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CITY OF ALBANY 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

City Hall Council Chambers, 333 Broadalbin Street  

Monday, August 27, 2007 

5:15 p.m. 

 

MINUTES 

 

Planning Commissioners present: Paul Davis, C. Jeffery Evans, David Faller, Anne Peltier, Cordell 

Post, Wayne Rackham, Dala Rouse, and Michael Styler 

 

Planning Commissioner absent: Mark Spence 

 

Staff present: City Attorney Jim Delapoer, Administrative Assistant Sheena 

Dodson, Planning Manager Don Donovan, City Engineer Ron 

Irish, Infrastructure Analyst Mike Leopard, and Community 

Development Director Helen Burns Sharp  

 

Others present: Approximately 12 audience members, including the applicant 

and the applicant’s representatives. 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

Chair Cordell Post called the meeting to order at 5:16 p.m. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG 

 

ROLL CALL 

 
QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING, Case File Number CU-05-07 (East I-5 School) 

 

Post called to order a public hearing on Planning File CU-05-07, a Conditional Use to construct a 

107,650-square-foot school and associated facilities on property located east of Clover Ridge Road NE 

and north of Knox Butte Road NE. The applicant is the Greater Albany School District 8J. 

 

Commissioner C. Jeffery Evans asked if the Commission would consider postponing the hearing until it 

could be held in conjunction with the Brandis Village applications. Community Development Director 

Helen Burns Sharp responded that she planned to explain the relationship between the school application 

and the anticipated Brandis Village applications during the staff report. She would also explain why the 

school application was being heard tonight. 

 

Post said he would like a staff report first before debating a postponement. Evans agreed.  

 

Declarations: 

Commissioner David Faller disclosed 18 months of service on GAPS District Facilities Advisory 

Committee, which identified the needed facility improvements and made recommendations, including the 

construction of the new school proposed in this application. He also served on the committee to select the 

architecture firm that designed the school. He did not believe these activities would affect his ability to 

participate in the case.   
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Commissioner Michael Styler declared a site visit over the weekend. He reported seeing the trees to the 

east and west and a large ditch with a strong flow of water on the site. Commissioner Dala Rouse also 

reported a site visit at the end of Somerset Drive NE. She noticed that Somerset Drive NE has a high-

pressure gas line which is not mentioned in the staff report, however the sewer line is proposed to extend 

over the gas line. Rouse questioned how that will happen.  

 

Staff Report: 

 

Sharp gave a brief history of the planning efforts in this area for the last ten years, including several 

overheads depicting the area’s Transportation System Plan (Exhibit G, in agenda file); area plan as a 

result of Balanced Development Patterns (BDP) conducted in 2001 (Exhibit H, in agenda file); the North 

Albany Village Center as an example of the intended results of the Comprehensive Plan designation 

(Exhibit I, in agenda file); a plan prepared by landscape architect John Stewart in preparation for the 

area’s annexation in 2002 (Exhibit J, in agenda file); the area’s Comprehensive Plan designation after 

annexation (Exhibit K, in agenda file), and the area’s zoning after annexation (Exhibit L, in agenda file).   

 

Sharp explained that a significant amount of residential development happened in the area since 2003. 

The “Brandis” property has been in the city limits for five years and there has been significant subdivision 

and building permit activity, as much as North Albany over the last 16 years.  

 

She explained the school district has an elementary school facility outside of the Urban Growth Boundary 

called Clover Ridge. The school was not intended to serve this kind of population. Elementary school 

students are currently being bused across the freeway to other overcrowded schools, while middle school 

students are being bused across the river to North Albany Middle School.  

 

In deciding the location of the proposed school, the district developed a list of possible sites and looked at 

factors such as access, proximity to the area’s population, wetlands, and purchase price. The City worked 

closely with the school district during this phase and staff recommended the best school site would be on 

the north-south connector on the north side of Knox Butte Road NE. She explained the reasoning behind 

the recommendation, including 75 percent of the residential development would be built on the north side 

of Knox Butte Road NE and there would be enough land available to co-locate a park adjacent to the 

school. 

 

Sharp gave an explanation of how this application related to the proposed Brandis Village Development. 

The applications are interdependent because the school is dependent on the street, water, and sewer 

extensions to be made by the Brandis Village development to the south of the school site. Should the 

Brandis Village project not be approved or move forward with development, the school would be 

responsible for building the street, water, and sewer extensions that are needed to connect the school site 

to existing infrastructure. The conditions of approval in the staff report address all of these scenarios.  

