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CITY OF ALBANY  

CITY COUNCIL 

Council Chambers 

Wednesday, December 7, 2016 

7:15 p.m. 

 

MINUTES 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Sharon Konopa called the meeting to order at 7:15 p.m. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG 

 

Konopa led the pledge of allegiance to the flag.  

 

ROLL CALL  

 

Councilors present: Mayor Sharon Konopa and Councilors Rich Kellum, Bill Coburn, Bessie Johnson, Ray 

Kopczynski, and Floyd Collins.  Bessie Johnson participated by phone. 

   

Councilors absent: Dick Olsen was unexcused.   

 

Konopa noted that Albany Downtown Association (ADA) Director Peggy Burris, who was in the audience, was leaving 

the ADA.  Konopa thanked her for her service. 

 

Konopa presented Councilor Floyd Collins with a Key to the City of Albany.  Konopa has known Collins for 20 years.  

He was the City of Albany Public Works (PW) Director in 1998; he has been in public service for 40 years.  As a City 

Councilor for Ward I, Konopa said Collins has done an exceptional job.  Having a PW background and knowing how city 

government works has been helpful.  Konopa described important city projects where Collins’ ability to think outside the 

box was an asset to the City.  Konopa congratulated Collins on his retirement and noted that he will be greatly missed.  

 

Konopa presented Collins with a plaque and read the engraving to the Council. 

 

Collins said he has worked in three different cities, and there were only a handful of days when he didn’t have fun on the 

job.  He said the same is true for his time on the City Council.  They don’t always agree, but as Councilors they have to 

look beyond personal preferences and figure out where the community is going to be 10, 20, or 30 years out.  Some 

decisions will be good, while some will turn out to be bad; then they will have to figure out how to correct the bad ones.  

He suggested that the Council use those timeframes as yardsticks.  Collins said that newly elected Ward I Councilor Mike 

Sykes will do a good job. 

 

Collins said there have been a lot of accomplishments in Albany, due to reinvesting in community.  We can’t have capital 

investment and not think about how to replace and maintain it.  He gave some examples of interagency cooperation and 

projects. 

 

Councilor Ray Kopczynski asked Collins to describe his greatest success.  Collins said that City Attorney Jim Delapoer 

described it well when he talked about hiring staff and training them up in a way that they will carry on in the future.  

Issues come and go, while attitudes and dedication to public service stays.  Collins said over the 40 years he has been in 

local government, he is the most proud of the people who will carry on at the staff level. 

 

PROCLAMATION 

 

 Homeless Persons’ Memorial Day.  

 

 Konopa read the Homeless Persons’ Memorial Day proclamation (see agenda file). 

 

 Konopa said the event will be December 21, 2016, at 5:30 p.m., at the City Hall Plaza.  There will be a reading of the 

names of homeless people in the community who died this year.  

 

SCHEDULED BUSINESS  

 

 Communication 

 

 City Council policies webpage demo – Holly Roten and Matt Harrington.   

 

Administrative Assistant I Holly Roten and Media & Applications Developer Matt Harrington demonstrated the 

new webpage for the viewing audience: https://www.cityofalbany.net/city-council/council-policies 

 

Roten described how staff categorized the information by how citizens would likely use it.  Fee schedules is a 

popular category with citizens.  The links pull up the actual documents.  The website is searchable by content, 

including previous policies.  If the documents are not available, citizens can use the fillable Public Records 

Request.  

https://www.cityofalbany.net/city-council/council-policies
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Roten said that these policies are not otherwise in the Charter, Albany Municipal Code, or Albany Development 

Code.  They are City Council directives that have been received by resolution or motion during meetings.  This 

portal makes it readily accessible to citizens.  Policies are integrated in the website, so citizens can search for a 

subject from the homepage and it will take them to the Policies page.  Documents will print in a readable format.   

 

Roten said they have had positive feedback so far, especially given that we haven’t pushed it out.  They had 

several hits after an article appeared in City Bridges. 

 

Harrington said they have been posting documents in locations that relate to this new page.  He described the 

project from an Information Technology (IT) perspective.  In the interest of transparency, it is useful for citizens.  

If a person is interested in a specific issue, they can find the information on the website.  

 

Roten said this project speaks to the Council’s goal of transparency; this is one more step towards that collective 

goal.  Roten said it would not have been possible without the support of directors and other staff.  Former City 

Manager’s Office employee Diana Eilers and Executive Assistant to the City Manager Laura Hyde have also 

been instrumental in this project. 

 

 Quasi-Judicial Public Hearing 

 

            DC-02-16, RV Park Development Code Amendment. 

 

Konopa said the next agenda item is a quasi-judicial public hearing regarding text amendments to the Albany 

Development Code (ADC) as described in Planning File DC-02-16.  The applicant is the City of Albany 

Community Development Planning Division. 

 

Open: Konopa opened the quasi-judicial public hearing at 7:38 p.m.  

 

Konopa asked if any Councilors wished to declare a conflict of interest, ex parte contact, or a site visit.  

 

Councilor Rich Kellum said he does not have a conflict of interest but noted that he has made a site visit and has 

had contact with a couple of constituents.  

 

Collins said that he has dealt with the property owners in the past, but has not had contact for several years. 

 

Konopa said she knows the people but has not discussed this issue.  

 

Konopa asked if any Councilors wished to abstain from participating in the proceedings.  No one did. 

 

Konopa asked if anyone wishes to challenge the City Council’s right to determine this matter or the participation 

of any Councilor in this hearing and decision.  No one did.  

 

Konopa said for those wishing to testify there is a signup sheet at the table. 

 

Konopa said, for those wishing to testify, please be aware that you must raise an issue with enough detail to 

afford the Council and parties an opportunity to respond to the issue if you later want to raise that issue on appeal 

to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).  Testimony and evidence must be directed towards the approval 

standards staff will describe or other criteria in the Comprehensive Plan or Development Code which you believe 

to apply to the decision.  If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the City Council may 

allow a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity to respond.   

 

Konopa called for the staff report.   

 

            Staff Report 

 

Public Works Engineering and Community Development Director Jeff Blaine said the Council and the Planning 

Commission both have lists of codes and requirements that should be considered for modification.  The lists are 

reviewed annually to consider modifications.  It has been a few years since the evaluation process, but they 

cleaned up the list and brought it to a joint meeting of the City Council and Planning Commission (PC) in July.  

Tonight’s documents represent the first short-list of recommended changes.  There are two separate public 

hearings tonight, so that when we consider RV parks through conditional use (CU) application review process, 

there can be more discussion.  The other items under Planning File DC-03-16 relate more to process and 

clarification.   

