
Aprll 1.3, 1978

MEMORANDUM

To ¡ Plqnrilng Conrntss fon

From¡ Todd Dugdale, c{tY Pl.anner

Rei Prellmtnary Informal. Revtew qf Adk{n Planned Unlt Development

Encl,oeed you wltl flnd a Prellmlnary DeveLopment Plan and Prograq¡ for
e Flanned Unlt Developrnent propooed fqr trshervood Plaze Anne$lf eÍte ne4r
Stx CornerF.
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The appli.cenË r Stan Adktne fntonde to eubmtt an appllcatfpn for e Plennnd

_ Accorcllng t
Unlt Develo pm

p
enÈ con
the Sherwood Zonlng ordfganqe tt!.1qnne-.d- pevelopmentlr Prqçedure

sisttng of mlxed offlce-reÈail ueee on 4 ten acre efte"

informat Plann ing conmlsslon revtew and approval of the develoPnent copcept
ts requfred pr lor lo the eqbmtsslon of a foqmaL application.

Actlon f,hat le requfred of the Cornnteefon at thte stage coneiets pf a

revlew of the e sos t 1r r t.er-re atl Thtn
stege of the s 1s not intended to dea v¡t any other detall n the
propoeed dev

.proceS
elopmen tt You may choose to approve the propoeed çq¡cepÞ' apProvß

lt wlth ougg eeted modiflcattons, or dleapprove f.t.

Formal etaff, Co¡rrnteelon end Councll revlew of a general. develoFmenË
pl
1n

qn end program ba
the process.

sed on an approved Land uqe concept would be the nextr ÊtßP

The ataff recorunends approval of Ëhle site developrnent co¡copt for the
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purPos
Plenne

e of, permtttlng the eubmiee lon of a formel eppltcatlon for a Comrnerctal
d Unlt Development wtth the followlng suggeste{ modlf icatlqne ¡

l. ) Blre deslgn tn each phaee be modified to tnclude parklng s,peaÊ

¡neettng the Ctty of Êherwood perklng a¡d loading atre4 etandards
for lndtcated bulldlnge end uees'

2.)

t,t

,r:.., ì,,,Retall frontege locations lndtcated l-n bpll{lng .phaeee numþer- ßwç
(2) and numbei flve (5) ehoul.d be deleted an'd cdnsldered ar Fhe
ttme s Cr¡neral Devel.opment Plan and Program 1e pubmtttod for thls
partlon of t.he overall. eire. Approval at thle tlme should þs
reetricted fo tfan approprfate altlng and mtxing of, retall and

offÍce uses |n buffãing'phaeea numbãr two (2) and numher ffve (5)

whtch'wl11. provide adequate parking' acceas, loadtng" arld

maneuvering"&reas for retall shops and w111 mlnf.rnlze beÊatl
orlented traffic on N. W. 12th St.lr

cc¡ Ted Mllburn
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SHERI,.IOOD PLANNING COMMISSION
REGU].AR MEETING
May 16, I97B

The meetíng was convened by Chaírman Yerka at 7 230 P.M. Commission members
present were Lloyd McFall, Bill Pajarí and Paul Clayton. Others attendíng
included City Planner Todd Dugdale, Asst. Pl-anner Jím Kennedy, Stan Adkíns,
Mo Turner, Mary Tobias and Doug Swanson, Tigard Times.

MINUTES
nitt faari moved and Paul Clayton seconded approvaL of the minutes of the
meetíngs of Apríl 18 and May 2. The motíon passed unanimously.

MTNOR I,AND PARTITÏON BY T/.IÏLTON TURNER
Mr. Turner ansl¡rered questíons by the commÍssion regarding the Minor Land Partí-
tlon at 235 S. E. Sunset Blvd. Paul Clayton moved to approve the Mínor Land
Partítion as submitt.ed wíth the additíon of staff recommendations whích were:

1. That the appl-ícant dedÍcate a 25 ft. street and utíLity easement along
the souÈh border of Lot B for future street development.

