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AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET

AGENDA DATE:  June 22, 1999
DEPARTMENT:  Parks and Recreation
ACM: Rick Svehla &2

Receive a report, hold a discussion and give stafY direction regarding a proposed revenue
philosophy for parks and recreation services.

BACKGROUND:

The FY 1998-1999 budget included funds to conduct a Revenue Enhancement Study for
the Parks and Recreation Department. The objectives of the study were to assess the
policies that guide the financing of parks and recreation services, to review existing fee
structures for possible adjustments, to measure the department’s capacity for revenue
production, and to suggest new sources of revenue. Once completed, this report will
guide future pricing decisions and corresponding budget recomraendations,

Leon Younger, Leon Younger & PROS, has been hired to conduct he study. While the
study is not yet finished, staff would like to brief the City Couniil on the preliminary
findings of Mr. Younger's work. A number of these findings would suggest a significant
departure from current pricing policies and revenue management practices. Of particular
importance is the need for City Council’s concurrence with recommended General Fund
subsidy levels for various categories of recreation services. Council direction is needed at
this time, so that staff may complete the preparation of the FY 1999-2000 budget by the
ead of July.

DPTIONS:
1. Concurrence with the proposed revenue philosophy, as presented; or
2. Any modifications desired by the Council,

RECOMMENDATIONS:
Staff will present a revenue philosophy for Council’s consideration. We recommend the
Council's concurrence with the philosophy, as presented.

ERIOR ACTION/REVIEW:
The Parks and Recreation Board reviewed rough drafts of Mr. Younger's report during its
April and May meetings. No action has been taken, to date, Members of the board have
been invited 1o attend the June 22™ work session.




The cost of the Revenue Enhancement Study is $14,900, including $5,000 from the

General Fund and $9,900 from the Recreation Fund.

Respectfully submitted:

2 Y oiteer

Ed Hodney, Director
Parks and Recreatiori Department
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PREFACE

The FY1998-99 budget included funds for a Revenue Enhancement
Study. The objectives of the study were to assess the City’s policies
that guide the financing of parks and recreation services, to review
existing fee structures for needed adjustments, to determine the
department’s “capacity” for revenue production, and to suggest tiew
revenue sources. The preparation of the FY 1999-2000 and future
budget will rely, in part, on the recommendations of this report.

Leou Younger, a nationally recognized expert in revenue
management and a former parks and recreation director, has been
hired to conduct the study. While the report is not yet finished, Mr.
Younger has issued some preliminary findings and suggested a new
philosophical approach to pricing our parks and recreation services.
We would like your concurrence in the strategies outlined in this
presentation...




* OUTLINE

« The Parks and Recreation Business: What
We Do and How We pay for It

* Taxes vs, Fees: Why charge?

+ Current Revenue Philosophy

* A New Framework Linking Benefits to
Price

» Revenue Enhancement Study: Preliminary
Findings
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THE PARKS & REC
BUSINESS
What we do

MSSLQM__TO enrich the lives of all
‘Denton citizens through environmental
enhancements and a diverse offering of
recreational, educational and cultural
services

DESIRED, EFFECTIVE, AFFORDABLE




THE PARKS AND REC
- BUSINESS
How We Pay...

. Taxes

. Glfts/Donatlons
. Sponsorshlps

o Partnerships

* Fees

Question: What is the appropriate balance?




TAXES vs. FEES
Why charge?

+ Reluctance to increase taxes

* Need to direct tax dollars to services other
than Parks and Recreation

» Link “burden to pay” with distribution of
benefits

 Growing willingness to pay for “value-
— added” services

s




+ The alternatives are:
— Do less / serve less |
— Pass costs (all/part) to the user -~
—~ Build partnerships/share the cost
— Building program capacity allows us to
imp.rove facilities, maintain, and purchase new N
equipment




Other Incentives to Use Fees..