 

Blaine said the first public hearing relates to where RV parks are allowed and it is being driven by a request from 

a property owner, not by the Council or the PC.  Staff passed out two maps titled “Staff – Original Boundary” 

and “Planning Commission - Recommended Boundary” (see agenda file). 

 

Planning Manager Bob Richardson gave a PowerPoint presentation (see agenda file).  Richardson said this 

hearing regards a proposal to amend the Albany Development Code (ADC) for RV parks, to be considered 

through a CU review in the RM zone in an area located east of Century Drive, north of Knox Butte Road, west of 
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Clover Ridge Road, and south of Dunlap Avenue.  He described the original boundary map.  The boundary is 

based on existing streets rather than parcel lines.  The area includes other zones such as the RC zone that does not 

allow RV parks to be developed in that zone; the RV parks would only apply to RM zone.  The PC recommended 

that the west boundary line be changed to Expo Parkway rather than Century Drive.  Staff is concerned that as 

Expo Parkway extends to the north in the future, it would cross at least two parcels.  It would create a situation 

where there was a parcel with a street going through it, and an RV park on one side but not permitted on the 

other.  Richardson said another issue is that if the primary rationale of staff for supporting new or expanded RV 

parks in this area is because of close proximity to the Expo Center, it seems it make as much sense to allow an 

RV park on the west side of Expo Parkway in the RM zone, as it is to allow an RV park on the east side of Expo 

Parkway in the RM zone. 

 

Richardson reminded the Council and the public that the proposal is to change the ADC, not a specific piece of 

property.  He said you may hear testimony about specific properties.  If in the future there are properties wanting 

to develop an RV park, they would need to go through the CU land use review process. 

 

Richardson briefly summarized the testimony received, although he encouraged the Council to read all of the 

testimony which is included in the agenda packets.  He said there were five main points that were brought up.  

The first is that any expansion of RV parks other than to the north of the Knox Butte RV Park would not be 

compatible with the neighborhood.  The second is that new or expanded RV Parks could create compatibility and 

transportation issues, and would create a need for a buffer to the west and impact the regional commercial area.  

Richardson said one person stated that RV parks create potential site and noise impacts and the ADC should 

include provisions that fences be required to prevent such impacts.  Another point during testimony was that 

staff’s rationale that RV parks could support the Expo Center is misguided because RV parks are filled with 

permanent residents, and there are few spaces left for visitors.  Finally, there are existing traffic problems that 

would be impacted by new or expanded RV parks and which would negatively affect the livability of the 

neighborhood. 

 

Planner III Melissa Anderson said that ADC 2.290 describes the decision-making criteria.  She described the 

notification process.  The current code allows RV parks to be considered in the RM zone, but only within 750 

feet of Interstate 5 right-of-way (ROW).  They are not allowed in RC zones.  Anderson said that in reviewing the 

current variance criteria, Planning didn’t feel it could meet them but there were logical reasons to consider RV 

parks in this specific area.  The PC recommended that the City Council approve the proposal with a modification 

of the boundary. 

 

Anderson described Criteria 1 and 2, and how they were met.  The proposed amendment provides short-term stay 

options at RV parks for Expo Center attendees, and the potential impacts could be mitigated through the 

conditional use review process.  Collins asked Anderson if short-term is defined.  Anderson said no, and state 

law does not allow them to limit the length of stay. 

 

Konopa said the City charges Transient Lodging Tax (TLT) to RV Parks if guests stay longer than 30 days. 

 

Anderson said that staff found that the criteria have been met.  The options are to approve, modify, or deny the 

proposal.  

 

Konopa noted that on page 13 of the agenda packet, in the PC minutes, the PC asked two questions, and she 

wonders if they had the answers to those two questions before they made the decision to approve the 

application.  The first question related to whether Expo Parkway goes all the way to Dunlap in the Transportation 

Plan.  Blaine said that in that meeting he had replied that he did not know the answer and the PC did not ask him 

to find out and bring the information back.  He thinks that they did not believe that it warranted continuing the 

public hearing.  Konopa said the other question in the minutes related to whether Century Drive would be closed, 

to which Anderson had replied in the meeting that sections would be closed in the future when ODOT modifies 

the interchange.  Konopa said the I-5 study shows that Century Drive will be blocked off.  Anderson said Traffic 

Analyst Ron Irish is attending the meeting and could answer questions.  

 

Konopa said, we have the lot that is straight through from Timber Street; is the plan to connect it to Dunlap 

Street?  Blaine said the TSP shows both Expo Parkway and Timber Street extending north.  Expo Parkway 

would be a major collector and Timber Street would be the minor collector.  The TSP does not show any other 

east-west connections between the Expo Center and Timber Street.  

 

Councilor Floyd Collins said, given the PC’s recommendation to apply to the RM zone to the east of Expo 

Parkway, does that leave viable area for building sites for RM property? If we went with the PC’s 

recommendation, the RV parks would still be zoned RM, so does that leave sufficient land for RM zoning?  

Richardson said they could get two to three homes in there.  Collins is concerned that we don’t leave an orphan 

parcel.  Richardson thinks it would be developable.  Discussion followed about the parcel. 

 

Public Testimony 

 

Konopa said, we will now be taking public testimony. She said, if anyone wishes to enter an exhibit into the 

record as part of their testimony, to please briefly describe the exhibit and present it to the City Clerk.   
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            There was a sign-up sheet available for the public (see agenda file). 

 

Konopa clarified that two of the people who signed up for this public hearing signed up in error and do not want 

to speak to the RV park issue.  Those people confirmed that they wished to speak to the marijuana issue. Konopa 

said the marijuana issue will be moved to the end of the agenda after an executive session.  Business from the 

Public has also been moved to the end of the agenda.  

 

James Brooks, 3749 Dunlap, said his information is already in the packet.  He said he has been dealing for 15 

years with the existing RV park based on his property location.  He has testified multiple times, and his issue is 

with the perimeter fencing and barriers. The current two RV parks, the Knox Butte and the Blue Ox, are both 

used far more for permanent housing than for short-term stays, and both are almost always at full occupancy.  

Since people are living there they generate far more traffic, multiple trips per day, light, etc.  This all has a 

significant impact on the neighbors.  The Blue Ox is surrounded by city parks and commercial properties, but the 

Knox Butte park is not.  There are some single family-residences on the south side, an apartment complex to the 

east, and single-family homes to the west and the north.  Brooks lives north of the park.   

