
GARIBALDI ORDINANCES 

ORDINANCE NO. 220 

A.N ORDINANCE AMENDING THE Crry OF' GARIBALDI'S ZONING ORDINANCE TO 
PROVIDE FOR AN ON THE RECORD APPEAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL OF A DECISION 
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C. The reviewing body shall make its decision based upon the 
record after first granting the right of argument, but not 
the introduction of additional evidence, to parties to the 
hearing. 

D. In considering the appeal, the reviewing body need only 
consider those matters specifically raised by the appellant. 
The reviewing body may consider other matters if it so 
desires. 

E. The appellant shall bear the burden of proof. 

6. Review Consisting of Additional Evidence Or De Novo Review. 

A. The reviewing body may hear the entire matter de novo; or it 
may admit additional testimony and other evidence without 
holding a de novo hearing. The reviewing body shall grant a 
request for a new hearing only where it finds that: 

B. 

C. 

1. The additional testimony or other evidence could not 
reasonably have been presented at the prior hearing; 
or 

2. A hearing is necessary to fully and properly evaluate 
a significant issue relevant to the proposed 
development action; and 

3. The request is not necessitated by improper or 
unreasonable conduct of the requesting party or by a 
failure to present evidence that was available at the 
time of the previous review. 

Hearings on appeal, either de novo or limited to additional 
evidence on specific issue(s} shall be conducted in 
accordance of Sections 11.040(1} through 11.040(8). 

All testimony, evidence and other material from the record 
of the previous consideration shall be included in the 
record of the review. 

PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor the 11th day of 
March, 1996. 

ATTEST: 