TIncreasing demand for more, better, newer
services |

Rapid, constant change in marketplace
Service “on-demand”

Escalating costs of service provision
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CURRENT REVENUE
~ PHILOSOPHY
Established by City Council 1989: -~
*Use of parks and facilities offered at 100% -
subsidy |
*Programs offered at low (cost of supplies, \

materials) or no cost

‘Rentals (exclusive use) assessed “going rate”,
not necessarily market

D,




PHILOSOPHY (cont.) -

(established 1983) o

Programs and activities to be 100% self- »
supporting

Must reimburse General Fund for indirect
expenses

*Generates “profit” to fund new ventures




PHILOSOPHY (cont.)

*Examples: swimming pool, tennis center,

golf driving range

*Expected to recover 50% of direct annual
operating costs

N




- WEAKNESSES with CURRENT
*Arbitrary, irregular review and adjustment of
prices |

 Tax subsidy levels may not reflect
community preferences

Cost to participant may not reflect benefits
received

Currently subsidizing services, regardless of
ability to pay
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A NEW FRAMEWORK:
Linking Price to Benefits

Establish prices (aka “fees™) based on: =

* Type of service (Public, Merit, Private)

« True cost of service -

+ Desired subsidy levels

+ Revenue goals N

« Market position
i * Price elasticity ;




" TYPE OF SERVICE

ice - Most or all of the benefits
are realized by the citizens at large.
Taxpayer Pays. Examples: park
maintenance, special events, open gym,
open swim, youth-at-risk

 Merit Service - Much but not all benefits
accrue to individuals. Taxpayer and
individual participant share costs.
Examples: recreation classes, admission to
pool, sporting events, youth sports, seniors




- T?PE’F'SERVICE (cont.)

vice- User only benefits. Price
intended to recover all fixed and variable

- Examples: golf lessons, adult sports
1individual specialty classes, rentals,
reservations

i
i—\a



* TRUE COST OF SERVICE

+ Direct staff/instructor costs

. Suppli_e‘s and materials

« Program equipment

» Facility operation and maintenance
* Debt service

« Marketing/promotions

« Administrative overhead




~ suBsy

Adulfs spbrts
Youth Sports

 Rentals

Day camps,{before/aﬁer school

\ Arts classes
Special events
Senior programs
Disadvantaged youth/family

Aquatic programs

LEVELS
- National Standard

0%
10-50%
0%
10-20%
10%
25%
30%
80%
20%

‘1B



HOW TO SET PRICES

+ First, establish “true cost” of service

+ Determine appropriate subsidy, based on
community needs and values

*Develop pricing to reach subsidized cost of
service, considering market position and
“willingness to pay”

Periodic review of costs and adjustment of
prices
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REVENUE GOALS

* Increase cost recovery rate through new
pricing strategies

» Generate excess revenue that can be used to
maintain/upgrade existing facilities or
launch new services and facilities

* 95% of recreation users say they would pay
higher fees to maintain or increase services
(source: Leon Young.r & PROS, a
composite of survey results from 28 U.S.
cities)

\
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REVENUE ENHANCEMENT
STUDY: Findings -

» Services may be under-priced by 10- 60%,
including Civic Center rentals, Senior

| -
programs, youth sports, adult sports,
swimming, recreation center rentals, sheltet
reservations, vendor fees \

 Classes and Rec Fund activities are generally
within range




‘STUDY FINDINGS (cont.)

* Civic Center Building and the swimming
- pool should receive substantial reinvestment
L in order to improve revenue capacity

| » Seek more private investment in buildings
| and programs through sponsorships, in

| exchange for advertising/promotional
opportunities

» Look at emerging activities for possible
investment: aquatic park, skate park

)
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AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET

AGENDA DATE: June 22, 1999
DEPARTMENT: Engineering & Transportation
CM/DCM/ACM: Rick Svehla, Deputy City Manager

SUBJECT: Receive a report, hold a discussion, and give direction on sidewalk projects in
southwest Denton. ]

BACKGROUND; Council Member Young asked staff to look at the possibility of building a |
sidewalk along Kerley Street several council meetings ago. Funding is available from the old _ |
Scott Street project. Staff would ask for direction as to which projects to build. ;

OPTIONS; Option one would be to build approximately 1600 feet of sidewalk along Ketlcy
Strect from Duncan to the new Kerley Strect bridge. Option two would be to build other
additional sidewalks as requested by the ncighberhood in April of 1997,

FISCAL INFORMATION; Approximately $22,000 remains from the Scott Street sidewalk
project. ‘That money is avaitable to build sidewalks at the direction of Council.

