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CITY OF ALBANY 
PLANNING COMMISSION 

Municipal Court Room, 333 Broadalbin Street SW 
Monday, February 1, 2016 

5:15 p.m. 

MINUTES 

Planning Commissioners present: Sue Goodman, Roger Phillips, Cordell Post, Larry Tomlin, Dala Rouse, 
Wendy Ezell, Bobby Schueller 

Planning Commissioners absent: Linsey Godwin (excused), Dan Sullivan (excused) 

Staff present: Bob Richardson, Planning Manager; David Martineau, Lead Planner; Rachel 
Kutschera, Administrative Assistant I; Jeff Blaine, P.E., Public Works 
Engineering and Community Development Director; Gordon Steffensmeier, 
Civil Engineer III; Ron Irish, Transportation Systems Analyst 

 
CALL TO ORDER    

Chair Tomlin called the meeting to order at 5:15 p.m. 

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 

None 

QUASI-JUDICIAL PUBLIC HEARING  

Chair Tomlin opened the public hearing at 5:17 p.m. 

Declarations by the Commission: 

Conflicts of Interest:   None   
 
Ex Parte Contact:   None 
 
Site Visit:    Rouse said that several years ago, a family member owned the property when the former 
facility was there; she also drove by it on her commute for many years, and helped approve it the first time this 
development was pursued. 
 
Abstain:    None 
 
Challenges:  None 
 
Staff Report: 

Lead Planner David Martineau provided a summary of the case.  Staff-proposed conditions of approval were 
included for the Commission’s consideration (see Agenda Packet). 
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Questions from the Commission:   

Rouse mentioned that all trees were already removed from the site; Martineau confirmed that the applicant 
already obtained a separate tree-felling permit.   

Goodman asked for clarification regarding a 5% versus 10% setback requirement.  Martineau said the Review 
Criteria for an Adjustment in the Code list a 10% reduction in setback, but the applicant is not planning to use the 
full amount, only 18 inches or about 5%. 

Goodman asked what the disabled parking requirement would be, considering the use of the property; Martineau 
confirmed that two spaces are the requirement per the Code, even though more visitors would likely need disabled 
spaces.   

Applicant Testimony:  

Daniel Klute, GMA Architects, 860 West Park, Suite 300, Eugene.  Mr. Klute had no testimony but wanted to be 
available to answer any questions. 

Testimony in Favor:  

None 

Testimony in Opposition:  

Patricia Brewer, 1256 49th Ave. Sweet Home, Oregon.  Ms. Brewer owns the property next door with family 
members.  She is not in opposition to the building being built, but is in opposition to the adjustment, especially 
since it borders a residential zone.  She feels a three-story building will encroach on their house, and the applicant 
has room to change the layout of the building on the rest of the site.  

Rouse asked if the house is for sale.  Brewer said yes, but they have not had any offers.  Rouse asked how many 
acres she owns; Brewer said almost 1.5 acres.  She also has a letter from the DSL saying she had until February 
11 to comment.  She said the construction workers set up a porta-potty on her property that she had to call the 
police department to be removed.  She wants to be protected during this process, and was surprised that the trees 
were already removed. 

Rouse asked if she has wetlands on her property, but Brewer doesn’t know.  There has never been testing or 
mention of wetlands since she has lived there.  Phillips asked her to clarify where her property is; she pointed out 
the property on the presentation map with the help of Martineau. 

Ezell asked how much she was selling the property for; Brewer said $319,000. 

Neutral Testimony:   

None 

Rebuttal Testimony:   

None 
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Staff Response:   

None 

Procedural questions:   

Chair Tomlin closed the hearing at 5:37 p.m. 

Discussion and Decision:  

Phillips thought the minimum building height was 28 feet and is also concerned about the three-story height.  
Martineau said the maximum building height in that zone is 45 feet; in this situation the setback is 31.5 feet.  The 
applicant rounded up for the building height and asked for the setback adjustment to make up the difference.   

Rouse mentioned uses on the other side of the property, noting that the Brewer house is caught between.  
Discussion followed regarding surrounding uses and zoning. 

Tomlin asked if there was any discussion with the applicant regarding moving the location of the building to 
avoid the adjustment request.  Martineau said they did discuss it, but it would take a significant change in their 
plans so they wanted to ask for the adjustment anyway. 

Rouse asked about the February 11 deadline in regards to the work already done on the site.  Martineau said these 
wetlands aren’t under jurisdiction of the City, but the State, so if mitigation is required it would be done offsite 
anyway. 

MOTION: Commissioner Post moved to approve the proposal as conditioned in the staff report. Commissioner 
Rouse seconded. 

Rouse asked if the decision could be stayed until February 11 due to the wetlands issue.  Richardson said that 
because wetlands are under separate jurisdiction, it is not related to this decision.  Rouse clarified that she would 
like further construction on the site to be stayed until February 11.  Richardson said that there is an appeal period 
on the case until February 12, which could include the wetlands. 

A vote was taken and the motion passed 6-1 (Ezell opposed).  

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Commissioner Post moved to approve the January 4, 2016 minutes as stated.  Commissioner Phillips seconded.  A 
vote was taken and the motion passed 7-0. 
 
ACTIVITY UPDATE 

Richardson mentioned three items.  City Council authorized staff to apply to the University of Oregon Sustainable 
City Year program.  If accepted, some projects may be run out of the Planning Division, and Richardson feels it’s 
an exciting program that he would like the Commission to be aware of.  Tomlin asked how Commissioners could 
be involved, and Richardson said there may be opportunities.   

Secondly, Richardson has been working with other staff and CARA on an RFP for Development Code 
amendments affecting the downtown area.  He is also working with staff to develop a list of other potential 
Development Code amendments. When this list of amendments is organized and complete, he will share it with 
the Commission.  It will be separated into “packages” of categorized changes.  The Commission would like to see 
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it as soon as possible.  Blaine said that Development Code changes are being prioritized now and do take more 
staff time than other projects, but the plan is to make updates a more regular part of staff work.  He acknowledged 
they are a little behind.  Rouse said another issue is cell towers. 

Finally, the Winco store development has been appeal to LUBA; the deadline to respond is February 8.  Tomlin 
asked if it would come to the Planning Commission; Richardson said if LUBA remanded the case back to the 
City, he believes it would still be a staff level decision.  The Commission would like to see Development Code 
standards for windows evaluated.  Discussion followed.   

NEXT PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING DATE 

February 15, 2016 

ADJOURN 

Hearing no further business, Chair Tomlin adjourned the meeting at 6:05 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 
 
Signature on File Signature on File  
 
 
Rachel Kutschera David Martineau 
Administrative Assistant Lead Planner 
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