 

Infrastructure Analyst Mike Leopard summarized the staff report. He stated why this development was 

processed as a Conditional Use instead of allowed outright. He explained that the Conditional Use 

process provides an opportunity to consider any impacts to adjacent areas and mitigate those impacts 

through conditions of approval. 

 

The proposed site is north of Knox Butte Road NE and east of Clover Ridge Road NE. Development in 

this area currently consists of mostly new single-family residential but some houses have been there for 

over 20 years. The school would be built on a 20-acre parcel. Access to site would come from a new 

north-south collector street that would connect Somerset Drive NE and Knox Butte Road NE (Exhibit M, 

in agenda file). 
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Leopard reviewed the application against the review criteria as outlined in the staff report. The applicant 

stated in their findings that the proposed use was consistent with the intended character of the base zone 

and operating characteristics of the neighborhood. Staff agreed. 

 

Leopard said the second review criterion regarding compatibility was also met.  He said the applicant 

requested a waiver for the 30-foot building height restrictions allowed in the Development Code. Staff 

believes that the waiver should be granted.  

 

Leopard stated that the third criterion reviews the transportation system’s capacity to support the proposed 

use. Staff feels this criterion can be met with conditions of approval as included in the staff report. These 

conditions include the construction of the major collector street from Knox Butte Road NE to the 

northwest property line of the school property, if the street is not constructed or financially assured by 

others. If a portion of the street is constructed or financially assured by others, the District will be 

conditioned to construct the portion of the collector street along the west boundary of the property.  

 

The fourth review criterion ensures public services are capable of servicing the proposed site. As 

previously mentioned by Sharp, public sewer and water are currently not available to the school property. 

The nearest sewer and water mains are located at end of Somerset Drive NW. Water is available in Knox 

Butte Road NW. Storm drainage is available in the Burkhart Creek Diversion Channel to the east. 

 

Leopard said that the school district has been working with the Timberhill Corporation (property owner) 

and the developers of the Brandis Village Development to coordinate work on needed infustructure. In the 

event that the school district chooses to proceed with their development before the infrastructure is 

extended to their parcel by others, the district would then be required to construct off-site utilities to the 

property to serve the site to meet the review criterion. Recommended conditions of approval are contained 

within the staff report. 

 

Leopard said the fifth criterion addresses anticipated significant adverse impacts on the livability of 

nearby residentially zoned lands due to: (a) Noise, glare, odor, litter, and hours of operation; and privacy 

and safety issues. Due to the proposed buffer areas that surround the school site, no issues are expected. 

The district is planning on installing a six-foot chain-link fence around the property for student safety and 

neighborhood privacy. A recommended condition of approval requires lighting the parking lot on the site 

and buildings to be arranged so that adjacent properties will not be impacted.  

 

The sixth criterion considers any special features of the site. This site does have wetlands. The applicant’s 

provided a delineation report (Exhibit O, in agenda file) which identifies the exact location of the 

wetlands. The District avoided as much of the wetlands as possible with the design of the site. The 

applicant is currently working with the Department of State Lands (DSL) to mitigate the wetlands that 

could not be avoided.  

 

In addition, the Brandis Annexation Agreement created 50-foot buffer areas along the riparian corridor. 

The riparian corridors on this property include the Diversion Channel to the east and a corridor to the 

south. The subject property has a small 20-foot-wide strip within the riparian buffer area. Development 

will not be allowed that strip.  

 

City Attorney Jim Delapoer stated that although the school district hopes the Brandis Village 

development would lessen the infrastructure burden, there are legal means available to the district to 

resolve the cost should Brandis Village be delayed. The school district could request the City Council 

form a Local Improvement District (LID), which would finance the needed improvements by assessing 

any and all properties that would benefit from the new infrastructure.  
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Applicant Testimony: 

 

Edward Fitzpatrick, 5541 SW Bluestem Place (Corvallis), represented the school district and is the project 

manager for the proposed school. The new school would house third through eighth grades.  He stated 

that the district reviewed eight different sites for different factors and found this to be the best location.  

This school will be the first public school east of I-5. The school will become part of the neighborhood 

with the athletic fields. He stated the school would be an asset to the area, decrease student busing, and 

bring more neighborhood schools to this area of Albany.  

