Landmarks Commission Comments
Re:  Development Process Improvement Initiative Report

Date: Discussed at March 14, 2011 meeting

A motion was made by Levitan, seconded by Slattery, to recommend approval of the
report with the following amendment:

F. GOAL: Reduce developmentapprovalsrequired-and overlapping jurisdictions

authority and confllcts among development approval entltles

Clarify respective authority of respective Boards and Commissions

and eliminate potential overlaps.

- For demolitions of landmark
buildings or buildings on historic districts, require approval by
only Landmarks Commission instead of both Landmarks and Plan
Commission.

The motion passed by a voice vote/other.

A motion was made by Levitan, seconded by Taylor, to recommend approval of the

report with the following amendment:

G. 10. For advisery boards/commissions, including, but not limited to such
as Landmarks and UDC, acting in an advisory capacity, require that,
unless-otherwise-requested-by-the-applicanta-recommendations be
made at a single meeting, ef-the-bedy unless the applicant requests
referral.

The motion passed by a voice vote/other.




A motion was made by Levitan, seconded by Rosenblum, to recommend approval of
aspects of the report related to the Landmarks Commission as amended.
The motion passed by a voice vote/other.



