
. KEIZER PLANNINGCOMMISSION
WORKSESSIONMINUTES

Wednesday,June13 @7:00p.m.
KeizerCity Hall — Council Chambers

1. CALL TO ORDER
ChairAndersoncalledthemeetingto orderat 7:02 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL
Thefollowing memberswerepresent:BruceAnderson,JuneAbbott, Dick Inman,
MichaelSmithandStanCompton

Absent:Bill Wolf andJereClancy

Alsopresentwere:CouncilLiaison-JacqueMoir, StaffLiaison-MariaMeier,City
Attorney-ShannonJohnson,PublicWorksDirector-Rob Kissler,City Engineer-Bill
Peterson,Consultant-DannyEgnerandRecordingSecretary-CindyPerry

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
• Mr. Comptonmovedfor approvalof theMay9, 2001 minuteswith amendmentsas

noted.Mr. Inmansecondedthemotionandcarried,all presentvoting aye.

4. NEW BUSINESS
PlanningDirector,Maria Meierprovidedanupdatepertainingto theinvolvementof
theCommunityResponseTeam.This teamconsistsof membersfrom DLCD, ODOT
andotherstateagenciesthatwould work in coordinationandprovidecomments
regardingtheChemawaActivity CenterPlan. Ms. MeierreportedthatthePlanning
Commissionwould not beginthereviewof theCAC Planuntil September.

CouncilorMoir summarizedhowthenewCommissionmemberswould beselectedand
thatthenewly commissionedmemberswould beaskedto attendtheJuly andAugust
meetingsto gainsomeinsighton theupcomingreviewof theCACPlan.

5. WORK SESSION-In Fill Master Plan
ChairAndersonsharedwith theaudiencethatthismeetingwasa presentationby staff
andtheConsultantto obtain informationand thatpublic commentregardingtheplan
would betakenduring thePublicHearingonJune27, 2001.
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Ms. Meier providedhandoutsof thedraft Infill andRedevelopmentMasterPlanDraft
CodeAmendmentsalongwith a memofrom PublicWorkswith suggested

• amendmentsto thedraft. Shereviewedtheprocessof thegrantfor theInfill Master
Planandintroducedstaff involved in theprojectandConsultant,DannyEgner. Ms.
Meierstressedthedesignto createabalancebetweenneighborhoodquality and
developmentin theplanandshareddrawingdepictingconstrainedaccessroadways
andneighborhoodconductivity.

Mr. Egnerprovidedinformationgatheredfrom theInfill workshopsandsupplieddata
from casestudieson10th AvenueandShadyLaneNEandtheconsiderationstakenin
thecasestudies.

Ms. Meieransweredquestionsfrom theCommissionpertainingto theflag lotsandthe
amendment,which would requiretheapplicantto provethat it wasnotpossibleto
establisharight-of-way thatwould allow futureconnectivity.

Mr. Smithexpressedconcernsregardingtheamendmentsandaffordability,
compatibilityandinfrastructureissuesandhowthis would effectfuturedevelopment
undertheproposedstandards.

Mr. Egneraddressedtheseissuesindicatingthatstudieshadshownthatinf ill
developmentis oftenmoreaffordablethanothertypesof housingdevelopments
becauseof theexisting infrastructurein thoseareas.

S Definitionsfor themull andRedevelopmentMasterPlanDraft CodeAmendments
werereviewedwith membersof staffandtheconsultantansweringquestions.The
Commissionsuggestedimproveddefinitionsfor “ConstrainedAccessRoadway”and
“AttachedDwelling&’.

Mr. Egnerprovidedabrief historyof privatestreetsandtheCouncil’s discussionand
desireto repealthis sectionof thecode. He indicatedthat the20-footwide private
streetshadbeena concernandan issuewith thefire departmentregardingthelackof
turnaroundradiusfor emergencyvehicles.

Theissueof PUD’swasbroughtto light andMs. Meier indicatedthat this would be
somethingthattheCommissionmaywish to addressby possiblyamendingthePUD
streetstandardsto matchthatof thepublic streetstandards.

TheStandardsfor lotsor parcels,lot line adjustmentswasdiscussedandmembersof the
Commissionfelt thatit would be importantto developcriteriafor theapplicantto
enablethemto meettheburdenof proofrequired.Also to includelanguageto enable
attacheddwellingsfor lots larger than 4,000squarefret.
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ChairAndersonrecessedthemeetingat8:30 p.m.andreconvenedthemeetingat 8:45

T:remainderof the documentwasreviewedandthefollowing suggestionswere
madeto thedocument.

PageSix-2.316.05DimensionalStandards(B)-DeleteOpeningPhrasefor Rearand Sideyard
setbacks.Thecorrectpicturewould beaddedto thedocumentto reflectits intent.

PageNine-2.316.10ConstrainedAccessRoadwaysA(‘3) to read: “There shall be a minimum
four-footsetbackbetweentheright ofway line ofa constrainedaccessroadwayandanypart of
an adjacentstructure.” Theinformationthat PublicWorkswantedto addto thedraft
wasalsosubmittedthroughthememofrom RobKissler.

Mr. EgnernotedthatPublicWorkswasinterestedin removingtheType II Constrained
AccessRoadwaydueto enforcementandsafetyissues.Thesafetyissueswere
discussedandPublicWorksofferedto developsomecriteria,whichwould benefitthe
City andtheapplicantmakingthis typeof accessfeasibleandsafe.

Ms. Meier recommendedthat on Page10, 2.316.13StreetTreesthata list of StreetTrees
be incorporatedinto thedraft.

Mr. Smithsuggestedthatthesizeof thewindow trim in 2.316.14bechangedfrom 3 1/2
• inchesto 4-inchesasthis wasthestandardwidth for trim.

It wassuggestedthatthetitle to 2.316.15bechangedto “GaragesandCarports.”

Mr. KisslerrecommendedunderSection2.316.18StreetLights, that thewords “private”
and “both” beremovedasindicatedin his memo. Healsosuggestedthat a standardof
lighting beaddressedwhichwould bringthelighting downto thestreetasopposedto
shiningupward.

Ms. Meier addressedLot Line AdjustmentcriteriaandtheCommissionexpressed
interestin thenumberof openlots that weretwo to threeacresin size.Ms. Meier
indicatedshewould researchthis andsubmittheinformationatthenextmeeting.

ThePre-ApplicationProcesswasreviewedandit wassuggestedthat a sectionbeadded
to includenotificationto areapropertyownersregardinga partitionprocesstaking
place.

Ms. Meierreviewedtheamendmentsonpage25 of thedraft documentfor the
Commission’sattention.Sheexpressedherappreciationfor thework that thePlanning
Commissionhaddoneduringtheprocess.
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6. ADJOURN
~ NextMeetingJune27, 2001
ChairAndersonadjournedthemeetingat10:05 p.m.
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