 

Dan Hess, 319 SW Washington Street, Suite 200 (Portland), represents Dull, Olson, Weekes Architects, 

Inc. and is the architect for the proposed school. He said the design process started over a year ago. He 

said the school district put together a committee of approximately 12 to 15 members that worked closely 

with the community for the concepts of the building and its layout. The goal was a functional and cost-

effective school. The result was a school designed with two classroom wings that go north-south and an 

east-west hallway. The north end of the east hallway houses the public functions, including the 

administrative area, cafeteria, multi-purpose rooms, and gymnasiums. The classrooms and media room 

are centered around the landscaped courtyard.  

 

Hess said the school layout considers bus traffic, parent/family traffic, and pedestrian traffic to avoid 

conflict by having each go to separate areas. The south parking lot, in the front of the building, will be the 

designated bus drop-off area. Buses will come in one way from the south and queue along the sidewalk 

then exit to the street from the north. The adjacent parking lot would be designated for staff. The north 

parking lot would be the designated parent drop-off and pick-up area. Hess said pedestrian traffic includes 

bicycles. The main pedestrian walkway to the street or from the sidewalk to the street is between the two 

parking lots. He said sidewalk access is available at any point to ensure safety. 

 

Hess said emergency vehicle access is available around the perimeter of the building and will be graded.  

 

Edward Fitzpatrick, referenced the wetland delineation and reviewed how the school avoided impact to a 

majority of the wetlands. The highest quality wetlands on the site will be fenced off. Only one acre of the 

20-acre site is being impacted.  

 

Evans asked how many buses would serve the school on a daily basis. Hess said that the district projects 

between six and eight, but they planned for as many as ten.  Evans asked what the drop-off and pick-up 

times were. Hess said the morning drop-off would be between 8:00 to 8:30 a.m. and pick-up would be 

between 2:30 and 3:30 p.m. 

 

Evans asked if the school district was prepared to move forward if the Brandis Village development did 

not occur as planned. Fitzpatrick said that the district budget did not include the additional cost of 

infrastructure and the district does not have the money set aside in the budget. He said added expenses, 

over the amount currently budgeted would be a Board vote. It was his opinion that the school was needed 

and the Board would have to find a way to get the money. 

 

Rouse asked how approximately 180 parking spaces would accommodate 800 students during special 

events such as carnivals. Fitzpatrick said they have maximized the amount of parking on the site. In this 

case they have more than tripled the required parking. He was unsure that there ever is enough parking for 

every event, but he thought that the site was well served. 

 

Rouse asked if the applicant was agreeable to the prohibition of on-street parking. Hess said the project 

could have been done either way. He said on-street parking is usually not included when calculating 
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parking needs. Rouse was still concerned with the parking being adequate to meet the demand during 

events. 

 

Rouse asked if Fitzpatrick understood the infrastructure needed was not just a road, but water and sewer 

as well. Fitzpatrick said that he fully understood and that would be a major undertaking. 

 

Commissioner Anne Peltier asked what areas the school would draw from, in particular would children 

from Millersburg attend the new school.  

 

Sandy Gordon, 1230 Lynwood Drive, is a School Board member. She said children would draw from a 

number of different elementary schools, including South Shore, Periwinkle, Waverly, and Millersburg. 

Also middle school students currently bused from east Albany to North Albany Middle School.  

 

Rouse asked Gordon what her feelings were on a child who starts first and second grades and then goes to 

a new school from third through eighth grades. Gordon said the child would not go to the new school by 

him/herselves; but with a group of friends. She said research shows kids in this system have lower rates of 

juvenile delinquency and improved grades because they are able to stay with teachers that know the 

pattern of education throughout their years. She said that it has proven successful for many school 

districts in the nation. 

 

Commissioner Paul Davis noted the school has a two-story wing. Hess said it was becoming more 

common due to its efficient use of a site. He added that the one-story wing would house grades 3 and 4; 

the lower floor of the two-story wing would house grades 5 and 6; and grades 7 and 8 would be on the 

upper story.  Styler asked if that was the reason for the height of the 41 feet. He asked if the second story 

was for the student classrooms and not for a gymnasium. Hess said yes, the additional height would 

accommodate classrooms and the gymnasium. The gym must meet basic competition requirements and he 

gave some examples. He said the classroom wing is in the same situation because each floor is about 14 

feet tall. He said with roof slopes, you are close to 40 feet. Styler stated that the Young Men’s Christian 

Association (YMCA) only asked for their gymnasium to be 33 feet tall. Hess said there are different 

standards for sport competition. The school follows the school sports standards input from Oregon School 

Activities Association (OSAA). They tried to design it for multiple uses it could be used as an overflow 

facility for the high schools. 