 

Brooks said he believes in property rights; however, owners should take into consideration the impacts to 

adjoining properties, and that has not been addressed in this process.  He is not necessarily opposed to the 

amendment, except that he would like to see something clearly defined for perimeter fencing and barriers for RV 

parks.  The Council has pictures in the agenda packet that show that what is there now is not sight-obscuring.  

Brooks said there are several other municipalities that have clear requirements for perimeter fencing that require 

it to be 100% sight-obscuring and deal with the impact to surrounding properties.  This RV park has been 

through three permit processes with three standards set, and potentially a fourth, and fencing hasn’t been 

addressed.  Brooks feels that it is irresponsible to move forward and not address it.  Given the current economic 

state of Oregon and Albany, he doesn’t think it will be the last time the City Council will hear about the 

extension of an existing RV park or a new park, because it is affordable housing.  He doesn’t want this for his 

property or anyone else.  Common sense needs to be applied to the fencing. 

 

Wayne Scheler, 154 BelAir Court NE, said he is in favor.  He distributed a letter dated November 30 and a map 

(see agenda file).  This park was developed in 1998.  They have gone through three variances.  This park has 

been in the family for over 20 years.  He said in the summer they turn away 30-40 guests per week because of 

the lack of spaces for people to park RVs in Albany, sending them to Salem or Eugene.  He said that is one 

reason this expansion would be good for the City.  The letter he handed out says that they have completed certain 

issues, including fencing, to the standards that were requested.  The other document is a picture of a solid fence 

which they are proposing to build on the north side of the property, which is in the county.  If Albany were to 

approve a CU, they propose to put this fencing along the north line, which would address the issues of the 

neighboring properties regarding light and sound penetration.  A couple of benefits for the city are that the 

county property would be moved into the city, which means they would be paying city taxes and SDCs.  They 

would continue to provide spaces to visitors of the Expo Center, construction workers, low-income families, 

people on social security, etc.  There is a wide gamut of people who stay at the RV Park. 

 

Scheler said, as to 750 feet, it goes all the way to one lot west of the Expo Parkway.  Discussion followed about 

the one lot that was impacted.  None of the current park is within 750 feet.  His point is that it only affects one 

lot.  Scheler said his family has owned this lot for many years, they have always considered doing this expansion 

if the need was there.  The owners live on site.  They try to maintain a clean and respectful place.  

 

Kellum asked, is the fence in the picture made of metal siding?  Scheler said yes.  Kellum asked if there was a 

sound barrier.  Scheler said no.  Collins asked the height.  Scheler said it is 6.5 feet.  On the current northerly 

boundary, there is a 6-foot fence with slats, so there is some visibility.  The fence being proposed, in the picture, 

would be on the new northern boundary.  Collins asked, when you developed north of the creek, were you 

supposed to use a sight-obstructing fence and if so, why did you choose the fence with the slats?  Scheler said 

that the ADC requires a fence of six feet but it does not require it to be totally opaque, so the slats are an 

approved method. 

 

Konopa is concerned that metal siding used as a fence can fade or get dented.  A wood fence seems like it would 

be easier to maintain.  Scheler said there are other RV parks that use this for fencing. 

 

Konopa asked if anyone else wished to testify on the proposed amendments.  There were none.  

 

Konopa asked if staff wishes to respond to any testimony presented. 

 

Blaine reminded the Council that the type of fence to be installed on a future application is not to be considered 

tonight, but re-evaluating the type of fencing that is appropriate could be considered.  If the Council wanted to do 

that, they could continue this public hearing or they could move forward with this application and direct the 

fencing issue back to be considered by the PC.  Discussion followed.  Blaine suggested that the Council continue 

this public hearing.  Discussion followed about process. 

 

Collins asked, if these two public hearings conclude tonight, and fencing were pushed to a future amendment, 

what would they do in the meantime if an application came through?  Richardson explained how they would 

handle that situation.  Blaine suggested that the Council deny the proposal tonight and tell staff to incorporate 



Albany City Council Regular Session 

December 7, 2016 

 

 5 

fencing, and they would start over with re-notifications and the rest of the process.  Discussion followed.  Collins 

suggested that the Council could require that any boundary fence be sight-obscuring without beginning a third 

process.  Kellum suggested that the fence may also need to be sound-obscuring.  Collins pointed out that light-

obscuring is different from preventing light altogether.  

 

Collins suggested that the Council continue this public hearing and direct staff to bring back language to deal 

with sight penetration and sound protection.  He suggested that they also consider if this is actually alternative 

housing versus an RV park. 

 

Councilor Bill Coburn asked if there are restrictions on the length of stay in an RV park.  Anderson said state law 

does not allow cities to limit the length of stay.  Currently, the ADC states that six months is the limit, but that 

needs to be amended because it must be consistent with state law.  Discussion followed about RVs being built to 

a standard for mobile housing, and if we use RV parks as a substitute for alternative housing, then the state may 

need to address standards not related just to the length of stay.  Coburn said he can see where this is slowly 

evolving into low-income housing, although that is not the intent of RV parks.  

 

DIRECTION: The Council concurred in continuing the public hearing to January 11, 2017.  Konopa reminded 

the Councilors that this is a quasi-judicial public hearing.   

 
 Legislative Public Hearing  

 

 DC-03-16, Development Code Amendment.   

 

Konopa said the next agenda item is a legislative public hearing regarding text amendments to the ADC as 

described in Planning File DC-13-06.  The applicant is the City of Albany Community Development      

Department Planning Division.   

 

Konopa opened the legislative public hearing at 8:40 p.m.  

 

Konopa said for those wishing to testify there is a signup sheet at the table. 

 

Konopa asked if any members wished to declare a conflict of interest. No one did.  

 

Konopa asked if any members wished to abstain from the proceedings. No one did. 

 

Konopa said, for those wishing to testify, please be aware that you must raise an issue with enough detail to 

afford the Council and parties an opportunity to respond to the issue if you later want to raise that issue on appeal 

to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA).  Testimony and evidence must be directed towards the approval 

standards staff will describe or other criteria in the Comprehensive Plan or Development Code which you believe 

to apply to the decision.  If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the City Council may 

allow a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity to respond.   

 

Staff Report. 

 

Anderson gave a PowerPoint presentation (see agenda file).  

 

Anderson described the notification process as outlined in the PowerPoint.  The PC has recommended approval.  

There are several proposed amendments that will clarify, provide consistency, make corrections, streamline 

processes, remove barriers and redundancy, meet legal requirements, and update transportation safety items.   

