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MINUTES 
Commissioners Present 
Dala Rouse, Larry Tomlin, Roger Phillips, JoAnn Miller, Daniel Sullivan 

Commissioners Absent 
Diane Hunsaker (excused), Sue Goodman (excused), Mike Koos (excused), Cordell Post (excused) 

Staff Present 
Bob Richardson, Planning Manager; Jessica Henson, Deputy City Attorney; Edie O’Neil, Administrative Assistant I; 
Melissa Anderson, Planner III; Matthew Ruettgers, Development Services Manager; Ron Irish, Transportation 
Systems Analyst 

Chair Tomlin Called the meeting to order at 5:19 p.m. 

Business from the Public 5:19 
None 

Approval of Minutes 5:22 
Commissioner Rouse moved to approve the Capital Improvement Program joint work session minutes from 
April 5, 2018, minutes as presented. Commissioner Sullivan seconded. A vote was taken. The motion passed 5-0. 

Quasi-Judicial Public Hearing 5:23 
Land Use File SD-03-18 and SP-14-18 
Land Division (Tentative Plat) for an 18-Lot Phased Subdivision with Hillside Development Review, concurrent with Site Plan 
Review for Tree Felling 

Chair Tomlin opened the public hearing at 5:23. 

Declarations by the Commission 5:23 
Sullivan stated the applicant was an acquaintance, but he had not spoken to him about the case. 

Staff Report 5:24 
Planner Melissa Anderson provided a verbal summary of the case and summarized the proposal’s consistency 
with applicable review criteria and conditions of approval (see agenda packet). 

Questions from the Commission 5:38 
Phillips asked about the 24-foot easement at the end of the cul-de-sac. Anderson stated it was an access for the 
adjacent property owner. Phillips asked how many homes are allowed in a cul-de-sac. Anderson explained and 
referred him to Article 12. (See agenda packet.) Rouse asked why lot lengths in the cul-de-sac were proposed to be 
longer than allowed. Anderson stated this was approved by the City Engineer in accordance with Code standards. 
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Testimony from the Applicant 5:46 
Troy Plum, TKP Engineering, explained the development was approved in 2008, but the approval expired 
before development occurred. He explained in more detail about the cul-de-sac access. Tomlin asked about 
stormwater drainage. Mr. Plum replied that most of the tree removal would occur with an existing City right-
of-way, and a majority of the stormwater runoff would be directed to a ditch. Phillips expressed concerns with 
limited access in the cul-de-sac. Mr. Plum replied that, given the steep terrain south of the property, there was no 
other way to develop it.  

Testimony in Favor 5:53 
None 

Testimony in Opposition 5:54 
Wiley Miller, 914 Edgewood Drive NW, expressed concerns with improvements of Maier Lane and connection 
to Skyline Drive. Richardson referred him to Review Criteria (4). (See agenda packet.) Mr. Miller asked if the 
connection was for fire safety. He stated that the City should consider mitigating the amount of traffic in the 
connection. He presented the option of limiting access to non-residents of the community by installing a gate 
on Maier Lane.   

Cynthia Petrovich, 2515 Skyline Terrace NW, expressed concerns about increased traffic, adding that Review 
Criteria (4) (see agenda packet) was not met. She also expressed the need for limiting access on Maier Lane. She 
referred to the Neighborhood Meeting Minutes, pointing out Mr. Plum’s responses to raised traffic concerns. 
She submitted a map with speed bump locations and blind hills/corners. (See agenda packet.)   

Todd Smallwood, 1925 Paula Lane, stated that proposed infrastructure was insufficient. He also expressed 
traffic concerns.   

Rouse asked when the traffic light was going up on Crocker. Irish stated it is scheduled to be built next summer. 
Rouse asked about putting speed bumps on Maier Lane. Irish stated the neighborhood could approach City 
Council about this. 

Jeanie Sheldon, 2657 Skyline Drive NW, stated concerns about people driving too fast, adding that the roads 
are currently dangerous, and more traffic would make it worse.   

Betty Reinharbt, 2657 Skyline Drive NW, stated that traffic makes walking around the neighborhood very dangerous.   

John Sheldon, 2657 Skyline Drive NW, stated he was not opposed to the subdivision but had major concerns 
with increased traffic, and traffic mitigation needed to be in place.   

Dean Schmitz, 907 Edgewood Drive NW, submitted a letter from Norman Jager (see agenda packet).  He 
stated that Edgewood Drive is dangerous due to the narrow street-width and fast traffic. He stated traffic 
should be routed to Patrick Lane. Mr. Schmitz then talked about adding emergency gates or adding an island 
routing traffic one way.   