Respectfully submitted:

Rick Svehla -
A Deputy Cily Manager |
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CITY OF DENTON, TEXAS OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER *218 E. McKinney StreetsDenton, Texas 76201
Telephone i%; YT K (530 RSN

MEMORANDUM

DATE: June 22, 1999

TO: Maycr and Members of the City Council
FROM: Rick Svehla, Deputy City Manager
SUBJECT: SIDEWALK IMPRCVMENTS

Several council meetings ago, Council Member Young asked for us to look at the possibility of
building a new sidewalk on the east side of Kerley from Duncan Street to Willow Springs Road.
Twenty-two thousand dollars of sidewalk funding still remains from the Scott Street sidewalk
project that the Council directed us not to build. Originally we suggested thal that money be
used for other sidewalks that were requested by a neighborhood group back in 1987, I've
enclosed a report from Mr. Clark dated August of that year that indicated neighborhood
preferences,

The $22,000 wou'd build approximately 1600 feet of sidewalk from Duncan Street along the east
side Kerley down to the new bridge that has been Instafled on Kerley near the Scott Street

neighborhood or any other nelghborhood suggestions, Staff feels that any of these projects meet
the original criteria for southeast skdewalks as listed In the bond tssue.

Staff ij ask for Counil's direction as 1o which sidewalk project to build.

Rick Svehla
Deputy City Manager

RS af

www Gityofdenion com
“Dedicatad to Qualty Service”
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Date: B/1397
To: Rick Svehla, Deputy City Manager

cac;(_ From: Jerry Clark, Director of Engineering and Transpoctation

RE:  Southeast Denton Stdewatks

A public meeting on the Southeast Denlon Sidewalk Project was scheduled oa July 31, 1997, There
were teven peopla la attendance Including one Parks 1ad Rocreation Department represen iative,
Those 1. attendance were primarily from 1akey Streel between Morse and Wilson. The purpose of
the meeting was 10 gain the direct involvement of the neighborbyod. A map showing the overall
#‘ewalk network was presented snd then the preliminary construction plans were reviewed.

Five resldents from (he East Side of Lakey between Motse sad Wilson were very descriptive la how
the proposed sidewalk would essentially take up their entire yard Visusl inspection and the
tconsiruction survey confirm this assesam. 11 They were aiso very strong ln that moving the sidewalk
ncross the dtreet would have the same adverse effect oa those neighbors. It was determined that even
though this sidewalk would link up the system, the Joss of thelr front yards was the controiling factor
and the sidewalk should be eliminated In this block
: Pl
‘The other two residents were from Smith Street at Duncan. They stated that their neighborhood did
not wand sidewalks oa Smith foe basically the same reason s the Lakey residents. They were
satisfied that the Duncan Street sidewalk was needed except that R shouid be on the cast side of .
Duncan instead of the west between Senith and Kerley. Staff agreed 10 move (hese sidewalks Lo the ! .
East Side between Smith and Morse a8 shown 0a the sttachmest with (he squares. They won't '
provide direct acoéss for residents tuf they will provide srea wide network beoefits.

