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STAFF REPORT 
 
To:        City Council 
From:        Annie Dell’Isola, Planning and Grants Technician 
Report Date:         September 15, 2016 
Meeting Date:       September 20, 2016 
RE: Discussion: Revisiting the Nuisance Ordinance Amendments 
 

 

ACTION REQUESTED:  ☐ Ordinance ☐ Permit ☐ Motion ☒ Discussion ☐ Public Hearing 
 
BACKGROUND:  In 2014 City Council pursued amendments to the Driggs Nuisance Ordinance in order to 
address property maintenance concerns in the City.  On October 7, 2014 staff and council identified that 
improving enforceability of the nuisance ordinance should be a goal of the amendment and identified 

that priority should be placed on “enforcement in commercial zones, moving to newer 
neighborhoods and ending with the original town site.”  Staff and Council worked for a number of 
months on the project, holding a series of discussions on the proposed amendments.  In April of 
2015 the City experienced a large outcry from the community regarding concerns over the 
amendments as proposed and a public meeting was held on May 5, 2015 where all public was 
welcome to voice their opinions regarding the proposal.  At that meeting Council directed staff to 
form a “Nuisance Amendment Working Group.”  The working group was created and met 7+ times 
over the course of 6 months (June – December of 2015).  The resulting draft was modified to 
include only standards for residential nuisances and was considered by Council on November 17, 
2016 as a first reading and a second reading on December 15, 2016.  At the scheduled 3rd reading 
(1/5/16), the Council determined that the working group be disbanded and the ordinance tabled as 
drafted with staff bringing back a revised draft in one month with specific directives addressed.  On 
January 19, 2016 staff brought a revised draft for Council to consider at which point it was 
determined that the Nuisance Ordinance amendment discussion be tabled until the second meeting 
in September, 2016 with enforcement to continue as usual, with a priority placed on health and 
safety issues. 
 
SUMMARY:  As directed by Council on January 19, 2016, staff is now picking up the nuisance ordinance 
amendment discussion at this time.  Since the discussion was tabled in January, staff has received a 
handful of nuisance complaints which have been followed up with site visits and enforcement priority 
given to public safety concerns. City-driven enforcement has not been a top priority for staff as other 
larger projects and permit applications have taken precedent. Staff has taken steps to address 
beatification of commercial lots since January of 2016 including the inclusion of buffer and other site 
appearance standards in the new Land Use Code specific to commercial uses.  In addition, the Tree 
Ordinance has been updated to create the “Tree and Beautification Committee” including increased 
beautification responsibilities within the identified scope of the committee.  In June of 2016 staff along 
with the Tree & Beautification Committee created the “Adopt A Landscape” program which focuses 
specifically on maintenance of the landscape bulb-outs along Little Ave.   
 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:  Considering the original goals of the ordinance amendment, the recent 
steps taken to address the appearance and compatibility of commercial properties, and the difficulty 
faced during the previous round of ordinance amendments to the nuisance ordinance, staff 
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recommends at this time that council consider amending just the portion of the existing ordinance [4-2-
4(B)] that addresses penalties assessed when owners fail to abate identified nuisances.  This section 
should be updated to reference the new civil penalties ordinance which sets a specific fine for each 
offense.  Staff also recommends establishing a time limit between time of notice of nuisance violation 
and when the fine will be charged.  This amendment will address the original goal of improving nuisance 
ordinance enforceability without changing any of the content of the existing nuisance ordinance.   

Council should consider at this time: 

 If staff should pursue the amendment to the Nuisance Ordinance as recommended.

 Whether a public hearing process is appropriate for the recommended amendments (or any
other amendments Council would like to see).

 What would an appropriate timeline be for these amendments?

Attachments: 
1. Nuisance Ordinance (City Code Title 4, Chapter 2) 










