lanning Cormission
xegu?as Meeting
February 12, 1975

Presant: Chalvman Ross, Commissicners Cuitsforth, Edgerion, Hulbert and Shaw

Also Present: FPlanning Consultant Edwards and Supt. of Pubiic Works Whiteside
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Absent: Copmissioners Johnsoen and Mervitl and City Attorney Bettis

The mesting was called to ovder at 8:03 pon.

The minutes of the previous meeting, held on Januavy 22, 1975, were
approved as presented.

Smrwﬁspandence: Thare was a letisr frow u@by Attorney Bettis to City

Administrator Wyman smafiﬂq that Ehg New Zoning Ordinance is ready for founcit
review. It will probably be on the Council age Hdo for the February 24 wcrﬁﬁhapg
Supt. of Public Horks Whiteside strongly urged Joint sessions for dealing with
ﬁrd1nmnca$, in order to saarﬂiy the intent of ?h@ Commission., It is vecommended
that =5 many Planning Commiss 1wn members as possible attend the meeting when

the Zowing Urdinance i3 read. If the Zasaﬁg Ordinance 45 to be on the Council
agenda before the 24th, the P@aﬂnﬁnr Commission secretary will Tet the commissioners
know. The Mobile Home Ordinance was read ab the Council meeting February 10.
decause there has hﬁﬂn no #@preshnrﬁ iva of the Council at the Planning Commission
meetings and no Piasming Commissioner at the Council neet‘ﬂqss the Council could
ot be sure of the intent of ths Commission with vegavrd to certain sactions of

ahe ordinance. Tharefore, aftter making 'Jgérai {hanq%w, the Council decided to
send the ordinance back to the Planning Cowmission. Chalvman Ross divected the
secratary o write a letter to the City Council, requesting the appointment

of & new Tieison 0%%5a9“ from the Council, so that the Council will know what

the Planning Commission is doing.

fone Variance, Marqarel L. Page, 3%0 N.E. 4th Avenue: The request is for a
373" vartance or the side yard setback to construct a carport. Planning
Consultant Edwards presented the Planners’ findings, with a recommendation for
Bpp?axu3 of the variance. Chairman Rcss calied for proponents. Mrs. Fage
stated that they need the cavport very | hadly. Chaivman Ross called fGF furthayr

&,

proponents. There being none, np Qaiﬁeq for opponents. There being nene,

the sublic ? av¥rg was closad, 'gsoa was asked what sort of structyre this
is to be and repiied that i is 1 » Just a roof with support posts and no
anclosed "2aﬁaq agea. Comrissioner Shaw woved that The zone vav&an%u For 3°3°
into side yard sethack be approved., Commissioner aé@”?t&ﬁ seconded the motion.
Plenning Corsuliant Edwards asked that tatement tha? one reasen for approval

is that this entive area was substantiailly devel @pvu under the old ordinance,
which allowed a five foot setbac sludad In the metion. Commissioners
Shaw and ?ccomtfn concuryed, and ¢ fon was gugﬁec pnanimousty. The

acted o write the applicent so that shz will have

vd of the aciion of the Planaing éomms%ss 3.

ty Adiministrator would %i,( ih& Fi*y to hive a full-time pls
..i ?

nney
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kaow whether the fomm on feals %het there is a need
mw planner or whether the ﬁafzwifs e?ﬁ which tha City now has 1s
ent. This was discussed a: CT% ?hg and the secre %avj was c¢ivected
L@ a Tetter to Mr. Wymen 1%t i35 the general consensus of
tanpine Comwissien that %h@ ﬁrv%efa veceived from Edwards Planning
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Consultants is quite satisfactory and *hﬂ& at this time, this is the monst
efficient, least expensive, way to get the work done. The Commission feels that
city planning should be continued %ﬁltha same manner, and that the % ,600 figure
for planning consultants® fees should be increased to $6,000 (this is for work
done by the consultants for the Flanning ﬂa‘m3351@n} The Plann*mg Commission
will back up any efforts to continue any cn-going comprahensive plan efforts
until the plan is completed. ‘

Supt. of Public Works Whiteside asked if the Commissioners had any specific
requests for aids to put into the budg,%a wna1rman Ross askad that an overhead
projector be purchasad and was told that the City hes one which is available
upon vreqguest.

Further-Business: Mr. Whiteside brought up a question regarding the handling
of Tencing in the Zoning Ordinance. A construction company in fown has been

given notice to clean up or fence in his property. He has elected to fence the

area and would 1§ke +o put up an 8-foot sight obscuring fence in a Front yard
sethack, since a 6-foot fence would be fmSV for children to climb over., Since
a bu;iarng in this zone can be built up ta. the property line, why can't he
put in an 8-Tool fence instead of a 6- $0@t one? This is not specifically
covered in the Zoning Ordinance., Chairman Ross directed Planning ﬁ@nsm?tamt
Edwards to Tock into this problsm of interpretation for fencing requirements,
particularly for industrial and commercial zones. This interpretation should
be in the form of a policy statement From the Commission as an amendment to
the ordinanca.

The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,

/7P szf;"mh;w )

Ferrie [inteman, Secretary