Sidewalks were recommended by the neighborhood in four other aread &¢ shown with the long
rectangular gymbol on the sttachment. Thost proposed sidewalks are Listed below [ oeder of priority
by the neighborbood

1. Bradshaw slong the East Side from Prairi¢ to Sycamore.

2. Sycamore along the south side from the Raitroad Tracks 10 Bradshaw

3. Morse Sareet 0a the orth side from Lakey to Hill

4. Wilson on the porth side from the micidle of the park 1o Bracishaw

. A )
Stafl has taken measrements (o determine the equivalents (o the sections of sidewalk that have been se
debeted along Lakey and Smith Streels as shown with the circular symbol on the attachment. We would :
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recommend the three projects below be constructed. The Sycamore project ls 100 largs Io complete
with this progran 80 it will be plsced oa the misceliansous sidewalk list and tnto the CTP process. Thet
Project is shown with O triaagular rymbol ont the atachment.

1. Bradshaw along the Eaat Side from Prairie (o Sycamore
2. Morse Street along the north side betweea Lakey and Hill

3. A portion or possible all of the Wilsoa Street sidewalk 1n Fred Mooce Park extencling east
from the exisiing postion towards Bradshaw ae far 8 poseible. '
Finally, the neighborhood recommended thef the sidewalk proposed sloag Kerley betweea Scott and
Dunican be moved over {o the railrond side and Incorporsted inlo the Rails ¥ Trails. Mr. Tickner, who
was In stiendance from Parks, was in favor of this recommendetion. This should be solved by working with
thelr design consitanis (o locale & scnalle: paraliel trail of 1o just designate 8 set smount of Aunds from this
project snd include thal into the Rails lo Trails. A primary lssus there is that the design 3ad slandands have 10 be
approved by TXDOT,NTOOC, éc. Staff would recommend giving them $18 per square yard which would be
1500°x 4/9 = 670 sy at $18 pee gy for a kolal of $12,000,

Jac
Altachment
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FLUNO 458
CHE TIMF OPERATING HEEDS 1957
REWVENUES

AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT TOTAL
ACCOUNT NAME ACCOUNT NUMBER § 09/30/54 G Yy ue? _@U9I0es @ 04059 REVENUES
AlD - IN -CONSTRUCTION 438 000 6803 0 M7000 347.000
IMTEREST FEVENUE 438 00G E711 5254 5284
INFEREST REVENUE 458 0006714 12 558 12 958
0 352 284 12558 0 355 2140

FUND 458
OHE TIME OPLRATING " EDS 1947

C
EXPENDITURE S L
0
5
ADJUSTED ENCUMBRANCES EXPENDITURES TOTAL AVAILABLE E
FROJECT HAME ACCOUNT NUMBER BUDGET  ADSUSTMENTS BUDGET € 04/30/99 & 04,3049 QBLIGATIONS BUDGET o] 1
ROBERTSON DR DRAINAGE 454 020-DRAN §751-9108 110000 110,000 110.000 110,000 oY -
SCOTY STREET RIGHT OF WAY 458 020-STRT B731-51058 133.000 (1120 23,000 1,044 1044 21858
JIMCRYSTAL BRIDGES 458 020-5TR. 97318108 43,000 45000 1178 4183 44113 4 047
CIVIC CENTER BRIDGE 458011 PARK 972 9103 100.000 100 000 109.000 100.000 0y
FIROENIX PARK EXPANSICH 458 031-PARK 97 9157 25,000 23.000 10.168 10,168 1442
CIVIC CENTER PARK MASTER PLAN 438.011 PARK.9153-915¢ 40,000 40,000 40,000 40.000 oy

347,000 ['4 Y47 00O 2178 302144

305,328 41875
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Engineering and Transportation Departmert- City Hall West

Date:  W/1397
To:  Rick Svehla, Deputy City Manager

?f. From: Jerry Clark, Director of Engineering and Transporiation
RE:  Southeast Denton Sidewalks

A public meeting on the Southeast Denton Sidewatk Project was schoduled on July 31, 1997, There
were seven people in atiendance including one Parks and Recreation Department representative.
Those¢ in attendance were primarily from Lakey Street betwees Morse and Witson. The purpose of
the mecting was lo gain the direct imvolvement of the neighborhood. A map showing the overall
sidewalk network was presented and then the prefiminary construction plans were reviewed

