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Recently, the Planning Commission held several public hearings in the City Council Chambers due to an equipment malfunction in Hearing Room 1.  During that time, Planning and KTOP staff noted that visual presentations were of a higher quality, both in-house and to the viewing public, due to the higher level of camera capabilities in the Council Chambers.  The audio video equipment and the ability to broadcast visuals is greatly superior in the Council Chamber.  The purpose of this report is to evaluate the attributes of each hearing room and to determine the Planning Commission’s preference for a regular meeting room. While each hearing room has benefits and drawbacks, both rooms are currently available for the Commission hearings.

The following table identifies a number of room attributes and evaluates how each room could be rated.  

Comparison of Hearing Room 1 and Council Chambers

Attribute
Hearing Room 1
Council Chambers

Room Setting
Dais close to speaker, same level
Elevated dais, more distant to speaker

Seating Capacity
97
231

Cablecast/video equipment
Poor
Excellent capabilities

In-house visual presentations
Poor, displays can not be viewed simultaneously
Excellent capabilities, displays can be viewed simultaneously

Climate controls
Window ventilation, can be noisy with windows open
Room can get hot, less apparent ventilation

Dais comfort (elbowroom)
Dais can be crowded with full attendance
Dais is roomy 

Room Visibility from dais
Room is easily visible
Video monitors increase height of dais which can impede view of room

Ambiance
Simple functional decor
Historic room with stately features

Staff requests that the Planning Commission discuss the attributes of each room and determine which meeting room best serves the public and Planning Commission for its regular meeting schedule.  
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