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 Public Hearing was conducted for a subdivision preliminary plat and a 
development Order for Cypress Landing.   
 
 Councilman Gollot recused himself from this agenda discussion. 
 
 Motion was made by Councilman Colledge to deny a subdivision 
preliminary plat and a development Order for Cypress Landing according to 
Unified Development Ordinance section 4.1.8. (Section listed below) 
 
4.1.8 Major Developments 

The following procedures, in addition to those listed in Section 4.5, shall apply to all major 
development order applications: 

 A. The Technical Review Committee (TRC) shall review the proposal and submit 
 comments, if any, in writing to the Chairman of the Committee. Once the TRC 
 has come to the conclusion that the proposal can be approved, approved with 
 conditions, approved with modifications or denied, the Chairman shall forward 
 each TRC members written recommendation through the City Manager to the 
 Planning Commission and City Council. In addition to the written 
 recommendations of each TRC member, information provided to the Planning 
 Commission and City Council shall include, but not be limited to, the following: 
 

Unified Development Ordinance 12.07.10 

1. Characteristics of the site and surrounding area, including important natural and manmade 
features, the size and accessibility of the site and surrounding land uses. 
 

2. Impact on concurrency requirements and level of service standards (LOS). 

3. The nature of the proposed development, including land use types and densities; the 
placement of proposed buildings and other improvements on the site; the location, type and 
method of maintenance of open space and public use areas, if any; the preservation of natural 
features or protection of sensitive lands, if any; proposed parking areas; internal 
traffic circulation systems, if any; the approximate total ground coverage of paved areas and 
structures; stormwater management, and water and sewage distribution, collection and 
treatment systems. 
 
4. Conformity of the proposed development with the Comprehensive Plan, this Code and other 
applicable regulations. 
 

5. Other applicable factors, rules, regulations or criteria prescribed by the Comprehensive Plan, 
this Code or other law. 
 
 B. Following the required public notice and hearing, the City Council shall either 
  approve, approve with conditions, approve with modifications or deny the   
  Technical Review Committee's recommendation and shall: 
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1. Determine conformity of the proposed development with the Comprehensive Plan, this Code, 
other applicable requirements and the items enumerated in (A) above. 
 
2. Hear and address concerns and desires of surrounding landowners and other affected 
persons. 
 
3. Consider any rule, objective or policy of the Comprehensive Plan or any other criterion 
applicable to the particular development proposals in formulating its recommendation to either 
approve or deny the development proposal. 
 
4. If the proposal is approved or approved with conditions, the City Council shall instruct the City 
Manager, or designee, to authorize the issuance of  a development order that complies with 
Section 4.1. 
 
5. If the proposal is approved with modifications, a development order may be authorized by the 
City Manager, or his designee, once the required modifications have been completed and 
approved by the appropriate TRC members. 
 
6. If the proposal is denied based upon the applicant's failure to meet the requirements of this 
Code in the proposed development plan(s), the application will become null and void, the 
applicant will lose in-line priority consideration for concurrency. The applicant will have to submit 
a new application and start the review process over in order to secure consideration for 
approval of the proposal. 
 

 Motion was seconded by Mayor Fortenberry and the following vote was recorded: 
 
 AYES:  Tommy Fortenberry 
   Johnny Jones 
   Hurley Ray Guillotte 
   Mary Martin 
   Scott Macfarland 
   Adam Colledge 
 
 NAYS:  None 
 
 ABSENT: Gordon Gollott 
 
 Motion passed. 
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