Five residenis from the Eart Side of Lakey between Morse and Wilson were very descriptive in how
the proposed sidewalk would essentially take up thei- crdire yard, Visual inspection and the
congtruction survey confirm this assessment They were also very sirong in that moving the sidewalk
across the street would have the same adverse effect on those nelghbars. It was determined that even
though this sidewalk would link up the sysiem he Joss of thelr front yards was the controlling factor
aad the sidewalk should be eliminated in this * <%

The othet two residents were from Smith Street at Duncan. They stated that their neighborhood did
ool wanil sldewalks on Smith for basically the same reason as the Lakey residents. They were
satisfied that the Duncan Street sidewalk was needed except that it should be on the cast side of
Duncan instead of the west between Smith and Kerdey. Stai¥ agread 1o move these sidewalks 10 the
East Side between Smith and Morse as shown on the attachment with the squares. They won't
provide direct socess for fesidents but they will provide area wide network benefits.

Sidewalks were recommended by the neighborhood in four other area aa shown widh the long
tectangular gymbol oa the attachment. Those proposed sidewalks are listed below Ln order of priority
) by the nelghborhood
\ |. Bradshaw along the East Side from Prairie o Sycamore.
2. Sycamore along the south side from the Railroad Tracks 1o Bradshaw
3. Morse Street on the nocth side from Lakey 10 Hill

4. Wilson on Lhe north side from the middée of the park 1o Bradshaw

Staff has taken measurements 10 dotermnine the equivalents Lo the sectlons of sidewalk that have been
deleled along Lakey and Smith Streets as shown with the circular symbofl on the sttschment. We would
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recommend the three projects bebow be constructed. The Sycamore project is (0o Large (o complete
with this program so it wili be placed on the miscellansous sidewalk list and into the CTP process. That
project s shown with the trisngular symbol oa the stiachment

|.ammmmswmm|osmm
3. Morse Street along the north side between Lakey and Hill

3. A portion or possible all of the Wilson Street sidewalk in Fred Moore Park extending east
from the existing portion lowards Bradshaw as far a8 possible.

Finally, the neighborhood recomer.nded that (he sidewalk proposed along Kerley between Scott and
Duncan be maoved over to the railroad ridi and possible incorporated (nto the Rails to Truils. Mr. Tickner, who
was In sttendance from Parks, was In favor of this recommendation. This shoukd be solved by working with
their design consuhants 10 locase & smaller paraile! truil or 16 just designaic a det amount of Aunds from this
project and include that into the Rails (o Trails. A primary issue there i3 that the design and standards have 1o be
approved by TXDOTNTCOG, ete, Staff would recoeunend giving themn $18 per squase yard which would be
1300'x 4/9 = 670 sy at $18 per gy for 8 total of $12,000.

Jac
Attachmend
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AGENDA INFORMATION SHEET

AGENDA DATE: June 22, 1999
DEPARTMENT: Legal

CITY ATTORNEY: Herbert L. Prouty, 349-8333
SUBJECT

Consider adoption of an ordinance amending Articie iV “Planned Development Districts” of
Chapter 35 “Zoning" of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Denton to provide for time limits
on all steps and processes in the planned development districts; providing for cerlain action by
the Planning & Zoning Commission and the City Council in the event that steps in the process
are not timely completed; providing for consideration of the conformance of a particular planned
development district to the comprehensive plan and other Denton land use policies and regula-
tions; providing for a penalty not to excecd $2,000 for violations of this ordinance; providing a
scverability clause; and providing & savings clause.

