January 29, 2014 

Notes from Homebuilders Association Government Relations Committee small group meeting

Will the code actually change through this process?

The applicant is the customer, and needs to be viewed and treated as the customer

Projects approved under old regulations should be reviewed and approved under older regulations; for example the tree ordinance is enforced in the ETJ on a annexed project, but it should be under the regulations at the time of annexation

After two comments on submitted plans, they get charged a new fee

It’s not right to change requirements after approval

No accountability in staff review

The city constantly changes rules and regulations

The pace of changes every quarter is too much, it causes unpredictability and uncertainty; do it once per year

Subdivision inspection fees are 4-5 times higher than what it costs to hire a private sector inspector

Now have to inspect storm sewers by putting a camera down the storm sewer lines, and have to use the city’s utility crews to do it 

Will the diagnosis address cultural issues? Staff philosophy of making development difficult, council making changes based on 3 people that go to a meeting, constantly changing code, etc. 

Staff coordination and communication between other departments is bad

Suggest having a staff project manager with ownership to sheppard projects through the review and approval process; someone that can get an answer from other departments, especially utilities

Staff is afraid to make tough decisions

Changes to regulations increase the cost of homes, little changes add up, get passed on to buyer

Need tracking and accountability once plans are submitted, example, PDR says the plans have been at AWU for 3 months, AWU says they just got them. 

They are interested in submitting a Community Viewpoint or Issue Paper