 

Anderson described the changes for clarification and consistency. 

 

Kellum asked if any of these amendments would have changed any of the recent cell tower placements.  

Anderson said the only change was in the HM zone due to what appeared to be an error and is proposed to be 

amended to correct the error. 

 

Konopa asked, since there is a difference in assisted living versus nursing homes, why would we want to take out 

private open space?  Anderson said it is a safety issue to require private open space, such as balconies on assisted 

living and nursing homes.  The common open space for those facilities will still be required. 

 

Anderson described changes for transportation safety, and described how the proposed changes streamline and 

remove barriers.   

 

Regarding having staff attend neighborhood meetings, Konopa said staff has attended meetings in order to make 

sure the developer doing the proposal is giving out correct information.  Anderson said staff still intends to attend 

the meetings but removing it from the ADC helps them to avoid inadvertently violating the Code if staff were for 

some reason not able to attend.  The applicants are still supposed to coordinate with City staff so they would be 

aware of neighborhood meetings.  Discussion followed about the significance or importance of staff attending 

the meetings.  Richardson said the current requirement is that the builder must notify the department.  Hare said 

the current code requires it now, but it would be one more risk to incur if for whatever reason a staff member did 
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not make it.  The proposed ADC does not change the Council’s direction to have staff attend, and the 

requirement to notify and coordinate with staff is still in the ADC, under ADC 1.204(1); the proposed 

amendment just removes the possibility of a procedural error that would be a basis for an appeal.  Collins said he 

thinks there should be a Council policy to address this instead of having it in the ADC.  

 

Anderson said that all the criteria are met.  The PC has recommended approval of these amendments.  The 

Council’s choices are to approve, modify, or deny the proposal. 

 

As to the street standards, Collins asked, where we are increasing the width for minor local and network local 

streets, are those new standards consistent with the radius that school buses need?  Irish said yes.  Collins asked, 

will we still have one-side parking on streets other than alleys?  Irish said there is a possibility for one-sided 

parking.  The way the current code reads, the developer can decide; but with the proposed ADC amendments, 

Irish would have to agree to it.  It puts the decision making with the City.  There are some cases where the shape 

of a parcel is so tight that it might make sense to add a narrow street.  Discussion followed about other types of 

parking.  

 

Irish discussed how street size impacts emergency parking.  He described how the ADC dealt with the 

requirement and how developers used cluster driveways on lots with yellow curbs.  It worked for fire trucks, but 

not for school buses.  Collins said that people who buy the lots with single-sided parking areas often end up 

feeling cheated when someone else parks in a space on their side of the street.  Bays, on the other hand, create 

more parking spaces, so Collins thinks they would want to provide that.  Irish said with the proposed changes, 

the developer would not have a choice and would have to put parking on both sides of the street, unless Irish 

approved otherwise, and he would not approve it unless there were specific circumstances.  Irish said, you could 

remove the option to approve the 28-foot street, though there would be some situations where that would be 

negative for the developer.  Collins said he is sympathetic with allowing staff to make the call, but he is 

concerned about the long-term impact on the property owner.   

 

Kopczynski said, on page 56 of the agenda packet, it lists a 28foot width; is that enough for an emergency 

vehicle?  Irish said it is an option that can only be installed with the approval of the City Engineer.  The proposal 

is better for emergency vehicles than the current language. 

 

Collins asked if the current Albany Municipal Code (AMC) still has a maximum of 24 hours parking for 

extended-size vehicles.  Irish said the AMC limits the vehicles to no longer than 23 feet between 10:00 p.m. and 

7:00 a.m.  Collins said he doesn’t think that is reasonable, and he referred that issue to staff.  He thinks it needs 

to be resolved.  Konopa said the AMC is a valuable tool when people take advantage of parking.  Collins said, 

we don’t want people to abuse it, but we don’t want it to be too onerous either.  Staff noted that loading and 

unloading is allowed for up to 48 hours.  Discussion followed. 

 

Konopa asked if the Council had any more questions.  No one did. 

 

Public Testimony 

 

Konopa said, we will now be taking public testimony. She said, if anyone wishes to enter an exhibit into the 

record as part of their testimony, please briefly describe the exhibit and present it to the City Clerk.   

 

There was a signup sheet available for the public (see agenda file).  There was no one who wanted to testify. 

 

Konopa asked if anyone had procedural questions to raise.  No one did.  

 

Smith said that Johnson’s call was dropped at approximately 8:50 p.m. 

 

Close: Konopa closed the public hearing at 9:20 p.m. 

 

City Attorney Sean Kidd read the ordinance for the first time in title only: AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 

ORDINANCE NO. 4441, WHICH ADOPTED THE CITY OF ALBANY DEVELOPMENT CODE, BY 

AMENDING THE ALBANY DEVELOPMENT CODE TEXT AND ADOPTING FINDINGS. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynksi moved to read the ordinance for a second time in title only.  Kellum seconded the motion 

and it passed 4-0. 

 

Kidd read the ordinance for the second time in title only. 

 

MOTION:  Kellum moved to adopt the ordinance and Kopczynski seconded it.  The motion passed 4-0 and was 

designated Ordinance No. 5886. 

 

Konopa said, a legislative decision of the City Council may be appealed to LUBA by filing a Notice of Intent to 

Appeal not later than 21 days after the decision becomes final. 

 

Konopa said, within five working days following the adoption of an amendment or new land use regulation, the 

Director shall forward to the Department of Land Conservation and Development a copy of  the adopted text and 
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findings and notify the Department of any substantial changes which may have occurred in the proposal since any 

previous notification of the Department. 

 

Konopa decided to move the Albany Downtown Association (ADA) item up on the agenda in order to 

accommodate members of the audience. 

 

 Amending parking restrictions within that area of Downtown Albany where parking on public parking lots and streets 

is enforced and managed by the Albany Downtown Association.   

 

Irish said this would allow Novak’s customers to be picked up and dropped off in front of the restaurant since 

many of their customers are elderly. 

 

MOTION:  Collins moved to adopt the resolution and Kopczynski seconded it.  The motion passed 4-0 and was 

designated Resolution No. 6557. 

 

 Business from the Public   

 

Konopa asked for business from the public not related to the marijuana subject, which will be addressed later in 

the meeting. 

