided 74% | 79% | 88% | 93% | 94% | 94% | 98% | 97%
advice that helped resolve code issues

.It was easy to schedule a building 00% | 94% | 86% | 96% | 96% | 87% 1000 97%
inspection o . %o

The bu11d1r'1g 1nsp§:ct0r was on time for all 90% | 95% | 86% | 88% | 93% | 89% 1000 97%
scheduled inspections : Yo

The cost of the building permit was

69% | 71% | 73% | 63% | 84% | 72% | 85% | 70%
reasonable

A handful of respondents expressed satisfaction with City Staff. There were a few comments
expressing dissatisfaction with NIC, including the plans examiner and the front desk person, Kathy.
One respondent also stated that the process for permits is confusing and overly complicated.
Another asked for an expedited permit process to be implemented for an additional fee.
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March 4, 2016

16y Wayne Davis, City Manager
Ce: Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director
FROM: Melissa Hays, Zoning and Code Compliance Officer \\M
SUBJECT: 2015 Annual Housing Report

Please find the 2015 Annual Housing Report attached. Staff would like the opportunity to present and

discuss this report with the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of Council at their meeting on
March 7, 2016.
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Introduction

As part of the City’s 2006 Strategic Plan, City Staff began collecting data on home sales in the
City starting in 2007. This information has allowed Staff to track important information on the
housing market within the City, such as median list price and sale price, as well as, median
number of days on the market and median age of the homes being sold. Nationwide, the housing
market has been negatively impacted by the overall economic climate and in the Greater
Cincinnati area median sale prices have been in a steady decline since 2005; however, the
housing market began to improve in 2012 and has continued to rebound these last three years.
This report will show that the high sales volume and average sale price continued within the City
of Montgomery. This report also shows that while housing sales are well-distributed throughout
the community, median sale prices are significantly impacted by housing type and location
within the City. The number of homes being sold in 2015, the increase in new construction at
the Vintage Club, the small number of foreclosures and the continued and increasing interest in
teardown/rebuilds illustrates that the housing market in the City continues to rebound, which is
consistent with the region at large.

Home Sales in 2015

Table 1 includes the following information for units sold in the City of Montgomery during 2007
through 2015:

e number of units sold in the City
median list price

median sale price

median age of the units, and

median number of days on the market.

Table 1: Median for all units sold in Montgomery for 2007 through 2015*

Titerau. Median Days
Number of Median Median between List Median Siihe
Units List Price Sale Price Price and Sale Age

Price Market
2007 137 $319,000 $299,900 $19,100 33 60
2008 103 $319,000 $300,000 $19,000 33 55
2009 111 $300,000 $283,000 $17,000 35 54
2010 131 $299,900 $280,000 $19,900 35 37
2011 129 $314,750 $300,000 $14,750 38 40
2012 136 $269,900 $260,250 $9,650 38 35
2013 189 $320,000 $312.,000 $8,000 37 19
2014 170 $318,500 $309,500 $9,000 40 9
2015 180 $379,900 $339,500 $40,400 44 28

*Includes Estate Homes at the Vintage Club of Montgomery; however, original sale of Courtyard Homes and Club
Homes are not included. Information collected from the Cincinnati Multiple Listing Service.



The number of units sold in 2015 was up slightly from units sold in 2014. The median sale price

was up 8.84% from $309,500 in 2014 to $339,500 in 2015. The difference between the median

list price and the median sale price was significant - $40,400. The median list price for 2015 was

$61,400 more than in 2014 and the median sale price was $48,500 more than in 2014. The

median number of days on the market increased to 28 days on the market from a low of 9 days in
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Housing Type

Different types of housing can greatly affect the median list price, sale price and the number of
days on the market. Condo units sell for significantly less than a traditional single family
detached structure. As shown in Table 2, the median sale price for a condo was $139,000 in
2015, while the median sale price of a single family detached house was $350,000. The median
sale price of single family homes in the City increased $29,000 from 2014 to 2015. The median
days on the market for condos in 2015 decreased slightly since 2014 while still remaining
substantially lower than in 2010 and 2011. The median days on the market for single family
houses increased significantly in 2015 in comparison to 2013 and 2014.