BACKGROUND

Altached is a rough drafl of the revised planned development ("PD™) sunsetting ordinance, which
you considered at your June 8, 1999 work session. A memo from Terry Morgen suggesting sev-
eral changes in the ordinance to address concemns expressed at that work session is attached to
our status report. The ordinance has been redrafied to remove those portions of Section 35-179
which are redundant of Section 35-178. Also attached is a document from Dave Hifl showing
the number and status of all PDs based on estimates from the concepl plans. | believe Dave Hill
will provide additional information on the stutus of these PDs in a separate document the first of
next week, The ordinance includes the following concepts:

1. Time limits have been cstablished for each step of the PD process, including the filing and
approval of the development plan and detailed plan. A development plan must be submitted
within two years of the establishment of the planned development district, A dctailed plan
must be submitted for approval v.ithin 01¢ ycar of the development plan. A delailed plan can
also expire under §35-156 of the City Cade,

2. Notification to the property owner sixty days before the time limits expire will be required,
The property owner will be holified in the event that the expiration of the tlime limii1 triggers
the staying of additional steps in the process and possible rezoning in accordance with the
Zoning Enabling Act and Chapter 35 of the City Code.

3. Following the expiration of the right to submit a development or detailed plan, the Planning
& Zoning Commission and the City Council will consider the expired PD otdinance. The
Commission will conduct a public hearing and follow all notice and hearing procedures for
zoning amendment. The Commission will make a recommendation te the Council whether




the PD should be allow ad to procee! or should be rezoned. The Council will ultimately make
a determination as {o wiether the existing PD can coniinue with the current land uses to
proceed in the process, whether additional conditions will be placed on the PD to allow it to
continue to proceed through the process, or whether the property will be rezoned. In making
this decision, the Council will corsider the current PD's compatibility with the comprehen-
sive plan, the growth managsment strategy, surrounding ‘and uses, whether the failure to
submit in a timely manner is justified, ¢- whether the prop.rty owner would be deprived of
the economic viable use or & vested right  The Council may agree 1o allow the applicant to
continue in the process. Il may place any conditions it deems necessary on the planned de-
velopment, including placing additional time limits on the next steps in the process.

4, The ordinance applies to any development plan or detailed plan for which a recommendation
has not been made to the City Council by the Planning and Zoning Commission and to any
other development or detailed plan filed afer the effective date of the ordinance.

Rather than redraft the ordinance, we have presented some potcntlal amendments in Terry's
memo to address some of the concerns expressed at your June 8™ workshop. Some of the con-
cerns inclade the sheer number of PDs that might be affected ana the impact of processing ap-
peals from (hese stays on you and the staff, the delermination of a cutoff date, like 1988 when the
current Denton Plan was adopted, as a reasonable date to determine which PDs would be af-
fected, the possibility of requiring a property owner to take some affirmative action before an
exception from the staying of the PD afler time limits have expired has been heard by the Coun-
cil, and the possibility that you could be forced into a super majority vote on many of these PDs
when the property owner protests the rezoning. | will be discussing the ordinance In some detail
with Terry Morgan and Dave Hill. This will include discussing how the ordirance may be af-
fected by the recently passed House Bill 1704, the new vested rights statute. Terry and [ are re.
scarching this and other matters and hope to have answers to these quesnons by your June 22"
work session. Additional changes may be made to the ordinance prior 10 the work session. Ad-
ditional material reg ding this item is in the City Attorney status report. These will be discussed
with you.

OFTIONS

1. Pass the ordinance as written.

2, Pass the ordinance with changes as recommended by Council.
3. Reject the ordinance.

RECOMMENDATION

If a majority of the Council {s concerned sbout future or pending planned development districts
which do not confonn with surrounding land uses and current land use regulations and policies,
this ordinance provides n way 0 make sure these planned development ordinances do not con-
flict with the cutrent comprehensive plan and other land use regulations. 1 would recommend

£ A
YL pey

4



this approach of staying steps in the process and resubmitting the matter to the Council for a de-

termination upon expiration of time limits as an acceptable method of addressing this matter.