 

Ray Hilts, 2748 Foxglove Loop, said that he asked the City Council a few months ago to put a gas tax on the 

ballot.  He said, at that time you felt there was not enough time and that you might consider it for the May 2017 

ballot.  Hilts said that at that time, Konopa asked staff to find out how much it would take to repair the streets and 

there was discussion about what Corvallis was doing in regards to a gas tax.  Hilts said that he researched the 

difference in gas prices between Albany and Corvallis.  Corvallis tends to run higher by two to five cents higher 

per gallon, except for stations by the freeway exits, which tend to be higher.  He gave some specific examples of 

gas prices in Albany and in Corvallis.  He encouraged the Council to put a three-to-five-cent gas tax on the ballot 

so it can be voted on.  He said, don’t worry about Corvallis or wait for them to join.  Portland voted to increase 

their tax by 10 cents per gallon.  Hilts said he will continue to check on the status of this issue.  Konopa said she 

agreed that we need to address this and thanked him for the price comparison.  The state is considering a 

transportation bill; if it seems it won’t go anywhere in a few months, then this Council should get it on the May or 

November ballot.  Hilts said that even if the legislature passed it, the amount Albany would receive would be 

minimal.  

    

Hilts said he hopes that Councilor Dick Olsen’s absence is because he is sick, and not so that he doesn’t have to 

vote on the marijuana issue.  Hilts said that even though he voted against it, he feels it is unfair that Olsen is not 

here to express the opinions of his constituents in Ward I.  If he is absent for that reason, Hilts said he thinks that 

there should be consequences.  Konopa thinks they could take a vote to the people and change the Charter to 

make the voting requirement be a majority of the Councilors present, so this doesn’t happen with another issue.   

 

RECESS:  

 

The Council recessed for a break at 9:31 p.m. 

 

RECONVENED:   

 

The Council reconvened at 9:40 p.m. 

 

Johnson rejoined the meeting by telephone at 9:41 p.m. 

 

 Adoption of Resolutions 

 

Establishing fire and life safety service fees and repealing Resolution No. 2939 and Section III of Resolution No. 

6548.   

 

Fire Chief John Bradner said that Fire Marshal Chris LaBelle has been with the Albany Fire Department (AFD) 

for 16 years.  Kyle Romey, Special Operations Division Chief, has also been with the City for 16 years.    

 

Bradner said that AFD assesses fees for inspection of fireworks booths and displays, and for the installation and 

removal of hazardous material storage tanks, based on a resolution from 1990.  They also charge for private fire 

protection systems, which is currently part of the water fee structure.  Bradner said the intent is to combine the 

fees into one fire and life safety fee structure, and add a re-inspection fee for occupants who do not correct fire 

code violations in a timely manner.  They do about 3,500 business inspections, and about one third are re-

inspections 30 days later.  As business grows it has exacerbated the issue, with some businesses complying right 

away but others putting it off.  The current process is to do re-inspections time and time again.  Other cities 

charge a re-inspection fee.  This proposal is to charge $100 after the third re-inspection (or the fourth visit), and 

$100 for each re-inspection thereafter. 

 

Kopczynski said he likes that the funds are dedicated to AFD’s Equipment Replacement Fund.   
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Kellum asked if it is a fire and safety inspection, or only a fire inspection.  Bradner said, it is a fire code 

inspection.  Discussion followed. 

 

Coburn asked what the previous fireworks fees were before the proposed fee increase.  Bradner described how 

the fees went from $75 to $125.  Coburn asked why the fees have not been updated for 25 years.  Bradner said 

the fireworks season is only two weeks per year.  It was when they started to consider the re-inspection fee that 

they decided to look at all the fees.  Discussion followed. 

 

Collins asked, regarding hazardous material storage tanks, does the Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) 

require a permit for the same activity?  Bradner said yes; AFD actually inspects it according to the fire code.  

Discussion followed regarding the process. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynksi moved to approve the resolution and Coburn seconded it.  The motion passed 5-0 and 

was designated Resolution No. 6558. 

 

            Establishing ambulance service fees and repealing Resolution No. 6091.   

 

Bradner said that in order to be more in line with other departments, AFD needs to increase fees.  They also 

propose to add a service delivery fee in order to compensate for calls to assisted living facilities that are not 

medically necessary.  For example, they receive calls to help patients back into bed, and it turns out to be a large 

burden on AFD.  They are also getting calls to help load and unload bariatric patients in non-medical 

emergencies.  The fee would apply to the assisted living facility, not to the individual patient.  The intention is to 

help increase AFD staffing and fund equipment replacement. 

 

Kellum asked about the difference between a service delivery call and an aid call.  Bradner said an aid call is a 

medical call, and in a service delivery there is no medical need.  For service deliveries, the $250 does cover most 

costs for an engine company of three people for approximately 30 minutes.  Konopa shared a personal experience 

with her parents who live in assisted living. 

 

Kellum thinks the fees should be higher in order for AFD to be compensated fairly, and to get the assisted living 

facilities to reevaluate their staffing levels.  It’s not right that it costs us the same to send an engine to the facility 

regardless of if it is for a service or a medical call, but the reimbursement differs.  Konopa said this is a good start 

and it can be evaluated later on.  Bradner said the goal is not to generate revenue, but to change behavior of the 

transport services and the assisted living facilities.  

 

Collins asked how FireMed would work in assisted living and if it would be considered an aid call or a service 

delivery fee.  Discussion followed about whether the FireMed fees are adequate and how Albany’s fees compare 

to other cities.  Collins thinks they should evaluate what services are covered under the FireMed premium. 

 

Coburn said the staff memo did a good job of explaining the situation.  He thinks AFD should charge what they 

need to and it is not necessary to focus on what other cities charge.  He does not like being compared to other 

cities, because that is not a justification for increasing or decreasing fees; the goal is to just be compensated.  

 

MOTION: Kellum moved to approve the resolution and Kopczynski seconded it.  The motion passed 5-0 and 

was designated Resolution No. 6559. 

 
 Adoption of Consent Calendar  

 

1) Approval of Minutes 

a) October 26, 2016, Regular Session minutes.   

2) Establishing an Intergovernmental Participation Agreement for cooperative purchasing through National 

Intergovernmental Purchasing Alliance and The Cooperative Purchase Network.   

3) Accepting the abstract of votes regarding the ballots cast in the state of Oregon General Election held 

Tuesday, November 8, 2016, regarding candidates for City of Albany offices.   RES. NO.  6560 

4) Accepting the abstract of votes regarding the ballots cast in the state of Oregon General Election held 

Tuesday, November 8, 2016, regarding a measure that prohibits certain marijuana registrants and/or licensees 

in Albany.  RES. NO.  6561 

5) Accepting the abstract of votes regarding the ballots cast in the state of Oregon General Election held 

Tuesday, November 8, 2016, regarding a measure that imposes city tax on marijuana retailer’s sale of 

marijuana items.   RES. NO.  6562 

 

Coburn asked for item 2) to be removed for discussion. 