Table 2: Median List Price, Median Sale Price and Median Days on the Market for Houses and

Condos*
D1( | | | )14 |
# Units Sold
Houses 117 121 127 169 158 165
Condos 14 8 9 20 12 15
Median List
Price
Houses $322,000 | $315,000 $270,000 $335,000 | $327,450 | $389,900
Condos $136,900 | $149,400 $139,000 $129,700 | $134,900 | $139,000
Median Sale
Price
Houses $290,000 $300,000 $266,000 $325,050 | $321,000 | $350,000
Condos $130,500 $146,500 $135,000 $120,000 | $118,250 | $139,000
Median DOM
Houses 33 37 38 18 9 28
Condos 74 160 10 26 24 23

*Includes Estate Homes at the Vintage Club of Montgomery; however, the Courtyard Homes and Club Homes are
not included. Information collected from the Cincinnati Multiple Listing Service.

The type of single family house can also affect the median list price, sale price and number of
days on the market, as shown in Table 3. Most homes sold in the City are two-story homes,
which sold for a significantly higher amount than ranches, cape cods and split-levels in 2014,
The median list and sale price for all types of housing units remained consistent to the prices in
2013, with the exception of cape codes and split levels, which both saw increases in median list
and sale price. The median days on the market was lower in 2014 than in 2013 for all housing

types.

Table 3: Median List Price, Median Sale Price and Median Days on the Market by House Type*

t i

# Units Sold
Ranches 27 29 35 33 56
Cape Cods 5 7 5 4 1
Two Stories 84 80 119 120 111
Split Levels 5 11 10 13 12

Median List

Price
Ranches $239,950 $224,900 $250,000 $249,900 $269,900
Cape Cods $199,000 $189,000 $270,000 $332,450 $589,900
Two Stories $339,000 $334,500 $370,000 $375,000 $425,000




Split Levels $245,000 $239,000 $241,900 $298,000 $299,900
Median Sale
Price
Ranches $227,500 $213,000 $243,000 $240,000 $250,000
Cape Cods $187,500 $190,500 $257,500 $324,000 $505,000
Two Stories $325,500 $326,000 $352,000 $369,750 $405,200
Split Levels $240,000 $215,000 $240,000 $287,000 $301,950
Median DOM
Ranches 42 46 6 2 5
Cape Cods 83 ik 39 29 100
Two Stories 31 44 23 12 32
Split Levels 42 i) 10 3 6

*Includes Estate Homes at the Vintage Club of Montgomery; however, new Courtyard and Club Home sales are not
included. Information collected from the Cincinnati Multiple Listing Service.

Home Sales based on Location

In order to determine how location affected the median list price, sale price and number of days
on the market, the City was divided into five geographical sections. Table 4 provides a

description of the location of each section, while a map of the sections can be found in Appendix
1.

Table 4: Location of Sections*

Section Number Description of Location

Section 1 Downtown Montgomery, including Ferris Williams Subdivision, Village
Green Subdivision, Hartfield Place and Lochaven Subdivision

Section 2 Subdivisions to the south of Ronald Reagan Highway and west of I-71 (ex.
Delray drive, Kennedy Estates Subdivision)

Section 3 Subdivisions located east of I-71 between Pfeiffer Road and Ferris

Williams Subdivision, includes Swaim Fields, The Winds, Montgomery
Heights, Jones Farm, Ivygate, Forestglen, and the Grove of Montgomery
Section 4 Subdivisions located east of I-71 between Pfeiffer Road and 1-275, includes
Storybook Acres, Imperial Woods, Hartford Hills, Shadowhill Acres and
Weller Woods Subdivision

Section 5 Subdivisions north of I-275, including Tanagerwoods, The Reserve of
Montgomery, Vintage Club and Terwilliger’s Run

*In order to accurately compare the price of single family homes based on location, condos were not included in this
analysis.

As shown in Table 5, the median sale price increased significantly throughout the City, with the
exception of Section 4. The median sale price ranges from $317,750 to $490,000. This jump in
median sale price for Section 5 to $420,000 is to be expected as some of the City’s newest
subdivisions, such as The Reserve of Montgomery, the Vintage Club, Terwilliger’s Run and
Tanagerwoods Subdivision, are located in Section 5. There are many custom built homes in this
4



section and two Home-a-rama’s have taken place in Section 5, at The Reserve of Montgomery
and the Vintage Club. In addition, four of the 11 homes sold in Section 1 were new construction,
which helped drive up the overall sale price of this section.

