
 
Albany Development Code Amendments Task Force  

AGENDA 
 

cityofalbany.net 
   

Wednesday, August 21, 2019 
12:00 p.m. 

Ralston Room, Albany Fire Department 
611 Lyon Street SE 

Bring your binder! 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER  
 

2. ROLL CALL 
 

3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

4. TWO-TRACK SYSTEM FOR COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT (Blaine) 
 

5. COMMERCIAL & INSTITUTIONAL CODE CONCEPTS, PART 1 (APG Project Team) 

• Building Orientation (Section 8.330) 
• General Building Design (Section 8.340) 
• Compatibility Detail (Section 8.390) 

 
6. NEXT MEETING DATE – SEPTEMBER 18, 2019, RALSTON ROOM, ALBANY FIRE 

DEPARTMENT 
 

7. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The location of this meeting is accessible to the disabled. If you have a disability that requires accommodation, please notify 
the City Manager’s Office in advance of the meeting: CMadmin@cityofalbany.net | 541-704-2307 or 541-917-7519. 
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CITY OF ALBANY 

ALBANY DEVELOPMENT CODE AMENDMENTS TASK FORCE 
 

MINUTES 
Wednesday, July 17, 2019 

Ralston Room, Albany Fire Department, Station 11 

Approved: DRAFT 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER            12:06 p.m. (00:00 on audio) 
David Martineau called the meeting to order at 12:06 p.m. 

ROLL CALL 
Members present:  
Candace Ribera; Wayne Scheler; Joann Zimmer, Rich Kellum, Dave Reece, Cordell Post, and Dan Watson. 

Members absent  
Janet Steele, John Pascone, Chris Equinoa, excused; Larry Preston, Bill Ryals, absent.   

Staff present 
David Martineau, Planning Manager; Jeff Blaine, Public Works Director; Seth Sherry, Economic Development 
Manager; Cathy Corliss, Angelo Planning Group; Ben Weber, SERA Architects; Ron Irish, Transportation 
Systems Analyst; Shelley Shultz, Administrative Assistant I. 

Audience members 
Shelley Henderson, Real Estate Broker. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES                12:07 p.m. (01:15 on audio) 
Joann Zimmer moved to approve the June 10, 2019, minutes as presented.  Cordell Post seconded the motion, 
and it passed unanimously. 

PHASE 2 INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW         12:08 p.m. (01:42 on audio) 
Cathy Corliss went over timeline of project through the adoption process. 

David Martineau gave an overview of the review process and how the current Site Plan Review process works, 
specifically the type 1 and 1-L procedures; explained proposed two-track system and the need to make clear 
and objective.  Two key reasons:  required by ORS 197 for housing and required if you want to use Type 1 
review process; it also makes the code more predictable and easier to apply.   

Corliss talked about Article 8, Commercial and Non-Residential Design Standards. Dave Reece wants to make 
sure this is an efficient and effective way of protecting property owner’s rights.  Dan Watson expressed concern 
about costs and timelines. Discussion followed on design standards and requirements. Watson said the variance 
process also needs to be addressed.   

Corliss gave presentation with overview of Commercial/Non-Residential Design Standards, addressing topic 
such as the Purpose, Applicability, When Land Use Applications are not Required, Type 1 Site Plan Review, 
Possible Threshold Factors, Building Orientation, General Building Design, Street Connectivity, and Internal 
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Circulation, Pedestrian Amenities and Connections, Large Parking Areas, and Compatibility Details.  
Discussion followed. 

NEXT MEETING DATE:                           1:35 p.m. (01:27:53 on audio) 
The next regular Task Force meeting is scheduled for August 21, 2019 at noon in the Ralston Room at the 
Albany Fire Department. 
 
ADJOURNMENT              1:35 p.m. (01:27:53 on audio) 
There being no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 1:35 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted,    Reviewed by, 

 
 
 
Shelley Shultz     David Martineau  
Administration Assistant I   Planning Manager 
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Commercial & Institutional Code Concepts, Part 1 

Albany Development Code Amendment Project 

DAT E  August 14, 2019 

TO  Project Task Force 

F RO M  Cathy Corliss and Kate Rogers, Angelo Planning Group 

Ben Weber and Matt Arnold, SERA Architects 

C C  David Martineau and Jeff Blaine, City of Albany  

Ben Weber and Matt Arnold, SERA Architects 

INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this memo is to identify initial code concepts and potential solutions to address 

issues related to Commercial & Institutional Site Design Standards in Article 8 of the Albany 

Development Code (ADC or Code). We’ll be discussing these standards at two Task Force meetings. 