 

MOTION:  Coburn moved to approve the Consent Calendar as presented with Item 2) pulled for discussion.  

Kopczynski seconded the motion and it passed 5-0.   

 

Regarding item 2), Coburn said that he believes in buying locally, then in Oregon, then in the USA.  These are 

local tax dollars, so he thinks we should focus on local first.  If there is a comparable product available locally at 

a fair price, it should be considered.  He has reservations about this program because it is not always just the 

bottom-line cost; we should also focus on local business. 
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Finance Director Stewart Taylor said they are bringing this forward because of the larger purchases that they 

anticipate making for the new Police and Fire stations.  This purchasing agreement would make additional options 

available to the City in furnishing the two new stations.   

 

Coburn doesn’t like sending Albany tax dollars to vendors in another state. He is not sure what the solution is, but 

he would like some assurance that there is consideration or local and state of Oregon purchasing.  Hare said that 

we could look locally, although cost is always a consideration when we are working on a tight budget.  We have 

approved other nationally approved co-ops.  But the Council could direct staff to consider local when possible and 

applicable.  Coburn said while they are not going for LEED certification on either building, one of the questions 

they ask is how far away items come from, since that would cost in fuel, etc., in recognition that it is not just the 

bottom dollar that matters.  Kellum agreed with Coburn and explained that sometimes the local vendor may have 

the same or similar product, but because they are not part of the co-op, buyers are unaware.  Discussion followed.  

Collins reminded the Council that the City cannot legally give preference based on geography. 

 

MOTION:  Kopczynski moved to approve item 2).  Collins seconded the motion and it passed 4-1, with Coburn 

voting no.  

 

 Award of Bids 

 

 Three-year tree maintenance services contract with R & R Tree Services, Inc.   

 

Kopczynski asked if any of the bidders were from Albany.  Parks & Recreation Director Ed Hodney said no.  

Konopa asked if they have been used before.  Hodney said not by contract, but we have used them for other 

services and they are reputable.  They are from Salem.  He said we used Buena Vista before, but their bid came in 

higher this time.  Hodney said we are bound by certain processes and we followed them. Discussion followed. 

 

MOTION: Kellum moved to approve the contract and Collins seconded it. 

 

Collins asked Hare to relay to Buena Vista our appreciation for their prompt and excellent service.  Hodney said 

we will make sure they know we are pleased with their service.  He also noted that there are service requirements 

in the bid documents so the new vendor will have specific service thresholds to meet. 

 

  VOTE: A vote was taken on the motion and it passed 5-0. 

  

ST-15-03-A, CARA Street Improvements Phase 1. 

 

Engineering Associate I Lori Schumacher said that staff recommends awarding the bid to Pacific Excavation, of 

Eugene, for the first phase of the street improvement construction.  She described the elements of the project.  

Schumacher said they are coordinating with the carousel construction to minimize disruption. 

Schumacher said that in addition to recommending the award, Public Works is asking the Council to increase the 

contract by $75,000 to add decorative lighting on 1st Avenue and Washington Street, along the carousel’s 

frontage, as discussed at the Work Session.  The $75,000 would only go towards lighting, assuming that the 

CARA Board is in favor of the action at their next meeting in January.  Blaine pointed out that this action does not 

authorize that the $75,000 be added to the bid now, but rather that staff has Council’s authorization to do that later 

so they don’t have to come back to the Council again for that piece in January.  Discussion followed regarding 

details of the bid. 

 

MOTION:  Collins moved to award the contract in the amount of $741,697.25 to Pacific Excavation, and to 

authorize an increase of $75,000 subject to CARA Agency approval.  Coburn seconded the motion and it passed 

5-0. 

  

 Approval of Agreement 

 

 Marijuana Tax Collection Agreement.   

 

MOTION:  Kopczynski moved to approve the marijuana tax collection agreement and Collins seconded the 

motion. 

 

Coburn said he wonders if there are any other options, assuming that it will be laborious for the City to do this.  

Taylor, Konopa, and Kidd agreed. 

 

VOTE: A vote was taken on the motion and it passed 5-0. 

 

Appointment 

 

 Appointing ex-officio member to the Linn Benton Loop Board.   

 

MOTION:  Collins moved to approve Public Works Operations Director Chris Bailey as the ex-officio member of the 

Linn Benton Loop Board.  The motion was seconded and it passed 5-0. 

 

http://honeycrisp.coa.cityofalbany.net:81/phonebook/phonebook.php?mode=d&show=Public%2520Works%2520-%2520Engineering&submit=&filter=reg
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 Report 

 

 City Manager recruitment.   

 

Finance Director David Shaw said that they will be discussing the stakeholder summary.  When the Council met 

with the consultant, it was agreed they would send out a questionnaire.  Shaw said these are the responses the 

consultant received.  No action is required; this is just for information.  When we get ready to design questions 

and get to the final pool, the Council can refer to this to see what the stakeholders said.  There is also a draft 

brochure.  They may use some different photographs.  The Council should get their comments by Monday in 

order to have the brochure out and the application period open by January 3, 2017.  Discussion followed about 

changes to the brochure. 

 

Kellum said the he doesn’t see any stakeholders from the industrial segment and gave examples.  Discussion 

followed about including industry stakeholders.  Collins said adding to the list gains community buy-in.  Shaw 

reminded the Council that later in the process there will be an opportunity for citizens to meet the candidates and 

give input.  Coburn said it would be good to get some good feedback from private entities who have worked with 

the City, because it would generate different comments than what we would see from the current stakeholder list. 

 

DIRECTION:  Shaw said staff will work with the consultant to expand the stakeholder list. 

 

Business from the Public related to Marijuana. 

 

Shawn Aman, 2310 McKinney Lane, Lebanon, passed out a map (see agenda file).  His wife owns Going Green 

Compassion Center in Albany.  He talked about a map he received 3.5 years ago from the Planning Department 

which showed four possible locations for marijuana sales.  He said he took the map and found a location and a 

landlord to work with them.  It was a restrictive map; out of the four possible locations, they were able to use 

one.  He said that the Council said this was one of the four acceptable areas.  He said, it was okay back then, but 

with the proposed ordinance being discussed, it may no longer be good enough.  The voters have expressed their 

desire for access to recreational marijuana.  He said he does not believe that the voters had in mind to eliminate 

three of the four current dispensaries from participating in the OLCC market by enacting an ordinance.  He said 

that some have seen this as an attempt to use a simple and reasonable restriction clause in the Time, Place and 

Manner (TPM) part of the ORS as a deliberate attempt to go against the will of the people. 

