Technical Standards Committee appeal 3-7-13 Notes

Curtis Cherne 3-7-13

1.  The room was setup with the committee members sitting side-by-side with two microphones for them to share.  The appellants sat across the room from me and Richard.  They had a laptop setup for their show.

1.  The appeal began with the tape machine not working.  Richard got another one working in about 15.

2.  The meeting began again with Kevin Curran introducing himself and specifying some housekeeping items.


a. Notice time- a standard notice time had to be established.  Kevin proposed a notice time the same as City Council, 72 hours, and the committee agreed.


b. elect a chairman – Steve Metro was elected chairman of the committee.


c.  Resolution- Kevin suggest a majority or a quorum.  The appellant attorney objected and said there is no basis for the majority.  The Quorum method was accepted by the committee.


d.  Set rules of engagement-  City is given 15 minutes, appellant is given 20 minutes, and then rebuttals are held to 3 or 5 minutes.

3. I began my presentation by saying since this is unusual, I did not prepare a presentation.  I then began with a history reading from the “Summary of actions at 8801 Glendale Blvd NE”.  Mentioning the site had been graded without a grading permit.  I probably spent too much time on the west wall, but I was on a roll.

4.  I discussed the Floodplain Development Permit.

5.  I then mentioned how the floodplain did not move 30 feet as Mr. Burak indicated in his letter, and have a print outs of the floodplains that were not included in the packet. 

6.  The appellant lawyer then said “packet? What packet?  We didn’t receive a packet.”  Richard didn’t give the appellants the packet I gave to the committee. The appellant lawyer or Kevin said they wanted to postpone the hearing so all information could be reviewed.

7.  The appellants distributed a Power Point presentation to the committee.  Richard picked one up for me.

8.  The hearing was adjourned and I left the room. 
