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f i na l d e t e r m in a t i on o f t he sp e c i a l co n d i t i o ns o r r eq u i r e m e n t s t o
be imposed has been made, final permit approval may be withheld.
I would strike everything after that and insert this language:
in conformity w ith su bsection (6) o f this sec tion. And
subsec t i o n ( 6 ) t a l k s ab ou t t h e r eq u i r em en t o f t h e c ou n t y b o a r d
or the planning b o ard, z o ning boa rd, t c issue suc h fina l
d eter m i n a . . . oh , t h a t ' s wha t y o u ' v e st r i ck e n . I n s ub s e c t i o n ( 6 )
about t h e f i nd i n g o f f a ct s t ha t wo u l d h av e t o b e p r e se n t e d , a nd
that language s a ys, o n page 6 of AN7099: Whenever a county
plann i n g c o n l n i s s i o n o r c ou n t y bo a r d i s au t h o r i zed t o g r a n t
conditional uses o r special exceptions pursuant to subsections
(4) or (5) of this section, the planning coninission or cou nty
board sh all, w ith its decision to grant or deny a conditional
use pe r mi t or sp e c i a l ex c ep t i o n , i ssu e a st a t emen t o f f a c t u a l
f i n d i n g s a r i s i n g f r o m t he r e c o r d o f p r o c e ed i n g s t h a t su pp o r t t h e
gran t i n g o r d e n i a l o f t h e c on d i t i o n a l u se p e r m i t or sp ec i a l
e xception. Why is not that sufficient? That way, y o u cou ld
have the top part of your amendment down to the end of line 18,
and I will read again what my amendment would do, one that I
would propose, if the body doesn't want to do what Senator
Beutler is suggesting and strike all of t his. Star ting in
l ine 1 6 of you r amen dment : I f a f i nal de t er m i n a t i o n o f t he
special conditions or requirements to be imposed has been made,
f i na l per m it appr o v a l may be wi t hhe l d i n conf o rm i t y wi t h
subsection (6) of this section. And subsection (6) deals with
what I just read, the requirement of the finding of facts based
on the r eco r d o f pr ocee d i ng s t hat wou l d g r ant e i t her t he
withholding or the issuance. With that in the law already, why
do we need this that I want to strike which would bring about
confus ion ? And you can t hi nk a b ou t i t awhi l e a n d d i g e s t i t ,
because I don't want you to give a snap answer because it might
automatically be no . So that is what I would like you to
consider , a n d I wo n ' t ask you t o an sw e r r i ght now. I ' l l
continue with my presentation. Nembers of the Legislature, many
of you may not b e reading along with me, and I know Senator
Jones is not reading along with me, although he called the
question. I'd like to ask Senator Jones a question. Senator
Jones, do y o u h av e a c o p y o f Sena t o r Br onzen's a m endment ? I t
would be AN 1 577, wh ere he strikes the existing Section 5 and
substitutes it?
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