The following sections will be covered in this Part 1 memo and discussed at Task Force meeting #10: 

• Building Orientation (Section 8.330) 

• General Building Design (Section 8.340) 

• Compatibility Detail (Section 8.390) 

The remaining sections, which are focused on transportation and circulation, will be covered in the 

Part 2 memo and discussed at Task Force meeting #11: 

• Street Connectivity and Internal Circulation (Section 8.350) 

• Pedestrian Amenities (Section 8.360) 

• Pedestrian Connections (Section 8.370) 

• Large Parking Areas (Section 8.380) 

(NOTE: The standards for downtown Albany were recently updated, so they won’t be reviewed in 

detail, but may be discussed as a source of possible code solutions.) 

We are seeking the Task Force’s input regarding potential code concepts that might make the 

current design standards more effective and easier to understand and administer. For each set of 

standards, this memo considers the standards’ purpose and importance for commercial and 

institutional design; reviews the potential issues that were introduced in the Task Force #9 memo; 
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identifies some examples or “best practices” for similar standards from other jurisdictions; and 

discusses potential code concepts to address the identified issues.  

8.330 BUILDING ORIENTATION 

Code Text 

8.330 Building Orientation. Building orientation and maximum setback standards are established to 

help create an attractive streetscape and pleasant pedestrian environment. These standards apply 

in all zoning districts except HD, DMU, CB, and WF. Development in HD, CB, DMU, and WF shall 

demonstrate appropriate building orientation through compliance with maximum front setback 

standards in ADC Section 5.120.  

(1) New buildings shall be oriented to existing or new 

public streets. Building orientation is demonstrated by 

placing buildings and their public entrances close to 

streets so pedestrians have a direct and convenient 

route from the street sidewalk to building entrances.  

(a) On sites smaller than three acres, new buildings 

shall be oriented to the public street/sidewalk and 

off-street parking shall be located to the side or rear 

of the building(s), except where it is not feasible due 

to limited or no street frontage, the site is an infill 

site less than one acre, conservation of natural resources, or where there are access 

restrictions.  

(b) Buildings on sites larger than three acres may be setback from the public street and 

oriented to traffic aisles on private property if the on-site circulation system is developed like 

a public street with pedestrian access, landscape strips, and street trees.  

(2) Customer entrances should be clearly defined, highly visible, using features such as canopies, 

porticos, arcades, arches, wing walls, and planters. 

Overview and Issues  

As stated in the purpose statement, the 

building orientation standards are 

intended to “create an attractive 

streetscape and pleasant pedestrian 

environment,” which is achieved by placing 

buildings and their entrances close to 

streets. Providing buildings close to the 

street and building entries that are visible 

and easily accessible from the street are 

 

 
Commercial building with entrance oriented to the street 
and parking to the side (Source: Google Street View) 
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important elements in creating pedestrian-friendly 

streetscapes (see the sidebar at right). The purpose 

statement could be more descriptive to capture 

more of these concepts and to provide guidance for 

future Adjustments.  

The current Building Orientation standards require 

commercial and institutional buildings (and their 

entries) on sites smaller than three acres to be 

oriented to the public street/sidewalk and for 

parking to be located to the side or rear of buildings, 

but there is no maximum setback required for 

developments subject to these standards. 

Development in Albany’s downtown zones (HD, CB, 

DMU, and WF) is subject to maximum setback 

standards, per ADC Section 5.120. However, other 

commercial areas are different than downtown 

Albany and may need more flexibility; therefore, a 

maximum setback may not be needed in other 

zones. Still, building orientation standards remain 

important to promoting a pleasant pedestrian 

environment (as noted in the sidebar at right).  

The Code allows exceptions “where it is not feasible” 

to place parking to the side or rear of buildings 

(8.330(1)(a)). The allowed exceptions are:  

• limited or no street frontage;  

• the site is an infill site less than one acre; 

• conservation of natural resources; or  

• access restrictions. 

Some refinements to the exceptions to provide more 

guidance to applicants and staff could make the 

standards easier to apply. Further, additional exceptions may be warranted for conditions that 

make the parking location standard infeasible (e.g., steep slopes), so the list could potentially be 

modified.   