 

Aman showed that his lot is addressed as 1420, which sits across a five-lane highway.  He said that passing this 

proposed ordinance would put him out of business because they would not be able to compete with an OLCC 

shop, which can sell both recreational and medical marijuana. 

 

Kellum asked, when you moved in, did you move in to sell recreational?  Aman said no.  Kellum asked, so are 

you saying you can’t sell medical if this ordinance were to pass?  Aman said the way the dominos have fallen, if 

an OLCC shop does open up in Albany, those shops will have the ability to sell both.  He said he has a shop in 

Grande Ronde that sells both.  An OLCC shop can sell medical marijuana tax-free to any cardholder in their 

shop.  So an OLCC shop will have an advantage over his shop since it is restricted to medical only.  Kellum said, 

we are not keeping you from doing what you are doing now.  Aman said, by allowing another OLCC shop in the 

City, it would essentially put us out of business.  Kellum said, it is a business plan that you had, that is no longer 

working, which is not the City’s issue. 

 

Aman said his point is that allowing an OLCC shop in Albany and restricting him from selling recreational 

marijuana, would give the OLCC shop a huge advantage over his store for both medical and recreational.  The 

13-foot distance that his shop falls short would cause their business to fail, which would result in losing 13 jobs.  

He said, give us a variance to our business, or give us some assurance that you will not enact any legislation that 

will put us out of business. 

 

      Aman asked Kidd, if we are now at the 23rd day of waiting for our land use applications to be signed and there is 

nothing prohibiting the City from signing them right now, when will we receive them?  Konopa noted that Kidd 

is not supposed to give the public legal advice, that he is supposed to advise the Council. 

 

      Aman said that there is a conflict of interest with one of the Councilors.  Kellum lives at the end of a short dead-

end street, above his shop.  That puts him closer to Aman’s business than the one property that is in discussion 

across the five-lane highway.  Aman thinks this is a clear conflict of interest and he wants Kellum to recuse 

himself, or he wants the other Councilors to require him to do so.  Konopa explained that that is not a conflict of 

interest. 

 

      Aman asked if there is a process in place to challenge a Councilor if there is a conflict of interest.  Konopa said 

conflicts of interest pertain to having a financial gain, and none of the Councilors has a potential financial gain.  

 

       Kellum said all he has done is drive past Aman’s place, maybe five times a day, and three of those times Kellum 

has a picture to prove that Aman’s main door is wide open, which is a violation of the rules.  If a conflict exists 

with a Councilor that is monetary, he doesn’t know of it.  Kellum said Kopczynksi speaks for the marijuana 

proponents, but he does not.  Discussion followed about how Councilors maintain the right to comment on 

planning activities in their neighborhood.  
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Aman said, we found this location by using staff’s map from 3.5 years ago.  Konopa said, with the measuring 

threshold in the current ordinance already in place, you could stay in that location.  Aman asked, would I be able 

to participate in the OLCC market?  Kidd said yes; the way the current code stands you would be able to; if the 

proposed ordinance passes tonight, you would not be able to sell recreational marijuana unless amendments are 

made.  If it does not pass, the ordinance that is currently in place would allow you to be an OLCC member; it 

would regulate your business just like a medical facility, so you would have to be 300 feet away from residential, 

but you would have an industrial exception, so it is measured form building to (building?), rather than property 

line to property line.  Discussion followed.  

 

      Konopa said she is going to propose that they use the current ordinance already in place, but there are some 

Councilors who don’t want any restrictions at all. 

 

      Cindy Etzel, 840 Pacific Boulevard, said she hopes to have current dispensaries grandfathered in.  She said, 

adults have the right to do what they want, they voted it in, and the Councilors should make it happen.  She said 

thank you to Coburn for saying that he wants to keep Albany money in Albany, because even though she lives in 

Jefferson, she shops in Albany.  She said she is thankful for this city. 

 

      Etzel said the land use applications that have been in for 23 days need to be taken care of.  She said, you are not 

taking care of your constituents in the way they are asking for.  She asked the Council to be reasonable, follow 

the OLCC guidelines, and grandfather the recreational dispensaries in.  She said, the money needs to stay in 

Albany. 

 

      Etzel said Kidd got a letter from an Attorney that needs to be taken care of as soon as possible.   

 

BUSINESS FROM THE COUNCIL 

 

There was no business from the public. 

 

RECESS TO EXECUTIVE SESSION TO DISCUSS PENDING LITIGATION OR LITIGATION LIKELY TO BE 

FILED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ORS 192.660 (2)(h) 

 

The Regular Session recessed to Executive Session at 11:00 p.m. 

 

RECONVENE 

 

The Regular Session reconvened at 11:32 p.m. 

 

         Reconsideration of Ordinance 

 

Amending Section 5.08.026 of the Albany Municipal Code establishing regulations for recreational marijuana 

uses and facilities in the city of Albany.   

 

There was a proposed ordinance on the dais (see agenda file), which was the same as the ordinance that was 

included in the agenda packet at the December 5, 2016, Work Session. 

 

Konopa suggested that the Council adopt the ordinance with an amendment, by taking off retailers, and make a 

decision about what they want to do about the processors, producers, and wholesalers.  

 

Collins asked, would Konopa’s suggestion apply to the current four retailers or to future retailers?  Konopa said 

the current code already has retail in it, as measured by use to property boundary.  Her proposal would be to 

amend the ordinance but not the retail part.   

 

Coburn said it also has zones, and this is what they still need to address; where do we want producers, processors, 

and wholesalers?  Do we want them in the same areas as retailers, or do we want them in the industrial zone?  

Coburn said he talked to Councilor-elect Mike Sykes, and he said the Council would need to address ventilation 

due to the butane used in processing.  Hare said there are state regulations that apply to processors as well. 

 

As to the 300 feet, Collins asked, are we interested in treating the existing four by measuring from use to 

boundary, or in the future do we want to use boundary to boundary?  Coburn said it is two different issues.  The 

first is if we remove retailers from the proposed ordinance, he could live with it; but the separate issue is, what 

will they do – if anything – on regulations for future retailers?  He said, we can rescind the ordinance with any 

restrictions and follow OLCC; or we could keep the current regulations that apply to medical and make them 

apply to recreational; or the third option is to impose more restrictions on retailers.  He wants to separate the 

question about the other three activities from questions about retail. 