Table 5: Median List Price, Sale Price and Days on the Market by Location (Single Family

Dwellings and new townhomes on Remington Road)

# Units Sold
Section 1 9 9 9 14 10
Section 2 5 10 6 15 15
Section 3 51 51 60 58 76
Section 4 34 24 39 31 26
Section 5 22 33 55 52 37
Median List
Price
Section 1 $300,000 $330,000 $279,900 $317,450 $507,450
Section 2 $295,000 $219,450 $254,000 $314,000 $344,900
Section 3 $329,900 $269,000 $312,000 $309,450 $399,900
Section 4 $274,950 $257,400 $285,000 $302,000 $332,250
Section 5 $352,450 $329,900 $399,000 $369,450 $429,000
Median Sale
Price
Section 1 $290,000 $323,000 $275,000 $307,500 $418,173
Section 2 $280,000 $201,750 $242.750 $298,500 $332,500
Section 3 $319,900 $260,500 $309,500 $295,000 $349,400
Section 4 $256,750 $245,000 $282,000 $318,000 $317,750
Section 5 $340,000 $320,000 $385,000 $356,250 $420,000
Median DOM
Section 1 10 38 114 8 3
Section 2 30 74 10 11 31
Section 3 45 22 9 5 30
Section 4 33 4] 15 4 8
Section 5 34 52 36 16 34

Table 6: Difference in Median Sale Price from 2014 to 2015 by Section

Difference in

Section 1

+$110,673

Section 2
+ $34,000

Section 3

+ $54,400

Section 4

Section 5
+ $63,750

Median Sale Price




Table 7: Median Age of House Sold by Location

Median Age Section 1 Section 2 Section 3 Section 4 Section 5
2011 57 38 43 36 25
2012 40 44 41 41 27
2013 41 60 42 40 32
2014 43 42 47 43 35
2015 44 45 51 46 35

The median age also changes based on location in the City, which can help explain the difference
in median sale price. As shown in Table 7, the median age of the housing sold was fairly
consistent with the exception of Section 5.

Courtyard and Club Home Sales at the Vintage Club

New Courtyard and Club Home sales at the Vintage Club were left out of the analysis above as
they are not included in the Cincinnati MLS. Table 8 shows the number of Courtyard Homes at
the Vintage Club sold from 2007 through 2015, as well as the median sale price. Six Courtyard
Homes were sold in 2015 with a significant increase in median sale price. There is currently
only one Courtyard Home site available for new construction.

Table 8: Median Sale Price for Courtyard Homes at the Vintage Club from 2007 - 2015
. Number of Units Sold Median Sale Price

2007 10 $640,370
2008 8 $700,023
2009 4 $762,900
2010 2 $631,048
2011 5 $733,600
2012 3 $717.215
2013 4 $664,947
2014 7 $658,172
2015 6 $736,069

*Information collected from the Hamilton County Auditor’s Website

Table 9 shows the number of Club Homes at the Vintage Club sold in 2008, 2009, 2013, 2014
and 2015 as well as the median sale price. Construction did not begin on homes in the Club
section until late in 2007; therefore, none of the homes were closed on until 2008. Four Club
Homes were sold in 2009 and no Club Homes were sold during 2010, 2011 or 2012. There are
two lots available for new construction within the Club Homes section.




Table 9: Median Sale Price for Club Homes at the Vintage Club in 2008, 2009, 2013, 2014 and

2015
Number of Units Median Sale Price
Sold
2008 6 $825,646
2009 2 $968,767
2013 4 $817,672
2014 2 $1,005,273
2015 1 $863,520
* Information collected from the Hamilton County Auditor’s Website
Teardowns

The number of teardowns decreased from 30 in 2014 to 23 in 2015. While the number of
teardown permits is down slightly, 23 teardowns is the second highest amount approved since
teardown data has been tracked (2001). Table 10 lists the addresses of the teardowns, the
builder, the year the existing structure was built and the square footage of the existing home.
The median square footage of the homes torn down in 2015 was 1,558 square feet and the
median year built was 1956. Since 2001, there have been a total of 209 teardowns in the City.

