
S MINUTES
KEIZER PLANNING COMMISSION

Wednesday,August 12, 1998
Keizer City hail - Library

1. CALL TO ORDER

Themeetingwascalledto orderby ChairWolf at 7:02 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL

Thefollowing memberswerepresent: Bill Wolf, DanNelson,Dick Inman,June
Abbott, BruceAnderson,JereClancy,andMannyMartinez.

Also presentwere: Council LiaisonJimKeller, City AttorneyShannonJohnson,Staff
LiaisonAmy Drought,COGConsultantAnnaBraun, andRecordingSecretaryNona
Oxe’.

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES - July 8, 1998

S It wasmovedby Ms. Abbott thattheminutesofJuly 8. 1998beapproved, Themotion wassecondedby Mr. Andersonandearned,all voting ayeexceptMr. Clancy
who abstainedfrom votinginasmuchashewasnot presentatthat meeting.

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS

Therewasno public testimonyto comebeforetheCommission.

5. PROJIECT UPDATES

DevelopmentActivity

CityPlannerDroughtreportedthat two subdivisionshearingsarescheduledfor the
endofAugust. Thefirst, a 10-lot infill developmentoffBrooksAvenueNE; and, the
second,a 4-lot duplexprojectoff WindsorIslandRoad,alsoan infill development.
Ms. Droughtindicatedthatlaterin theagendashewould commenton adevelopment
currentlyunderappeal.

Ms. DroughtnotedthattheIris Lanebid openingis set for nextMonday,August17.
October31 is thescheduledprojectcompletiondate.

S KeizerPlanningCommissionWednesday,August12,1998Page1



5 Revisionsto theFloodplainDevelopmentStandards

Ms. Droughtreportedthat shecarriedto City managementthePlanning
Commission’srecommendationto contractout thefloodplain ordinancerevisions.
Staffconcurredwith therecommendation.Sincefundingwasnot appropriatedin this
year’sapprovedbudget,Ms. DroughtandCity ManagerMull arelooking for grant
possibilities. Ms. Droughtis meetingwithDLCD staffnextweekseekingassistance
ordirectionin pursuinggrantfunding. Ms. Droughtwill bring backanupdatenext
month.

Ms. Droughtalsoplansto get input from DLCD with regardto developinginfill
designstandards.

Updateon AppealofPartition Case97-22andPartition/AdjustmentCase98-03

Ms. Droughtnotedthat thesubjectpartitioncasecamebeforethePlanning
Commissionaboutoneyearago. Sincethen,it hasgonethroughseveralappeals
beforethehearingsofficer. LastMonday,August3, theapplicant’sappealofthe
hearingsofficer’sdecisionon thetwo caseswasheardby theCity Council. The
propertyproposedfor partitioning currentlyfrontson ShadyLane. A houseoccupies
proposedParcel1, fronting ShadyLane. An accesseasementextendsfrom Shady

S Laneallowing accessto proposedParcels2 and 3. Thetwo issuesbeforetheCouncil
are: is thefront lot line for Parcels2 and3 thesidethat facesthestreetorthe side
thatfacestheeasement;and,if theeasement,whereexactlyshouldlot depthbe
measuredfrom (whatconstitutesthefront lot line).

Ms. Droughtdirectedattentionto a drawingdepictingShadyLane,theproposed3-
lot partitioning,andtheaccesseasement,Shenotedthatthereis nowgeneral
agreementthatLots 2 and 3 front on theeasement.Thebasisfortheappealis the
interpretationoftheCity’s Code. Theissueathandis whereto measurefrom to
determinethelot depth;theedgeoftheeasement,or thepropertyline. Ms. Drought
notedthatthehearingsofficer saysthe easement,resultingin insufficientdepth--staff
saysthepropertyline, which would allow sufficientdepthto grantthe
partition/adjustment.Ms. DroughtacknowledgedthattheDevelopmentCodedoes
notgive clear direction.

City AttorneyJohnsonconfirmedfor ChairWolf that sinceno evidencewasbeing
presentedtonight, or testimonygiven,Councilor’sKeller’s participationin the
discussionwould notconstitutea conflict for him in Council’sconsiderationofthe
appeal.
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• Ms. Droughtrespondedto questionsabouttheDevelopmentCodedefinitionfor front
lot line. Sheacknowledgedthatthewordingin thenewCodeis thesameasin the
old. Shesuspected,however,thatthenewCodemight not allow thisproposal
becauseoftherequirementsfor houseorientation. Mr. Johnsonexplainedhowthe
interpretationregardingthefront lot line couldgo eitherway. Henotedthat
dependingon theresultsofthe case,whetherCouncil decidesto grantordenythe
appeal,rectifying theCode’slackofclarity would requireatext amendment.

Ms. Droughtrespondedto questionsaboutthe impactoftheproposedpartitioningon
adjacentproperties. Sheacknowledgedtheneedto soonaddressoneofthePlanning
Commission’sgoals,a designplan for inflll. Mr. Wolf commentedon thepossibility
ofhavingincentivesfor certaintypesofdevelopment.TheCommissiontalkedabout
traffic patternsfor infill development,andthe impacton emergencyvehicleresponse.

Ms. Droughtwill comebackwith an updatenextmonth.