2. That the applicant dedÍcate 25 f.L. of addÍtional right of way on Sunset
Bl-vd. for future arterial development.

Lloyd McFall seconded the motíon and approval was unanimous.

PREI,IMINARY PI,AN FOR PUD REQUEST BY STAN ADKINS
Stan AdkÍns discussed the program for deveLopment of a PUD on the Sherwood Plaza
Annex property and hís architect, Mr. Keíth Lee, explaíned the steps planned for
the various phases of buil-díng, parking, access and landscaping. Members expressed
concern regardíng tr,ro accesses to Highway 99 and traffic generated by thís addítion
in cl-ose proxímity to schools. Todd etated that the access problem wíl1 be taken
care of ín the General Development Plan. Paul Clayton said he was defínit.ely
against the síze of BuíldÍng /É5 as shown on the pLan and felt that it should be
two smal-1er buildings. Lloyd McFall moved to accept thÍs general concept of Planned
UniÈ Development wíÈh staff recommendations which are:

1. Site design in each phase be modífíed to include parking areas meeting
the City of Sherwood parking and loadíng area standards for indícated
buil-dings and uses.

2. Retail frontage Locatíons indícated in buil-díng phases number two (2)
and number fíve (5) stroutd be deleted and considered at the time a
General Development Plan and Program is submitÈed for this portion of
the overall site. Approval at thís tíme should be restricted to rran

appropríate sítíng and míxing of retail and office uses ín buíldíng
phases number two (2) and number fÍve (5) wtrictr will- provide adequate
parkíng, access, loading and maneuveríng areas for retaí1 shops and
wiLl mínimize retaíl oriented traffíc on N. lf. 12th St.tt

Bí1-L Pajari seconded the motion. VoÈing in favor were Yerka, Pajari and McFal-l
and Clayt.on opposed. Motion passed.

URBAN GROI,ITH MANAGEMENT PI,AN STUDY
The Commissíon discussed growth needs ín phases; ínrnediate, from 1978 to 1985,
and 1-ong range to the year 2000. Cíty servíces, streets, police coverage, needs
for additional classroom space in schools, etc. wíll need t.o be considered for
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orderly growth. The Commission recomnended adoption of the Urban Growth Manage-
ment PLan Study by resolution as a basis for subsequent Comprehensive Plan Ele'
ments with the following modifícatíons'reconunended:

A. Assumptíon E-5 on page 9 of the study relating to average study area popu-
latíon densíty is too low to meeÈ the requirements of the adopÈed Sherwood
Comprehensive PoLícy Goal- on housÍng and economic development which states,
in part, that the plan should trseek to províde housíng which meets local
needs with regard to styl-e, price, density, qual-ity and energy efficiencyrt.
The Commission would assume a hígher densíty figur e of 5DU/Gross Acre.

B. Based on anaLysis and findings in the study, especially the findíng re-
Lating agricultural- soíl-s, the growth priority of Sub Area 7 shouLd be
changed. Agricultural lands shoul-d be preserved. Sub Area 7 contaíns
predomínantly Class I agricultural- lands. Other areas wíth less than
Class I soils shouLd be deveLoped first. A Goal 3 exceptíon is warranted
for the area based on 2000 year needs but the area rates a Lower prioríty
ín Ínterim growth phasíng.

The followíng changes rarere recommended in the Comprehensive Plan El-ements:

1. Change population capacity and land needs analysis in the study to
reflect 5DU/Gross Acre average desígn density.

2. Change the rankíng of Sub Area 7 Ín the phased growth polÍcy recommend-
aLíons to resuLt in the foLLowíng rankíng for areas needed to meet
future (1985-2000) growth needs -

Sub Area 3
Sub Area 4
Sub Area 7

Sub Area 6

JUNE MEETINGS

June 6

)o
June it9

TRANSPORTAT ION I^TORKSHOP

REGULAR BUSINESS MEETING

Å¿,fru,
Gertie Hannemann, Secretary