Orlinda Wirth, 2527 13th Avenue NW, stated she had asked the City about adding a light at Skyline. She was 
told she would have to go to Pacific Power. She added that traffic makes the neighborhood dangerous.   

Charles South, 813 Edgewood Drive NW, stated traffic concerns, pointing out that Review Criteria (4) (see 
agenda packet) had not been met.   
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Dennis Lee, 2655 Vista Place NW, stated that Edgewood Drive is a substandard road and is extremely 
dangerous. He stated that traffic is very heavy, and cars drive too fast. He stated he was not opposed to the 
subdivision, but something needed to be done to minimize traffic.   

Orlinda Wirth added to her previous testimony, stating Skyline was improperly lit and infrastructure was not 
up to par. 

Rebuttal Testimony 6:46 
Mr. Plum stated he had asked City staff about an emergency gate at Maier and Skyline or a right turn only and 
was told that they had to be standard intersections as shown in the proposal (see agenda packet). 

Staff Response 6:53 
Tomlin asked for verification about street connectivity options. Irish confirmed the proposed connection 
conformed with the City’s transportation plan. Rouse asked about the possibility of putting a gate on Patrick 
Lane until all of Maier Lane is fully developed. Discussion ensued, with Irish discouraging the idea because of 
engineering issues. Sullivan asked if, after hearing testimony, Irish still stood by the proposed approval with 
conditions in the staff report. Irish stated that he did, because it supports traffic and planning requirements and 
added that City Council would have to be the deciding body on improving the other streets. Discussion about 
Review Criteria (4) (see agenda packet) ensued. Miller asked if there was a traffic study. Irish stated there was 
and talked about traffic volume. 

Tomlin called for a recess at 7:14, and the meeting resumed at 7:25 

Tomlin invited further testimony from the public. 

Rouse asked about street connectivity. Anderson explained the proposal’s connectivity plan. 

Dennis Lea talked about development around Patrick Lane. He stated that consideration to allow for other 
connectivity plans needed to be in the proposal. He added that putting a gate on Patrick Lane would help the issue. 

Wiley Miller asked for justification about not allowing an emergency gate from Maier to Skyline. He also 
suggested closing off Maier Lane completely. 

Orlinda Wirth stated the proposed development needed another connectivity added to divert traffic in two 
ways instead of using Skyline. 

Cynthia Petrovich asked if connection could go from Maier Lane to Penny Lane. Anderson stated there was no 
right-of-way to do this. Ms. Petrovich asked if Planning Commission could make an exception to the Master Plan to 
add a gate or if the Master Plan needed to be updated. She was told by Irish only City Council could accomplish this. 

John Sheldon stated that Maier Lane needed to be abandoned altogether. 

Applicant Rebuttal 7:41 
None 

Staff Response 7:41 
Irish stated the connection to Penny Lane may happen at some point but not with this development. He 
clarified that neither an exception to the Master Plan could be made, nor abandonment of Maier Lane, because 
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the proposed intersection was identified as critical. Irish pointed out that new transportation plans are adopted 
about every 15-20 years. 

Rouse asked for clarification on requirements for developers performing street improvements. Richardson stated 
that staff recommendations for this issue come from the Master Plan. Tomlin asked about requiring gates. 
Richardson stated that this too comes from the Master Plan. The Commission discussed gate requirements. 

Discussion 7:54 
None 

Motion 7:54 
Commissioner Sullivan moved to approve land use case SD-03-18 and SP-14-18 as proposed and conditioned 
in the June 11, 2018, Staff Report. Commissioner Rouse seconded. A vote was taken. The motion passed 4-1, 
with Chair Tomlin opposing. 

Business from the Commission 7:56 
Miller asked if the Commission had the capacity to recommend City Council updating the Master Plan. Irish talked 
about various approaches that could be addressed. Richardson stated he would raise the issue with Council. 

Appeal procedures were discussed. 

Methods to update or change the Master Plan were discussed. 

Richardson gave updates on the development code amendment work plan. 

Next Meeting Date 8:08 
July 12, 2018 (Hearings Board) 

July 16, 2018 

Adjournment  
Hearing no further business, Chair Tomlin adjourned the meeting at 8:18 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, Reviewed by, 

 
Edie O’Neil Bob Richardson 
Administrative Assistant I Planning Manager 
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