Buildings on sites larger than three acres are not subject to the same requirement to orient to the 

street; rather, they can orient to internal traffic aisles as long as the internal circulation system is 

developed like a public street. (Requirements for street-like internal circulation are found in Section 

8.350 Street Connectivity and Internal Circulation, which will be covered in the next memo and Task 

WHAT MAKES A STREET PEDESTRIAN 

FRIENDLY? 

Walkable environments meet three 

crucial needs for pedestrians: (1) Safety, 

(2) Convenience, and (3) Comfort. 

Buildings and entrances placed close to 

the street help meet these needs in the 

following ways: 

Safety – Walking is safer and feels more 

secure when public spaces are easily 

visible from inside buildings. Placing 

buildings close to the street (along with 

windows) allows residents, business 

owners, and workers to casually keep an 

eye on what is happening on the street 

(aka “eyes on the street”). 

Convenience – Providing direct access to 

building entries ensures that pedestrians 

don’t have to trek through huge parking 

lots or wander in perplexity seeking an 

entrance. 

Comfort – Buildings lining a sidewalk 

create a “street wall” that provides a 

sense of enclosure for the street. This 

creates the feeling of an “outdoor room” 

that is much more comfortable to walk in 

than a wide-open street with nothing on 

either side. 

Source: “Making Streets Welcome for 

Walking,” ChangeLab Solutions, 2013. 



Commercial & Institutional Code Concepts, Part 1   4 of 11 

APG  Albany Development Code Amendment Project August 14, 2019 

Force meeting.) This allowance/requirement could be made clearer by better defining what is 

meant by “like a public street” in Section 8.350 and referencing that section. 

In addition, the Code states that “customer entrances should be clearly defined, highly visible, using 

features such as canopies, porticos, arcades, arches, wing walls, and planters.”  Clarifying which 

entries are subject to this standard and the number of design elements that are needed could help 

to clarify this requirement. 

Code Example 

HILLSBORO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CODE – 12.50.800 DESIGN STANDARDS FOR NON-

RESIDENTIAL AND MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT. 

Key concepts of Section 12.50.820 Main Entries: 

• All ground-floor tenant spaces with at least 25 feet of street-facing frontage must have at 

least one building entry oriented to the street.  

• On corner lots, a main building entry may be oriented to either street or to the corner. 

• Direct pedestrian sidewalk or pathway connection required from public sidewalk. 

• Main entries must be highlighted with at least three features: recessed doorway(s); 

overhangs or canopies; transom windows; at least 2 ornamental light fixtures flanking the 

entry; larger, transparent or more prominent doors; or pilasters or columns that frame the 

doorway. 

Code Concepts 

• The purpose statement could be expanded by noting the importance of creating an 

environment that is conducive to walking and providing natural surveillance of public spaces.  

• Subsection (1): 

o The phrase “placing buildings and their public entrances close to streets” may not be 

necessary. If parking must be located to the side or rear of buildings, developers will 

typically use the land efficiently by placing the building close to the street in order to 

make space for parking behind. Therefore, the current parking location standard may be 

sufficient to ensure buildings are placed close to the street.  

o Consider updating language regarding “customer entrances” to require at least one 

primary entrance to be oriented toward the street to ensure that a primary entrance 

faces the street so that they are easily identifiable and accessible. 

o (1)(a) Retain the standard allowing exceptions to the requirement for parking to be 

located to the side or rear of buildings but refine and expand upon the exceptions to 

provide more guidance to applicants and staff. 

o (1)(b) Make this standard clearer by better defining what is meant by “like a public 

street” in Section 8.350 and referencing that section. 

• Subsection (2): Require primary entrances to be highlighted with at least 2 to 3 architectural 

features, selected from a list of options (similar to the City of Hillsboro). The existing list of 

options (canopies, porticos, arcades, arches, wing walls, and planters) could be expanded to 
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include recessed doorways, transom windows, ornamental light fixtures, larger or more 

prominent doors, or pilasters or columns that frame the doorway.  

Questions for the Task Force 

1. Do you agree that the current approach to requiring parking to be located to the 

side or rear of buildings is sufficient to “create an attractive streetscape and 

pleasant pedestrian environment” (in lieu of maximum setbacks)? 