 

Testimony In Favor: 

 

Sandi Gordon said she has worked on the project for many years and spoke on behalf of the school 

district and the northeast Albany community. When she attended Clover Ridge Elementary school she 

had 14 kids in her class. Her daughter’s second grade class in 2005 had 34 kids. The area will continue to 

grow.  

 

The school board went out to voters twice with a bond measure aimed at building a new school and 

improving current facilities. The community agreed. The task now is to stay committed to the community 

and do what was promised in the bond measure.  

 

Gordon said projected enrollment for the 2008 school year for the new school was 361 kids. Since the 

school will not be constructed for a fall 2008 opening, the district must find room, bus, and rearrange 

current boundaries in order to place the 361 kids throughout the district for at least one year. Other 

projects have been accelerated, including an addition to North Albany Middle School, an alternative 

school, an addition to Takena Elementary, and installation of modular classrooms in a number of other 

schools.   
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The district now hopes to start the bid process this winter in order to keep construction cost in line with 

what was allotted from the voters and is in the project budget. They must start construction in spring 2008 

to meet a fall opening in 2009. Increased costs could have serious consequences as funding is limited to 

the current bond unless the district goes back to the voters. As a resident, parent, and school board 

member, Gordon asked the Commission to approve the school proposal. 

 

Evans asked Gordon to confirm that construction infrastructure burden would be a serious financial 

situation for the school district. Gordon confirmed. Evans asked if this could create a delay or prevent the 

school from being built. Gordon said it was possible. She is one of five members that would make a 

decision regarding any other resources, including grants available from the state and local community 

government.  

 

Evans asked if the district had to use one of the other mechanisms that Delapoer mentioned during the 

staff report if it would create a delay in building the school. Gordon deferred to Fitzpatrick. She said any 

delay would be dependent on the time it took the City to respond to such a request. The current time table 

would be to start construction no later than April 2008, with the bidding process to begin no later than 

October to November of this year.  

 

Fitzpatrick said that Sharp and Delapoer may have more input because they were more familiar with how 

the City might process such a request. He said they might know the time frame. The design they needed 

very quickly. 

 

Delapoer said the City’s preference would be to have the infrastructure be shared by all the properties that 

benefit by the extension of the streets, water, sewer and storm drainage infrastructure. Should the Brandis 

Village development be delayed or denied, the school district could petition the City to create a Local 

Improvement District (LID). He reviewed the process and outcomes of an LID in general terms. He said 

the formation of an LID is a long and expensive process because it is harder to coordinate. 

 

Another alternative is called a Subsequent Development Reimbursement Agreement. The school would 

build the necessary infrastructure and would contract with the City for reimbursement. As properties in 

the area develop, including the Brandis Village site, those developments would pay the City a fair share 

portion of the improvements. The monies collected by the City would then reimburse the school district 

some of its expenses for constructing the infrastructure. Rackham said there would be no prediction of 

timing for this option. 

 

Rouse said there had been no discussion regarding the needed permit from the company that owns and 

maintains the high-pressure gas line that must be received before the sewer can be extended from 

Somerset Drive NW. She wondered if that process would impact the project time table.  

 

Delapoer said that all these concerns exist but none get worse by approving this application. 

 

Evans asked if it would be more appropriate to wait and ensure that the Brandis Village development 

would participate and assist the school district in getting the infrastructure in.  Delapoer said no, this 

application stands alone. The burden is on the school district if other approvals did not happen. 

Discussion followed. 

 

Evans asked if the commission would be under pressure to approve the Brandis Village applications even 

if they are unacceptable because the school cannot move forward otherwise. Delapoer said that the 

pressure exists regardless of the commission’s action.   
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Sharp said the City has been working with Brandis Village developers for 18 to 24 months to ensure the 

development met the review criteria and could be approved. She believed that the school district’s real 

need was a road to drive on by April and water for fire protection. Fitzpatrick stated that they do not need 

a paved road with curbs but they need a water line and a graded road would meet the immediate need.   

 

Styler expressed concerns about the roundabout on Knox Butte Road NE. He stated there was no traffic 

analysis that showed the generated trips and its function compared to a stoplight intersection with 

crosswalks. Sharp proposed that Transportation Analysist Ron Irish comment on the roundabout.  