 

Coburn suggested that the ordinance be amended to not apply to retail sales. Discussion followed about previous 

amendments. 

 

Coburn thinks there are additional issues with retail sales that we have experienced that we don’t want to repeat. 

He sees value in grandfathering in the existing shops, but if this new way of measuring 300 feet takes effect, then 
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he wonders if it could be challenged in court by future retailers because they could state that they were treated 

differently than people in the past.  Konopa said it would be more defendable to grandfather in the existing 

retailers and have a new set of rules for future retailers.  She thinks it is not fair, because the current retailers 

would have an unfair advantage due to their location.  She suggests amending just the portion of the ordinance 

that applies to processors, producers, and growers, and not amend the portion of the ordinance that applies to 

retailers.   

 

Kopczynski said he liked Kidd’s compromise that was presented at a previous meeting.  

 

Kellum said, we discriminate all the time, and gave examples.  We make changes to rules often when we realize 

adjustments need to be made.  A lot of our problems today are because we did a carve-out instead of a 

grandfather when Canna Kitchen came to us and we didn’t want to put them out of business.  So we changed the 

rules for them, and then everyone else showed up.  Coburn said that the difference is that recreational is still 

illegal so there have been no sales yet.  Kellum said moving forward it is reasonable to impose more restrictions, 

because of the fact that no sales have been made yet.  

 

Kidd said removing retail from the proposed ordinance would cause it to revert to what it is currently, which is 

300 feet, property line to building, for retail sales.  So the current dispensaries could convert, and new people 

coming in as medical dispensaries could also sell recreational.  Kidd said that the boundaries were never clarified 

in the old ordinance.  He noted that the state measures from the building to the boundary of a school.  

 

From a legal perspective, Kidd said that if the Council does not come up with something in this meeting, the 

default is that they will go back to retail being regulated the same as medical.  The downside to not passing 

something is that under our current code, we do not regulate producers, processors, and wholesalers at all.  We 

don’t know what that would look like; it would fall to the state’s regulations.  So if you want to put in your own 

regulations, you have to do it tonight. 

 

Konopa asked if there were four votes to keep existing rules, the same rules we have for medical, which were 

adopted a year ago.   

 

Johnson said she supports Kidd’s explanation. 

 

As to producers, processors, and growers, Coburn said he would support the proposed ordinance if retailers were 

removed.  Kidd said they can always go back and amend.  Konopa asked about indoor facilities being used.  Kidd 

said they looked it up and learned that producers have to have an eight-foot solid wall or fence, but that does not 

keep the smell out.  Discussion followed about controlling odor and if growing could be restricted to indoors.  

Staff said they would have to research to find out how the state regulates in terms of smells. 

 

Konopa asked if growers can be in commercial zones.  Kidd said, under state law, yes; under current code, I 

don’t know.  Coburn noted that these are industrial type activities, although he sees that they could be 

commercial; but, he asked, are we going to come up with different conditions for the four different activities?  He 

doesn’t think that level of detail is necessary and they don’t have time.  Hare agreed with Coburn and he 

recommended that the Council pass the proposed ordinance that excludes the retail uses.  Hare said, you are 

starting out at a restrictive point for the other three and it would be a lot easier to adjust those up over time rather 

than try to account for all the possible variables.   

 

Discussion followed about proposed changes and the possibility of meeting on Monday in a Work Session.  

 

Blaine suggested that instead of rewriting ordinances again, they just add a new third paragraph to the proposed 

ordinance that would be a separate section in the code, subsection .027, to apply to processors, growers, and 

wholesalers. 

 

Kidd noted that any new ordinance would need to be read for the first and second time in title only at the first 

meeting; if it did not get a second reading, they would have to come back for another meeting before Christmas, 

or the City would be unregulated.  Discussion followed. 

 

MOTION: Collins moved to direct staff to bring back an ordinance to require producers, processors, and 

wholesalers to be in indoor buildings.  Coburn seconded the motion. 

 

Discussion followed.  Kidd was concerned was about the industrial zone language conflicting with the 300-foot 

restriction. 

 

Johnson will not be able to attend a meeting on Monday. 

 

Council directed staff to recess the meeting, revise the proposed ordinance, and reconvene. 

 

RECESS 

 

The Regular Session recessed at 12:19 a.m. 
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RECONVENE 

 

The Regular Session reconvened at 12:41 a.m. 

 

Konopa noted that there was still a motion on the table. 

 

WITHDRAWN: Collins and Coburn agreed to withdraw the motion.   

 

Kopczynski asked, if we adopt this tonight, can you have staff start signing off on the applications?  Kidd said 

yes.   

 

Kidd went through the revised ordinance that had been written by staff during the recess and described the 

changes (see agenda file).  Changes included the addition of an emergency clause so that staff can start 

processing land use applications immediately; under 5.08.026, they changed the name to recreational marijuana; 

under sub paragraph f, marijuana uses, “marijuana retailer” was removed from the definition; under sub 2, 

applicable zones, a sentence was added to state that all marijuana producers and marijuana processors shall be 

located indoors in a fully enclosed facility; and under Sub B., the ordinance was revised to make retail facilities 

subject to the same privileges as a medical facility.  Kidd read (2) A and B under 5.08.026. 

 

Kopczynski asked if a dispensary could locate downtown under the old ordinance?  Kidd said no, because it 

would be within 300 feet and it is mixed use.  Hare said, if you adopt this, you adopt the same regulations that 

you did for medical. Discussion followed about whether they would be allowed downtown. 

 

             MOTION:  Coburn moved to adopt the amended ordinance on the dais and Collins seconded it. 

 

Kopczynski asked, could the three existing medical businesses convert to recreational? Kidd said yes.  

Kopczynski asked, could any new recreational come into the same zones that medical was allowed in, except that 

they would be measured boundary to building?  Kidd said yes, that is correct. 

 

Konopa asked for clarity on the zoning and discussion followed. 

 

VOTE: A vote was taken on the motion and it passed 5-0 and was designated Ordinance No. 5887. 

 

NEXT MEETING DATE:  Work Session:  Monday, December 12, 2016 (tentative); and Monday, January 9, 2017 

  Regular Session:  Wednesday, January 11, 2017 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 12:56 a.m. 

 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 

 

 

 

Mary A. Dibble, MMC Wes Hare  

City Clerk City Manager   

 

 

  

 