2. How should the exceptions to the requirement to locate parking to the side or 
rear of buildings be refined to provide better guidance?  

 

8.340 GENERAL BUILDING DESIGN 

Code Text 

8.340 General Building Design. The following 

standards apply in all zoning districts except HD, CB, 

DMU, and WF, which are subject to ADC Section 

8.345. New commercial buildings shall provide 

architectural relief and interest, with emphasis at 

building entrances and along sidewalks, to promote 

and enhance a comfortable pedestrian scale and 

orientation. Blank walls shall be avoided except 

when not feasible. 

(1) Ground floor windows shall be provided along frontages adjacent to sidewalks. The main 

front elevation(s) of buildings shall provide windows or transparency at the pedestrian level in 

the following minimum proportions: 

 

TABLE 8-1. Required window percentages by district. 

District % Ground Floor Windows 

RC, CC, NC, OP, MUC 25% 

MS, LE, PB, ES, MUR, WF 50% 

 

The minimum window and door requirements are measured between two and eight feet from 

the ground. Only the glass portion of doors may be used in the calculation.   
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If there are upper floor windows, they shall continue the vertical and horizontal character of the 

ground level windows. 

(2) Walls that are visible from a public street shall include a combination of architectural 

elements and features such as offsets, windows, entry treatments, wood siding, brick, stucco, 

synthetic stucco, textured concrete block, textured concrete), and landscaping. 

Overview and Issues 

The general building design standards for 

commercial and institutional development 

include requirements for architectural 

detailing and window coverage for building 

facades. As stated in the purpose statement, 

the standards are intended to “promote and 

enhance a comfortable pedestrian scale and 

orientation,” which is achieved by providing 

“architectural relief and interest, with 

emphasis at building entrances and along 

sidewalks.” Architectural detailing (or 

articulation) contributes to the pedestrian 

experience by providing visual interest at the 

street level, breaking up large facades, and 

maintaining a human scale. These details also give a sense of quality and permanence, thereby 

contributing to the overall aesthetic quality of the city. Ground floor windows allow pedestrians to 

see into interior spaces, thereby creating a direct connection between public and private realms 

and engaging the interest of passersby. They also enhance the safety of public spaces by providing 

direct visibility to the street (aka “natural surveillance”). 

The current General Building Design standards require ground floor windows “along frontages 

adjacent to sidewalks.” While the “main front elevation(s) of buildings” must meet numeric 

minimum window coverage requirements, it is unclear how many windows are required along the 

remaining frontages adjacent to sidewalks. It is further unclear how the standards for the front of 

the building should apply on corner lots where more than one elevation/façade faces a public 

street. The term “main front elevation(s)” needs to be clarified or replaced. 

Building walls visible from a public street are also required to include a combination of architectural 

elements and features, but the standards are not specific about how many features must be 

included. Other standards in this section that should be clarified include the following: “Blank walls 

shall be avoided except when not feasible;” and “If there are upper floor windows, they shall 

continue the vertical and horizontal character of the ground level windows.” 

  

 
Commercial building with ground-floor windows and 
façade articulation provided through awnings, cornice, 
stepped roofline, and changes in material (Source: Google 
Street View) 
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Code Examples 

ALBANY DEVELOPMENT CODE – DESIGN STANDARDS FOR DOWNTOWN ZONES 

Recent updates to the ADC for the HD, DMU, CB, and WF zoning districts provide separate 

standards for Façade design, articulation, and windows in commercial and institutional 

development (Section 8.345). Key elements of these standards include the following:  

• Defining which facades are “regulated” or subject to the standards (generally the front of 

the building). On corner lots with two street frontages, both street-facing facades would be 

considered “regulated” facades (per the definition of “front lot line” in Article 22). 

• Allowing applicants to select two elements among a list of features that provide 

architectural interest, including recessed entrances; inset windows; awnings or other 

weather protection; decorative top, e.g., cornice, pediment, or parapet; or other feature 

“providing visual relief or contextually appropriate design.” 

• Requiring minimum ground-floor and upper-floor window coverage percentages for the 

regulated facade. It should be noted that ground-floor windows on facades other than the 

regulated façade are not required in the downtown zones. 

The advantage of these standards is that they are objective, simple to apply and interpret, establish 

a baseline for architectural design while remaining flexible, and could be applied in other zones 

besides downtown. 