 

Rouse asked if the Commission could give a tentative approval of this project and when they have the 

Brandis project, give final approval of this project and the decision on the Brandis project. She added that 

there is no staff report on the road going to and from the school site.  

 

Opposing Testimony: None 

 

Neutral Testimony: None 

 

Applicant Rebuttal: 

 

Fitzpatrick said there was no rebuttal but thanked staff and commission.  

 

Staff response: None 

 

Post closed the public hearing at 6:35 p.m. 

 

Commission Discussion: 

 

Rouse asked if the staff report should say “not adjacent” where the City Utility Maps show public water 

mains “adjacent” to public water (page 9; finding 4.4). Leopard confirmed it should say “not adjacent.” 

 

Rouse asked why the major collector was conditioned at 32-feet-wide when the Development Code 

requires 36 feet wide. She believed there is 13 1/2 feet of extra land on both sides. Transportation Analyst 

Ron Irish agreed. 

 

Rouse questioned condition 3.3 which could result in 13 1/2 feet of extra sidewalk on each side. Leopard 

said the applicant was unlikely to choose that option. 

 

Sharp said it was written in the staff report as an option.  The thought is that it might be nice to have a 

wider sidewalk where students could congregate with tree wells.  They would pay the City to plant and 

maintain the trees for the first year.  

 

Rouse said it should be written more clearly.  She asked if the width requirement for the collector street 

could be wider since there would be no on street parking. She was also concerned that there were 180 

spaces and no parking on the street for 800 students. She asked where people would park for special 

events at the school.   

 

Sharp said that one of the discussion points with the school was possible development of a neighborhood 

park to the north.  Two gates would be required between the sites. Part of the thinking of these facilities 

co-locating is that the school district might use some of the park and parking on the park site as overflow 

parking for the schools. There is no promise of a park at this time. 
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Rouse expressed concern that the school may have to construct the street, sewer, and water before Brandis 

Village. She believes that a condition needs to be added to the staff report regarding the need for a permit 

from Kinder Morgan (gas line owner) since the sewer line will have to go under the gas line.  Leopard 

said a permit would be needed regardless if it was in the staff report. Discussion followed.  

 

Rouse asked if staff wanted to require a collector street to be 70 feet when they have a choice of 60 to 80 

feet. Sharp said that this is going to be the major north-south street and it is more difficult to get more 

right-of-way later. She said that 60 feet is the lower end of the range for a collector.  She said that 70 feet 

is a policy decision.  

 

Post requested Irish to comment. Irish said the intent of the original annexation agreement was a 

boulevard; for beautification reasons. He said the Brandis Village development plan that the Commission 

has not seen has residential lots backed up to the street.  He said the 70 feet gains some right-of-way that 

can be incorporated into the landscape strips. Due to the City Council’s opposition to fence lines lining 

the street, staff attempted to make a wider right-of-way that was aesthetically prettier, as envisioned by 

the original annexation agreement. The actual road improvements, travel lanes, bike lanes, and sidewalk 

could fit in something less than 60 feet.  

 

Rackham asked if the right-of-way would leave room for expansion in the future. Irish said it would be a 

possibility. Rackham asked if staff would like to see the distance stay the same. Irish said he hesitated to 

say that they would add a turn lane. He said even with the high volume of traffic in the south end near 

Knox Butte Road NE he does not foresee volumes high enough that there would be a need for a turn lane 

in the future. Discussion followed. 

 

Rackham asked if 14 spaces between the entrance and the driver’s drop-off area was adequate to keep 

cars from backing up and blocking the exit.  Irish said yes.  He said the site layout was as good as it could 

be. 

 

Rouse said that the Development Code says that a collector street has to be 36-48 feet instead of 32 feet. 

She asked if the commission would need to go by Development Code. Irish said it should have been a 

variance from a numerical standard of the Development Code to condition something less. He said a 36-

foot-wide street, two 10-foot travel lanes, and two 5-foot bike lanes were envisioned.  He said they could 

put 7 to 8 feet of parking on one side and it would comply with this provision of the Development Code. 

Discussion followed. 

 

Evans departed the meeting at 6:53 p.m. 

 

Rouse asked if parking could be allowed on one side. Irish said if parking was allowed the parked cars 

would be sandwiched between the driveways and it would create site distance problems. If there was 

parking on the opposite side people are forced to cross the street. He said there would be onsite parking 

within walking distance if the park site would develop.   