Figure 2: Teardown Activity since 2001
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Table 10: Teardown activity in 2015

Address Builder Year Built | Square Footage
766 Ross Avenue Hensley Custom Building Group 1955 2300
9860 Tollgate Christopher Robin Homes 1958 1425
7735 Jolain Drive Classic Living Homes 1957 1515
9809 Tollgate Lane Foxfire Properties 1958 1558
7780 Jolain Drive Sequoia Construction 1957 1323
10064 Old Farm Court Copper Creek Homes 1966 1800
10460 Adventure Lane CFS Homes 1964 1472
10333 Deerfield Road Terry Inman Custom Homes 1927 1724
9710 Ross Avenue Christopher Robin Homes 1955 1785
9600 Zig Zag Copper Creek Homes 1948 1264
10400 Buxton Zicka 1955 1778
7943 Elbrecht Buckhead Homes 1956 1120
7350 Huckleberry Phillips Land Project 1962 1977
7949 Mitchell Farm Classic Living Homes 1958 1386
7781 Campus Lane Robert Lucke Homes 1944 1200
9885 Forestglen Copper Creek Homes 1973 3500
9550 Zig Zag Road Ireland May 1948 1879
10390 Radabaugh Drive | Classic Living Homes 1959 1623
7714 Cooper Road Robert Lucke Homes 1940 1724
10336 Deerfield Road Terry Inman Custom Homes 1951 1201
8732 Arcturus Legendary 1960 1628
7760 Campus Lane Classic Living Homes 1950 1336
7775 Jolain Copper Creek Homes 1956 1271




Foreclosures

There were 2 foreclosures in 2015, which is the lowest foreclosure rate for the City since 2007.
The two foreclosures were at 8318 Turtlecreek Lane and 9713 Bunkerhill Lane.

Figure 3: Number of Foreclosures per Year

Number of Foreclosures per Year

14

12 12
12
10
10
8 8
8
7 7
. 5 5 5
4
3 3
2 2 2
| ' I |
0
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Conclusion

This report has shown that the number of home sales has continued to increase over recent years.
The median sale price has increased significantly; however, days on the market has increased as
well. House sales were evenly distributed throughout the City; however, the location and type of
house impacted the median sale price and median days on the market. The large number of
homes being sold in 2015, the increase in new construction at the Vintage Club, the small
number of foreclosures and the continued and increased interest in teardown/rebuilds illustrates
that the housing market continues to rebound in the City, which is consistent with the region at
large.
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Memorandum

March 4, 2016
TO: Wayne Davis, City Manager
FROM: Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director ‘)((\L
SUBJECT: Incentives for promoting solar power in Montgomery

Goal 1, Strategy 5, Implementation Steps 1 and 2 of the 2011 — 2016 Strategic Plan direct staff to look
at the opportunities to promote energy efficiency for new homes and for retrofitting existing homes.
This includes promoting energy efficient design and products and looking at federal, state and local
incentive options to encourage their use. In 2014, Frank Davis, former Community Development
Director served on the OKI Solar Initiative which gave him the opportunity to learn more about solar
and to meet people in the field. After discussions with local installers, Staff suggested that the City
offer a waiver of building permit fees as an incentive for solar installations. City Council agreed to the
incentive program and it was advertised in the Montgomery Bulletin and the website. Several solar
companies also chose to run specials at the same time as the Montgomery incentive, making it even
more attractive to install solar within the community. In total, four new solar photovoltaic systems
were installed in Montgomery during the 2014 incentive time period. Staff also worked together with
the Environmental Advisory Commission and local solar installers to host an informational session
and recognized residents who installed solar in the Montgomery Bulletin. At the 2015 OKI Solar
Workshop, the City’s program was recognized for being a model program and the first of its kind in
the Cincinnati region.

In April of 2015, City Council chose to reinstate the waiver of building permit fees for new solar
installations within the City from June through December. The Community Development Department
and Environmental Advisory Commission partnered with Greater Cincinnati Energy Alliance to
conduct monthly trainings for residents on the basics of solar installations, the Solarize Cincinnati
program and the city’s incentive. In total, two new solar photovoltaic systems were installed in
Montgomery during the 2015 incentive time period, including the first commercial installation at
Pipkin’s Market on Cooper Road.

At this time, installing a photovoltaic solar array for a home or business is costly and has a fairly long
payback period; however, there are federal tax incentives, state loans and potentially public
assessments that can offer relief and the cost of the panels themselves have continued to drop in recent
years. The City of Cincinnati and the Greater Cincinnati Energy Alliance continue to partner to
provide the Solarize Cincinnati program. Any property within Hamilton County is eligible for
participation in the program, which provides a free solar assessment, discounted rates and financing.