MODEL DEVELOPMENT CODE FOR SMALL CITIES – 3.2 BUILDING ORIENTATION AND DESIGN 

– NON-RESIDENTIAL BUILDINGS 

Key Concepts of Section 3.2.040.E Articulation and Detailing: 

• All elevations that orient to a street or civic space must have breaks in the wall plane 

(articulation) of not less than one break for every [30] feet of building length or width.  

• “Break” defined as change in wall plane of at least [24] inches in depth, including offset, 

recess, window reveal, pilaster, frieze, pediment, cornice, parapet, gable, dormer, eave, 

coursing, canopy, awning, column, building base, balcony, permanent awning or canopy, 

marquee, or similar architectural feature. 

Code Concepts 

• The purpose statement for this section could be expanded to provide more guidance for an 

Adjustment. In addition to the existing purpose of promoting a “comfortable pedestrian 

scale and orientation,” potential concepts to add could be providing a sense of quality and 

permanence, enhancing compatibility with the surrounding community, and providing 

natural surveillance of public spaces. 

• Windows (subsection (1)) 

o The window coverage standards for the downtown zones could also be adapted for the 

remaining zones, except with lower minimum coverage requirements. 
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o The downtown standards provide more clarity regarding which facades must meet 

ground floor window requirements (elevations facing front lot lines/street-facing 

facades). To provide more flexibility in other zones, there could be exceptions to the 

minimum window coverage standards, for example, when the regulated façade is more 

than [20] feet from the street.  

• Articulation (subsection (2)) 

o A straightforward solution to the issues with this section would be to apply a similar 

approach as the one used in the HD, DMU, CB, and WF zoning districts (Section 8.345), 

as discussed above. This would include a menu approach, allowing applicants to select 

two features among a list of options. 

o An alternate approach could be similar to the Model Code, which requires a “break” in 

the wall plane of at least 24 inches for every 30 feet of building length. However, this 

would be a stricter standard than the one that currently applies to Albany’s downtown 

zones, as it would typically require more than two architectural features for the street-

facing façade to meet this standard.  

o The current language stating that “blank walls shall be avoided except when not 

feasible” is in the introduction/applicability paragraph.  This might be more clearly 

understood if it were included as part of the articulation standard. 

 

Questions for the Task Force 

1. Should the approach to façade design, articulation, and windows used for 

commercial and institutional development in the HD, DMU, CB and WF zones be 

adapted for the other commercial and mixed use zones?  

2. What do you think of requiring “breaks” in the façade spaced at regular intervals 

(similar to the Model Code example)? 

3. Should there be exceptions to the minimum ground floor window standards? If 

so, under what circumstances should exceptions be granted? 

 

8.390 COMPATIBILITY DETAILS 

Code Text 

8.390 Compatibility Details. Attention to detail can significantly increase the compatibility of 

commercial development with adjacent uses. Commercial development shall be designed to comply 

with the following applicable details and any other details warranted by the local conditions: 
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(1) On-site lighting is arranged so that light is reflected away from adjoining properties and/or 

streets. 

(2) Any undesirable impacts produced on the site, such as noise, glare, odors, dust, or vibrations 

have been adequately screened from adjacent properties. 

(3) The site is protected from any undesirable impacts that are generated on abutting 

properties. 

(4) Unsightly exterior improvements and items such as trash receptacles, exterior vents, and 

mechanical devices have been adequately screened. 

(5) Storage areas, trash collection facilities and noise generating equipment are located away 

from public streets, abutting residential districts or development, or sight obscuring fencing 

has been provided. 

(6) Where needed, loading facilities are provided on-site and are of sufficient size and number 

to adequately handle the delivery or shipping of goods or people. Where possible, loading 

areas should be designed so that vehicles enter and exit the site in a forward motion.  

Overview and Issues 

As stated in the purpose statement, the intent of the Compatibility Details standards is to increase 

the compatibility of commercial development with adjacent uses, which should be achieved 

through measures like reducing glare, screening mechanical and other equipment, and limiting the 

impact of loading areas. However, as written, the standards cover a number of design elements, 

some of which are also covered elsewhere in the Code.  

• Subsection (1): Where this has come up on developments, the on-site lighting standard has 

been implemented through a condition of approval for requiring light to shielded and 

through implementation of Section 9.480, Glare and Heat, which sets a 0.5 foot-candle light 

threshold standard. 