 

Styler questioned the functionality of the parent pick-up and drop-off design. He said that it does not 

function at South Albany or Periwinkle from his experience.  Irish said that South Albany and Periwinkle 

are good examples of schools that do not have enough parking and where people confuse the parent pick-

up and drop-off area with the bus loading zone. He reviewed the design and its functionality.  Styler said 

he realized that the parent pick-up and drop-off was not the same as the bus drop-off.  

 

Rouse asked who would maintain the landscaping between the fence and curb. Irish said it would 

probably be maintained by the homeowners’ association. Discussion followed. 
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Delapoer requested the Commission return to discussing the Conditional Use application.  Rouse said she 

is addressing this issue because of Conditions 3.1 and 3.3. Delapoer said she could suggest a different 

condition. He said the applicant has not objected to the 70 feet, even if it is 10 feet more than what is 

required. He said that Irish has explained that having the extra 10 feet gives flexibility that would be lost 

if not incorporated here.  

 

Rouse was still concerned with the 32 foot width not meeting the ADC standard of 36-feet-wide.  She 

thought a variance was needed. Delapoer explained that in approving this, they will be approving a 

variance because there is no opposition.  

 

Styler asked if the roundabout would be discussed.  He said he was concerned with a roundabout on Knox 

Butte Road NE where there is a lot of traffic. He asked how it would function to allow children to cross 

the street. He asked if there were going to be lights there.  

 

Irish said roundabouts are safer for pedestrians than a signalized crossing because vehicle speeds are 

slower, pedestrians are crossing one lane of traffic at a time, cars are moving in one direction, and drivers 

are focused on the roundabout.  

 

Styler asked if that included schools. Irish said schools have been retrofitted with roundabouts to drop the 

accident rate in other locations. Styler said roundabouts do not have a signalized crossing for the kids. 

Irish agreed. He said that driver and pedestrian conflict occur at all crossings regardless if a signal is 

present. 

 

Styler asked if the Knox Butte Road NE intersection would be a school zone. Irish said that it could be 

but because it was not adjacent to the school it would not have a reduced speed zone. He said that with a 

roundabout the speed limit would be 20 miles per hour. 

 

Styler expressed concern for the safety of school children without a crossing.  Irish said these are the 

same age students that he sees at the roundabout at North Albany Road NW and Gibson Hill Road NW. 

He said there is a similar speed limit on the road and he has not seen any problems with cars stopping for 

school kids. He said the students are visible and the cars are focused on the roundabout where the kids are 

crossing. Discussion followed.   

 

Post stated that the school district representatives left the meeting early because they have a school board 

meeting. 

 

Davis stated he was also concerned about the roundabout and appreciated Irish’s explanation about how it 

works. He has seen flocks of kids at the North Albany intersection without a problem.  

 

Styler asked if east Albany had experienced flooding.  He said a lot of development has happened since 

the floodplain study done in 1986.  Leopard said they do look at storm drainage. The studies, like one 

done by nearby DR Horton development, show that existing have capacity to handle the drainage. 

 

Rouse asked if the drainage with the proposal for Brandis project was more in-depth. Leopard did not 

know.  He assumed that the Brandis Village applicant has submitted a drainage study, which usually 

comes in with the site improvement process. 

 

Styler asked about a group of trees in the northeast corner of the site. He said that in the staff findings it 

says that there are no trees. Leopard said that was the area Fitzpatrick testified would be fenced off. Sharp 

added this was the area of significant wetland.  
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Commission Action: 

 

Davis moved that the Planning Commission approve with conditions the Conditional Use application to 

allow construction of the 107,650-square-foot school building and associated facilities to be located north 

of Knox Butte Road NE east of Clover Ridge file CU-05-07.  The motion was based on the findings and 

conclusions of the staff report and testimony presented at the public hearing. Faller seconded the motion 

 

A vote was called on the motion, which passed 7:0 unanimous  

 

 

ACTIVITY UPDATE: None 

 

NEXT MEETING DATE:  

September 10, 2007. The next meeting of the Planning Commission is a joint work session with City 

Council at 4:00 p.m. in the Willamette room. A public hearing is scheduled to follow at 6:00 p.m.   

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

Hearing no further business, Chair POST adjourned the meeting at 7:17 p.m. 

 

 

Submitted by      Reviewed by 

Signature on file     Signature on file 

Sheena Dodson      Don Donovan 

Administrative Assistant     Planning Manager 
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