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KEIZER PLANNINGCOMMISSION

MINUTES
Wednesday,June11,2003 @ 7:00p.m.
KeizerCity Hall - CouncilChambers

1. CALL TO ORDER
ChairAndersoncalledthemeetingto orderat7:05 p.m.

2. ROLL CALL
Thefollowing memberswerepresent:BruceAnderson,RossDay,Mike Hart,Michael
Smith,StanComptonandHolly Braun

Absent:FrankMoore

Also presentwere:Interim PlanningDirectorCherylVafakos,City AttorneyShannon
Johnson,Council LiaisonJudySmithandStaffMemberCathyMeeks

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES
> Mayl4,2003

Mike Hart movedfor approvalof theMay 14, 2003minutesaswritten.RossDay
secondedthemotion.

Themotion passedasfollows:

AYES: Day,Hart, Anderson,Smith,Compton,(5)
NAYES: None(0)
ABSTENTIONS:Braun(1)
ABSENT: Moore(1)

4. APPEARANCEOF INTERESTEDCITIZENS
~ No interestedcitizensappearedbeforethePlanningCommission.

5. UNFINISHEDBUSINESS
> DevelopmentStandards

KeizerPlanningCommissionMinutes
Wednesday,June11,2003

Page1

~
r~iLMu



4-

S ChairAndersonaskedInterimPlanner,CherylVafakos,to reviewthehandouts
for themeeting. Cheryl gaveanoverviewof thedocuments.AttachmentA - isa
copyof thelandscapingrequirementsfor theKeizerStationPlanthatCouncilor
JudySmithhadrequestedatthelastmeeting. TheDevelopmentCodedoesnot
currentlyincludethis,butit maybesomethingthatthecommissionmaywantto
takea look at. TheDevelopmentStandardsarethesametextasbefore,with this
copybeingcolorcodedwith thechangescomingfrom thecommissionin red,
andCouncil changesduringtheKeizerStationPlanin blue. Cherylalso
providedhandoutsof DevelopmentStandardsfrom surroundingcities,Canby,
HilisboroandSpringfield,for comparison.

Thecommissionbeganwith thecontinueddiscussionof section2.315.02(B)
addressingapplicability. Shannonpointedout thatstaff hadcombinedand
rewrittenthissection,hopefullyclarifyingwhenit wasapplicable.Therewas
discussionfrom thelastmeetingondeterminingapplicability;usingthe
percentageorsquarefootageamountof thebuilding involved. Staff lookedto
Springfieldsconceptonthismethodof determination.Cherylalsopointedout
theremovalof thesectionreferringto changeof occupancyrequiringadditional
parkingasrequestedby thecommission.

Thevarietiesof methodsusedby theothercitiesto determineapplicabilitywere

S discussed.Manyexamplesof themethodof percentage/squarefootagewereused. Theimportanceof makingsuretherewouldbefairnessto bothlargeand
smallbusinesseswasexpressed.Duringthediscussion,therewasarequestfor
clarificationof theintentbehindthestatementandwhatthe objectivewas. There
wasalsodeliberationoverthelanguageof “whicheveris more” vs“whicheveris
less”.

Shannonintroducedtheideaof havingamatrixwith thesizeof building
comparedto howmuchexpansion,remodel/oraddition. Variouspossibilities
andcircumstanceswerediscussed.

Itwasconsensusof theCommissionto havestaffdevelopamatrixencompassing
buildingsvaryingin size;from smallto largeandthosein between.

Discussionreversedbackto 2.315.02(A)for clarificationanddirection. Chair
Andersonwould suggestthatthe200 sq.ft. limit be increasedto 500sq.ft.
CommissionerSmithalsorecommendedthatthewordingstatethatthisapplies
“only” to newconstructionandthatit bespecificon theapplicablecodes. There
wasdiscussionon landscapingandotherrequireddevelopmentstandardsthat
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S wouldapply. CommissionerComptonreiteratedthatUrbanRenewalis
encouragingupgradesby havinggrantsavailable.

Cherylwill comebackto thenextmeetingwith newlanguageclarifying thatit
only appliesto thenewconstructionportionof thebuilding or newportionthat
isbeingremodeled.Cherylaskedfor additionalclarificationfrom the
Commissiononthe increaseof 500sqft. oranyadditionalconstructionthat
requiresabuildingpermit.

Therewerenochangeswerenotedto 2.315.02(C). CommissionerDayaskedfor
clarificationonthe3yearperiodnotedin section(B), alsoin theeventof damage
to theconstructionof building. Shannonwill look into this to clarify.

Section2.315.02(D)wouldbechangedto reflectreferenceto 2.315.08B(4) and(5).
Therewasclarificationonwhatwasconsideredatemporarybusiness.

Nocorrectionnotedfor 2.315.03Non-Applicability

Section2.315.04wasdiscussed.Nochangesnotedto (A). Therewasdiscussion
of (B) andcompliancewith color requirementsif repainting.No changenoted.
Section(C) is statedfor clarificationpurposes.

With nocorrectionsnotedto Section2.315.05,theCommissionwill begin
discussionwith thefollowing section,page4.

5. NEWBUSINESS(reviewedafter Old Business)

> Interim PlanningDirectoraddressedtheneedfor Commissionto be
thinking aboutfutureprojectsdueto thetime line requiredby D.L.D.C..
Cherylreviewedthemostcommonprojectsthatarerequestingvariances
whicharefences,accessorystructuresandsetbacks;suggestingthatthe
Commissionconsiderrevisingthese.It wasin agreementthatdiscussion
of thesematterswouldbeginfollowing thecompletionof the
DevelopmentStandards.

> CommissionerDay broughtforth theideaof cancelingtheAugust
meetingasin past. It wasconsensusof theCommissionto meetin July
andcancelAugust,meetingagainin September.
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S > CommissionerSmith requestedaperiodicreportof theInfill Application
Activity; with how manyhavebeensubmitted,deniedor failed dueto
restrictions.Cherylagreeto getareportwith thatinformation.

> CommissionerSmithalsoquestionedtheactivity atthe3600blockof
RiverRd. Cherylrespondedthattheproposalwasfor 3 buildings,a
mixtureof commercialandapartmentcomplexes. Itwassuggestedthat
traffic improvementsbedoneatthe intersectionof HollyhockandRiver
Rd with theincreaseof traffic. Cherylwill forwardtherecommendation
to PublicWorks.

> ChairAndersonaskedfor anupdateon theCommunityDevelopment
Directorposition. Cherylprovidedanupdatewith the recruitment
closingJuly1st with hopesof hopesof hiringby September1st.

6. ADJOURN
~ NextMeeting-‘ Wednesday,July9, 2003

ChairAndersonadjournedthemeetingat8:45 p.m.
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