6. DISCUSSION

6.1 GOALS AND POLICIES FOR KEIZER TSP

Thefollowing stakeholderrepresentativeswerepresentto participatein thediscussion:

S ElaineSmith, DLCD Planner;Dick Woelk, KeizerTraffic Engineer;DougPilant, SalemArea
MassTransitDistrict; PrestonVanMeter,KeizerBikewayCommittee;andErnieSmyres,
KeizerTraffic SafetyCommission.

Ms. DroughtintroducedCOGConsultantAnnaBraun. Ms. Braunhad compiledthematerial
distributedin theagendapacket. Ms. Droughtnotedthe inclusionoftheRegionalTSP
Goals,ObjectivesandPolicies,butsuggestedthattheCommissionwork from Ms. Braun’s
summarization.

Ms. BraunnotedthattheGoalsandPoliciesprovideabasisfor nextpartofthePlan. In
going overthe list, theCommissioncouldeitherkeeptheissuesverybroad,orput a special
emphasison someareas. Includedwerethefollowing generalcategories:HighwayGoals,
PublicTransportation,Bicycle, Rail, Pedestrian,MovementofGoods,TransportationSystem
Management(TSM) and TransportationDemandManagement(TDM).

Thefollowing is asummaryofpointsmadein thecourseofthediscussion:

Highway Goals:

It wasagreedthatKeizer’sTSPshouldsay“RoadGoals” ratherthan“Highway Goals.”
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• • It wasagreedthatLOS (Level ofService)requirementsshouldapplyto arterialand
collectorstreets. Ms. Braunagreedto bringbackamapwith streetdesignations.As
partoftheprocess,theCommissionwill reviewandupdatethestreetdesignations.

• In adiscussionofVMT (VehicleMiles Traveled)requirements,Mr. Inman suggested
includingasoneofmanytools,encouragingtelecommuting.Ms. Braunpointedout that
provisionsfor telecommuting,aswell asflex time, areincludedin theRegionalPlan
underTSM andTDM.

Rail:

• Interestwasexpressedin seeingcommuterrail servicebetweenSalem/Keizerand
Portland. Mr. Johnsonpointedout that therehasbeendiscussionofusing theBurlington
Northerntracksfor sucharail line. Ms. Braunacknowledgedthat althoughregional
commuterrail might not fall within Keizer’scontrol,it would notbeinappropriateto
includeit asagoal.

• Therewasinterestin Salem- Keizerlight rail. Ms. Braunpointedout thatit was
includedunder“Public Transportation.”

Public Transportation:

• Therewassomeinterestin endorsinginter-citybusroutes.
• Therewassomeobjectionto largebusespassingthroughneighborhoods.Councilor

S Keller suggestedlookingat somewayto restrictthesizeofbusespassingthrough
residentialareas. DougPilantgavetheTransitDistrict’s perspectiveon runningsmaller
vehicles. Hesuggestedlanguage:“supportuseofintelligent transportationsystem
technologies.”

• It wassuggestedthatwordingto “encouragepark-and-ride”be included.
• Revampingexistingcollectorandarterialstreetswith plantingstripsbetweenstreetsand

sidewalkswasmentionedasa safetymeasure.

Bicycle:

• It wassuggestedthat“collectors” be addedto thelast listedobjective: “Bike facilities
shall be constructedon all newregionalarterials.”

• It wassuggestedthattheobjective: “Provideacontinuousanddirect bikesystemto
regionalactivities. . .“ specificallyinclude“schools.”

• Therewasinterestin looking againat the“Bicycle Element”with regardto possibilities
for acontinuousbikesystemthroughKeizer. Suggestionsrangedfrom narrowingRiver
Roadto includebikelaneson both sides,to usingall sideroadsandhavingno bikelanes
on River Road.

• Differentcolor stripingto heightenawarenesswasmentionedasa safetymeasure.
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• ThecorrelationbetweenelementsofthisPlanandKURB’s currentwork on updatingthe5 RiverRoadDesignPlanwasmentioned.

Pedestrian:

• It was suggestedthat “schools”beaddedto thespecificallynameddestinationscited for
providingacontinuousnetworkofsafe,convenientandaccessiblepedestrianfacilities,

MovementofGoods:

• Therewasinterestin taking measuresto ensurethatlargetrucksdo notuseChemawa
Road.

TransportationSystemManagement(TSM) andTransportationDemand
Management(TDM):

• In talkingaboutCongestionManagementSystem(CMS) strategies,thediscussion
centeredaroundbusroutesandbusstop locations. Oneconcernwasbusstopshaving
poorpedestrianaccessto adjacentretail or otherhighusedestinations.Mr. Pilant related
TransitDistrict discussionsof experimentingwith serviceroutes.

At the conclusionofthe discussion,Ms. Braunreferredto theproposedwork schedule.At

S the SeptembermeetingthePlanningCommissionwill reviewtheexistingplans--theBike
Element,Alder StreetStudy,N. RiverRoadAlternativeModeStudy,andCherryAvenue
Design. Ms. Braunwill bringbackarewriteofthegoalsandobjectives,reflectingthe
commentsmadetonight.

With regardto theAlder Streetstudy,Mr. Wolf notedthelikelihood changeswould needto
bemadebecauseofthe SchoolDistrict’s decisionto put in amiddle schoolandan
elementaryschool. Ms. Braunagreedon theneedto getinput from the SchoolDistrict.

7. ANNOUNCEMENTSAND AGENDA D~PUT

7.1 Regular Meeting - September9, 1998- 7:00PM

8. ADJOURN

Themeetingwasadjournedby ChairWolf at 9:04 p.m.
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