Community Meeting September 23, 2019
First community meeting after the first public hearing

Attendees
Public: Martin Wieck (Nine12 Architects), Brian Haun and Brittney Mount (Michael Ward Architects), Dan Gochberg, William Smallman (The Magness Group), unknown attendee
Staff: Robin Zeigler, Melissa Baldock, Victoria Hensley
Commissioners: Kaitlyn Jones

Overview
Because of the small attendance where most of the group had attended previous meetings, the group discussed the project rather than staff presenting the prepared presentation followed by Q&A.

Discussion Points
· [bookmark: _GoBack]One attendee did not like the word “consolidation” to describe the project.  
· Edgehill had “front dormers” in their original document but it is not in the Edgehill-specific chapter. [Corrected on 9/25/19]
· There was concern about capping an addition at 50% of the existing footprint if a ridge raise is also requested.  Staff explained that ridge raises were developed years ago to provide usable space in an upper story when there wasn’t quite enough headroom and it was never meant to also be combined with the large additions as it is today. Architects and developers were concerned that the 50% cap would penalize small home owners. There was discussion about capping the amount of square footage rather than a percentage of existing or only allowing for upper levels where the ridge raise would not provide more than 8’ of headroom to discourage the use of ridge raises.
· Questions about roof deck guidelines led to an agreement that the language was simply unclear.  Staff and stakeholders will look into a revision.
· Some felt that the text “formula” for outbuildings was better than the form options.  The form options might work to illustrate the formula but not all liked the idea that they allowed for more than the formula, in some cases.
· There was concern that the form options do not consider the historic primary building, and that two-story outbuildings could be allowed behind one-story houses, particularly in neighborhoods that is largely one and one-and-a-half stories. 
· Form options will get confusing when people try to manipulate the footprints.
· One attendee liked that skylights and solar panels were added to the list of actions that would not require review.
· At least one attendee liked the idea of consolidating the design guidelines as they are all just slightly different, but enough the same to cause confusion for architects and designers who work in multiple districts.
· Process should start over.
· An architect expressed concern that the new way of measuring eave/wall height does not allow for as much height as is currently allowed.  