Staff would like to discuss the possibility of reinstating the waiver of building permit fees for new
solar installations within the City for 2016, which would provide a greater incentive to our residents if
paired with the Solarize Cincinnati program and the federal tax credits that are set to expire at the end
of 2016. Staff would also suggest articles in the Montgomery Bulletin promoting the incentive and the
Solarize Cincinnati program as well as recognizing residents who installed solar during the incentive
period.
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Memorandum

The benefits of promoting the Solarize Cincinnati program and offering a solar incentive above and
beyond the benefits of that program would provide a benefit to the residents as well as the image of the
City by furthering our reputation as a progressive, proactive community interested in our residents and
the environment.
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These Minutes are a draft of the proposed minutes from the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee
of City Council meeting. They do not represent the official record of proceedings until formally adopted
by the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City Council. Formal adoption is noted by
signature of the Chair within the minutes.
City of Montgomery
Planning, Zoning & Landmarks Committee
January 4, 2016

Staff Present Council Committee Members Present
Wayne Davis, City Manager Craig Margolis, Chair

Tracy Roblero, Community Development Director Ken Suer

Connie Gaylor, Clerk of Council Ann Combs

The meeting of the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committ

of City Council convened in Council
Chambers at 5:30 p.m. with Mr. Margolis presiding. Wi

New Business

Discussion of Proposed Monument Sign for City &

Ms. Roblero updated the Committee with drawing
Roblero stated that at the last Committee meeting, Co
for redesign and updated pricing as wel |

| monument sign for City Hall. Ms.
rs directed her'to contact ABC signs
Lrces to present a design and proposal.

The Committee reviewed all designs presented and instructe
both companies and to update them at the' next meetlng

.Roblero to discuss the changes with

Appointment of Boards and Commrssmn Members

ommlttee on the results of mtervrews held on November 18, 2015. Ms. Roblero
ere interviewed for openings on the Board of Zoning Appeals. From these
interviews Livia Santschi and Doug Krng were both appornted to the Board of Zoning Appeals.

Ms. Roblero updated th

Ms. Roblert stated that due to the resrgnatlons of Jim Niehaus and Todd Deutsch, there will be an
upcoming vacancy on both the Board of Zonrng Appeals and the Planning Commission.

The Committee discussed the current candrdates and advised Ms. Roblero to schedule interviews with
prospective apphcants on January 20 prior to the City Council Business Session at 7:00 p.m.

Other stmess

Ms. Roblero informed theCommittee that she met with a local Developer who is interested in purchasing
the former Business Men's Club for residential development. The Committee discussed the proposed site
and possible development.|The Committee directed Ms. Roblero to request a detailed plan from the
Developer on the site and also'a proposal on the purchase price of the land that can be presented to the
entire City Council.

Minutes

Mr. Suer moved to adopt the minutes of the November 2, 2015 and November 18, 2015 meetings of the
Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee. Mrs. Combs seconded. The Committee unanimously
agreed.



These Minutes are a draft of the proposed minutes from the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee
of City Council meeting. They do not represent the official record of proceedings until formally adopted
by the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City Council. Formal adoption is noted by
signature of the Chair within the minutes.

Planning, Zoning & Landmarks Committee Minutes
January 4, 2016
Page 2

Adjournment
Mr. Suer moved for adjournment. Mrs. Combs seconded. The Committee unanimously agreed.

The Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee meeting adjourned at 6:50p.m.




These Minutes are a draft of the proposed minutes from the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City
Council meeting. They do not represent the official record of proceedings until formally adopted by the Planning,
Zoning and Landmarks Committee of City Council. Formal adoption is noted by signature of the Chair within the

minutes.
City of Montgomery
Planning, Zoning & Landmarks Committee
January 20, 2016

Staff Present Council Committee Members Present

Craig Margolis, Chair

Ann Combs

Ken Suer . -
The meeting of the Planning, Zoning and Landmarks Committe : ty de_hcil convened in the City Hall

Conference Room at 5:45 p.m. with Mr. Suer presiding.

Interviews for Vacant Positions on the Civil Service mission

5:45 P.M. Steve Uckotter
6:00PM.  Greg Brod
6:15 P.M. Joanne Alle

Adjournment

The Planning, Zoning and
Session of City Council;

ommittee meeting adjéqmédéﬁﬁﬁﬂ p.n{;-éo members could attend a Special

The Committee rec 150 p.my to discuss the intéhv_iéws.
e RHTEIS

or further discussion and will make nominations at the city




