
SIIERVüOOD PT,ANNTNG COMMISSTON

March 17, 1981

I Reading and Approval of Mínutes of March 3, 1981

II. Announcements and Correspondence

ITT. PUBLTC HEARTNGS

I v-81-01
A request by Don Fleck for a lot wÍdth variance on
Pine Street, (Tax Lot 2S1 32D : 900)

PTA-81-01
Planning Commission ínitiated Plan text, amendments
which address METRO comments Ín their review of the
Sherwood Compretrensive PIan.

PTA-81-02
Planning Commission ínitiated Plan text amendment which
eliminates the Immediate Growth Boundary in favor of
policies requiring the application of standards and cri-
teria for the conversion of urbanizable lands to urloan
uses,

IV. Other Request,s

MP-81-01
A request by Don Fleck for a minor land part'ition (g lot's)
on Pine Street (Tax Lot 2SL 32D : 900)

V. OId Town Merchants Associat,ion Presentation of Recommended
Old Town Traffic Circutation and Parking PIan, Phase I-

VI. Appointment, of Design Review Board Representative-

V. Next ltleeting Agenda
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Planning Commission

March 17, 1981

The Planning Commission was called to order by Chairman Gene
Stewart,. Commission memloers Dave Nichols, Diane Gothie, Norma
Borchers, and Clyde Sanders r,'tere present. Joe Galbreath was
absent,.

I Readincr and Apr¡roval of Mi nrrLes of March 3 . I 98 1

The minutes were not, available.

IT. Announcements and Correspondence
Mr. Dugdale informed the Commission of the status
Vüalden annexation proposal. He also informed the
the Council had accepted the storm drainage study.

ITT. PUBLIC }IEARTNGS

1 v-81-01
À Þaarrac*. ?rrz Tìnn Er I anl¿ f,nr Lo+ vü +,1 th Var

of the
Commissíon

i =n¡a Di na

SL- (Tax Lot 2S]- 3 ).D : 9OO)

Mr. Martin explained he was the o\^/ner of the lot but, the
applicant, Don Fleck,will be the builder if the variance
is granted. Unfortunately, Mr. Fleck was unable to
attend the meeting and Mr. Mart,in was unalole Lo obtain
documents for presentation.

Mr. Martin explained the driveway will only serve Lot B

and not any other deveLopment on the adjoining Iot, should
Lot, B be part,itioned. Access to the rest of the lot, would
require coming off of Sunset,.

Mr. Ðugdale explained
representative of the

Mrs.
face

the applicant, may be the authorized
O\^/nef .

Mr. Stewart, asked Mr. Mart,in if he had asked the owners
of adjoining property for addj.tional footage. Mr. NíchoIIs
asked if the adjoining properties had been not,ified about
the hearing.

Ann Ashby, prospective purchaser, said the house will
Sunset. even though the driveway is from Pine.

Mr. Dugdale explained that
been obtained for Lot,s A &
one tax Iot.

tax account segregation has
B but the City recognizes only
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Mr. Stewart asked if there \^/ere any depth requÍrements
on the 25' width requirement. The answer was no.

No one spoke in oppositíon to the request. Thre hearing
\^/as cloSed.

Mr. Sanders suggested the applicant expand the Lot to
7,OOO sq. ft. or more by taking in a part of Lot C-

Mr. Sanders moved the applicat,ion be denied because the
basic 1ot for development is 2,000 sq. ft'. less than
required for development of that type. Mrs. Borchers
seconded. The mot.ion carried with Stewart, Borchers, and
Sanders vot.ing aye. Nichotls and Gothie abstained.

Mr. Sanders moved consideration of the land parÈition
and variance be withheld pending submission of amended
plot plan. Mrs. Borchers seconded. TLre motion carried.

PTA-81-01
Planninq Commission Initiate d PIan Text Ame ts Ï¡trhich
Address Me tro Comments in i r Rer¡iew of Lhe She rwood
Comprehensive Plan
Mr. Dugdale explaíned the Cít'y's Comprehensive Plan Ís
scheduled for LCDC Review on April 30. Metro staff has
identified three objections and will recommend LCDC delay
if these problems are not, cleared up. Mr. Dugdale said
he felt the Metro objections were minor points- Mr.
Dugdale explained the Metro objections.

Mr. Sanders said he was not concerned with appeasíng
Metro but was concerned with wTrether or not we have a
workable plan. Mf'. Dugdale said he felt \^re vlere only
clarifying intent. The integrity of the Plan is not
threatened.

There was no other testimony.

On Staff Recommendation 1 the Commission fett Metro was

being unduly picky and t'ook no action.

On Staff Recommendation 2, l!lr. Sanders moved the staff
recommendation for Amending Section II.E. of the Commu-

nÍty Development PIan be ¿sqspted. Mrs. Borchers seconded.
The motion carried.
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On Staff Recomnrendation 3, Mr. Sanders moved Policy 1l
and 12 under F.2. Section III of the Community Development,
be added. Mrs. Gothie seconded. The mot,ion carrÍed 4-1
with Mr. Nicholls voting against.

On staff Recommendation 4, Mr. Sanders moved and Mrs.
Borchers seconded, the Plan be left, as it is. The motion
carried.

PTA-81-02
Planninq Commission Initiated PIan Text Amendment Vühich
Eliminates the Immediate t-h Bor¡ndarw i n Far¡or of
Policies Requírinq the Application of Standards and Cri-
teria for the Conversion of Ilrbanì za?>1 e Lands {lo tlrban
Uses.
Mr. Dugdale explained the background of the Immediate
Growth Boundary. The staff report was discussed.
fhere was no additional test,imony.

Mr. Sanders moved Sect.ion 3.F. as ít, pertains to growth
management policy be accepted to do away with immediate
growth boundary area. Mr. Nicholls seconded. The motion
carried.

IV. OId Town Merchants Asso.
Mrs. Gothie announced Elmer Barron had been appointed Chair-
man. A parking plan for the downtown area will be presented
at, the next meet,ing.

The meet,ing was adjourned at 10:10.

Pol Blankenbaker, Recorder