Respectfully submitted:

N

#

Herbert L. Prouty’
City Attorney

# \SHAN EDNDEPTL G \Out Doty man arveapumimet Mymior 9o omet § o
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DRAFT JUNE 18, 1999 s

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING ARTICLE IV “PLANNED DEVELOPMENT IY/STRICTS”
OF CHAPTER 35 “ZONING" OF THE CODE OF ORDINANCES OF THE CITY OF
DENTON TO PROVIDE FOR TIME LIMITS ON ALL STEPS AND PROCESSES IN THE
PLANNED DEVELOPMENT DISTRICTS; PROVIDING FOR CERTAIN ACTION BY THE
PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION AND THE CITY COUNCIL IN THE EVENT THAT
STEPS iN THE PROCESS ARE NOT TIMELY COMPLETED; PROVIDING FOR CONSID- |
ERATION OF THE CONFORMANCE OF A PARTICULAR PLANNED DEVELOPMENT : |
DISTRICT TO THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND OTHER DENTON LAND USE POLI-
CIES AND REGULATIONS; PROVIDING FOR APPLICABILITY TO CERTAIN PLANNED
DEVELOPMENT DISTRICTS: PROVIDING FOR A PENALTY NOT TO EXCEED $2,000
FOR VIOLATIONS OF THIS ORDINANCE; PROVIDING A SEVERABILITY CLAUSE;
PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS, there are a number of planned development districts that are in excess of 1en , l
years old and whose concept plans, development plans, or detailed plans are inconsistent with the | |
curtent land use regulations and policies of the City of Denton,; and

WHEREAS, the City Council deems it in the publi¢ interest to place time limits on ac-

tions requirgd under all planned development districts in order to require conformance with cur-

rent land use regulations; NOW, THEREFORE, :

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF DENTON HEREBY ORDAINS: \ ‘
SECTION 1. That Division 3 “Applications and Submissions” of Article 1V of Chapter ’

15 of the Code of Ordinances of the City of Denton is hereby amended by adding now Sections

35-177 through 35-178, which shall read as follows:

Sec. 35-177. Time Limits on Submlssion of Devclopment Plans an Detalted Plans,

In a planned development district, progress toward development of a project shall occur
within the following time petiods:

(a) Failure to Submit Development Plan, A development plan or a detaited plan in lieu
of a development plan shall be submilted for approval within two (2) years from establishment of
the Planned Development District, unfess otherwise provided by agreement. [f a development
plan or detailed plon in lieu of a development plan for all or 8 portion of the project 1s not sub-
mitted within such period, the authotity to submit such development plan shall expire. s,

(b) Failure to Submit Subsequent Development Plan, If the project is to be developed in S PR
J phascs, a subsequetit developmer! plan shall be submilted within two (2) years from the approval '

of a detailed plan for the preceding phase. If a subsequent development plan is not submitted
within such period, authorization to submit such development plan for that portion of the prop-
eny or other subseqiient development plans for the property shall expire.

- D




(¢) Eailure to Submit Detailed Plan, A detailed development plan shall be submitted for

approval within one (1) year from approval of the applicable development plan. If a Jdetailed
plan is not submitted within such period, or in the event a detailed plan has expired pursuant to
section 35-156 of this Chapter and following any extensions granted under such provision,
autrorization to submit a detailed plan shall expire.

(d) Dugies of Director, The City, through its Director of Planning, shall keep track of al}
of the time limits set forth above and shall notify the owner »f the land of the approaching expi-
ration of the time limil to a particular zonsd planned development through a natice 1o the last
known address of the land owner sent by rertified mail, return receipt requested, at least sixty
days prior to the expiration of any time limil sct forth above.

(¢) Siay of Process. Upon expiratio of any of the time limits for any step in the ; lanned
Jdevelopment process set forth in this section, an application for the development plan or detailed
plan, as the case may be, shall not be accepled for filing or further processed, pencung the out-
camne of the procedures set forth in section 35-178.

Sec. 35-178. Staying of Steps Im Process.