• Subsections (2) and (3): These standards work in conjunction with the buffering and 

screening requirement in Article 9.  

• Subsections (4) and (5): The standards requiring unsightly exterior improvements (e.g., trash 

collection areas) to be screened and located away from public streets, abutting residential 

districts or development could be made more specific. 

• Subsection (6): The standard relating to the size and number of loading facilities is covered 

by the Off-Street Parking and Loading standards in the base zone articles (e.g., ADC Section 

4.260). 
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Code Example – Light Trespass 

HILLSBORO COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CODE - 2.50.240.D. LIGHT TRESPASS STANDARDS 

• Shielding. Any light source or lamp that emits more than 900 lumens (13 watt compact 

fluorescent or 60 watt incandescent) shall be concealed or shielded with an Illumination 

Engineering Society of North America (IESNA) full cut-off style fixture with an angle not 

exceeding 90 degrees to minimize the potential for glare and unnecessary diffusion on 

adjacent property. Examples of shielded light fixtures are shown in Figure 12.50.240-B: 

  

Figure 12.50.240-B: 

Examples of Shielded Light Fixtures 

 

• Exemptions. The following types of lighting are not subject to the requirements of this 

Section: 

o Public street and right-of-way lighting (standards for street lighting are addressed in the 

Public Works Design and Construction Standards); 

o Temporary decorative seasonal lighting; 

o Temporary lighting for emergency or nighttime work and construction; 

o Temporary lighting for theatrical, television and performance areas, or for special public 

events; 

o Lighting for a special district, street or building that, according to an adopted City plan or 

ordinance, is determined to require special lighting aesthetics as part of its physical 

character; 

o Lighting required and regulated by the FAA; 

o Lighting for outdoor recreational uses such as stadiums, driving ranges, ball diamonds, 

playing fields, tennis courts and similar Uses, provided that (a) light poles are not more 

than 80 ft. tall, (b) maximum illumination at the property line is not brighter than 2 foot-

candles, and exterior lighting is extinguished no later than 11:00 pm; and 

o Architectural lighting installed on buildings or structures as an aesthetic feature.  

Code Example - Screening 

TIGARD DEVELOPMENT CODE – 18.320 COMMERCIAL ZONE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS 

Key Concepts of from the City of Tigard’s Commercial Zone Development Standards are provided 

below. 
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18.320.040.B Landscaping and Screening 

• Service areas and wall- and roof-mounted utilities must be screened to the S-1 standard. 

[This refers to the screening standards in Chapter 18.420 Landscaping and Screening. The S-

1 standard is as follows:] 

o Service areas: Sight-obscuring fence or wall  

o Roof-mounted equipment or utilities: Parapet wall or sight-obscuring structure  

o Wall-mounted equipment or utilities: Architecturally incorporated into building or sight-

obscuring fence, wall, or structure 

18.320.040.D Utilities and Service Areas: 

• Service areas, such as waste and recycling containers, outdoor storage, and mechanical 

equipment, may not be located within 20 feet of any street property line, except where 

located inside a building. 

Code Concepts 

• Subsection (1) Lighting – Consider a light shielding standard similar to Hillsboro’s to replace 

the existing discretionary standard.  

• Subsections (2) and (3): While the standard requiring undesirable impacts to be adequately 

screened from adjacent properties and the standard requiring the site be protected from any 

undesirable impacts that are generated on abutting properties do involve discretion, it is 

important to the City to retain the ability to manage dust, noise, etc. in the event buffering 

and screening is ineffective. Therefore, no changes to subsections (2) and (3) are 

recommended. 

• Subsections (4) and (5) Screening – Consider replacing with specific screening and placement 

standards for mechanical equipment, trash collection areas, etc. Standards similar to those 

in Tigard and ADC Section 9.250 (which currently only requires screening between differing 

adjacent land uses). Screening could include evergreen hedge, a fence or masonry wall, or an 

earth berm combined with plantings or a fence.  

• Subsection (6) Loading – Consider deleting the loading standard since it is largely redundant 

to the loading standards in Article 9. 

Questions for the Task Force 

1. Do you agree that establishing a light shielding standards (such as Hillsboro’s) 

would be a useful approach for addressing light pollution (glare) onto adjacent 

properties? 

2. Do you agree with the idea of establishing screening standards for mechanical 

equipment, trash collection areas, etc. similar to those in Tigard and Article 9? 
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