(a}) Foilowing the expiration of the right to submit a development plan or detailed plan,
as set forth in section 35-177, the Director of Planning will place the planned development ocdi-
nance for the property on the agenda of the Planning and Zoning Commission for its considera-
tion. Notice of the Commission's action shall state that the regulations geverning the planned
development district may be modified The Cemmission shall conduct a public hearing and shall
apply procedurcs for a zoning amendment puasuant to section 35-7 of this Chapter. The Com-
mission thereafter shall recomniend to the City Council whether the right to submit a develop-
meni plan or delailed plan should be reinstated, or whether the property should be zoned to an-
other classification.

(b) The Commission’s recommendation shall be referred to the City Council for consid-
cration in accordance with the procedures spplicable to zoning amendments. The Council shall
determine whether the right to submit the development plan or detailed plan should be reinstated,
or whether the property should be rezoned fo another classification. In making such determina-
tion, the Couutcil shall consider the following factors among others:

({)  whether the planned development district is consistent with the adopled compre-
hensive plan and growth management strategy;

(2)  whether the uscs authorized in the planned development district are compatible
with existing and planned land uses adjacent to the site;

(3)  whether there are extenuating circumstances justifying the failure to submit a de-
velopment plan or detailed plan during the applicable lime period; and
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(4)  whether rezoning the property to another classification constitutes confiscation of
a vested property right or deprives the owner of the economically viable use of the
fand.

(c) The Council may Lake the following actions:

(1)  reinstate the right to submit the applicable development plan or detailed plan
within a time cerain, subject to an; conditions that may be appropriate 1o ensure
that signilicant progress will be made toward development of the project;

(2)  modify the planned development district regulations applicable to the property; or

(3)  direct that proceedings be instituted to change the zoning classification of the
ptoperty in accordance with applicable procedures.

{d) In granting exceptions io the time limits phase as set forth herein, the Cily Council
may require any conditions as will, in its judgment, be consistent with the purposes set forth in
this chapter and its other fand use poticies and regulations. The conditions which the City Coun-
cil may place on the planned development may include placing additional time limits on the next
step in the process.

_ . Applicability, This ordinance shall apply 1o applications for apptoval of a
development plan or detailed plan as follows:

1. To any development plan or detailed plan in licu of a development plan, for which a recom-
mendation has not been made to the City Council by the Planning and Zoning Commission
by the effective date of this ordinance;

2. To any other detailed plan that is filed after the effective date of this ordinance.

SECTION 1II. That any person violating any provision of this ordinance shall, upon
conviction, be fined a sum not exceeding $2,000.00. Each day that a provision of this otdinance
is violated shall con:titute a separate and distinct offense.

SECTION 1¥. That if any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, phrase, or
word in this ordinance, or application thercof 1o any person or circumstance is held invalid by
any court of competenl jurisdiction, such hotding shall not affect the validity of the remaining
portions of this ordinance, and the City Council of the Cily «f Denton, Texas hereby declares it
would have cnacted such remaining portions despite any such validity.

SECTION Y. That save and except ay amended hereby, all the sections, subsections,
paragraphs, sentences, clauses, and phrases of Chapter 35 of the Code of Ordinances of the City
of Denton shatl remain in full force and effect.

SECTION Y] That this ordinance shall become effective fourtesn (14) days from the
datr of its passage, and the City Secretary is hereby directed 1o cause the caption of this ordi-

Page 3

- 3




c_ﬁ

nance to be published twice in the Denfon Record-Chronicle, the official neﬁspnper of the City
of Denton, Texas, within ten (10) days of the date of its passage.

PASSED AND APPROVED this the day of » 1999.

JACK MILLER, MAYOR

ATTEST: .
JENNIFER WALTERS, CITY SECRETARY

BY:

APPROVED AS TO LEGAL FORM:
HERBER I L. PROUTY, CITY ATTORNEY

HLOLVOL Y dhm adidept LOL Out Dos witweniend narecon 99 plamne developmend oo dot
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