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1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chair William Gaar called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Council Chamber of City 
Hall. 
 

2. ROLL CALL 

Members present were Chair William Gaar; Vice Chair Jim Johnson and Commissioners 
Randy Arthur, Puja Bhutani, Todd Hennelly, Todd Prager and Sandi Swinford.  Council Liaison 
Jon Gustafson was also present. 
 
Staff present were Debra Andreades, Senior Planner; Ron Bunch, Planning and Building 
Services Director; Dennis Egner, Assistant Planning Director; Sarah Selden, Neighborhood 
Planner; Beth St. Amand, Senior Planner; Laura Weigel, Associate Planner; Dave Powell, City 
Attorney; and Iris McCaleb, Administrative Support. 
 

3. CITIZEN COMMENT (Regarding issues not on the agenda) 

None. 
 

4. COUNCIL UPDATE 

Councilor Gustafson reported that the Council had held a town hall meeting; postponed action 
on water contracts; decided to move forward with the Luscher Area Master Plan; dissolved the 
Community Forestry Commission; heard annexation requests; and presented the 
Distinguished Service Award to Kim Gilmer.  He went on to report that the Council was going 
to discuss the contract with the Arts Commission; discuss the direction of the North Anchor 
Project; consider Flood Management Area Map changes; and consider the Council Action 
Plan for the year.  Councilor Gustafson also noted that the West Linn City Council had 
overturned their Planning Commission’s decision regarding the water treatment plant project 
that is part of the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership.  He clarified the Council had not 
had a public discussion about the role of the Comprehensive Plan Update Citizen Advisory 
Committee (CAC). 
 

5. MINUTES 

5.1 November 5, 2012 

Commissioner Arthur moved to approve the Minutes of November 5, 2012 as amended by 
Commissioner Bhutani.  Commissioner Bhutani seconded the motion and it passed 6:0:1.  
Commissioner Johnson recused himself. 
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6. FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER 

6.1  Community Development Code Amendments 2011-2012 (LU 12-0054) 

Commissioner Johnson moved to approve LU 12-0054-1804, Findings, Conclusions and 
Order as edited by Commissioner Arthur.  Chair Gaar seconded the motion and it passed 
4:1:2.  Chair Gaar voted against and Commissioners Bhutani and Hennelly abstained. 

6.2  Community Development Code Amendments in Industrial Park (IP) Zone & IP Overlay 
(LU 12-0051) 

Commissioner Swinford moved to approve LU 12-0051-2611, Findings, Conclusions and 
Order.  Chair Gaar seconded the motion and it passed 4:1:2.  Commissioner Johnson voted 
against and Commissioners Bhutani and Hennelly abstained. 
 

7. WORK SESSION 

7.1  Comprehensive Plan Update – Community Health & Public Safety, Part 2 (PP 10-0007) 

Review draft Public Facilities and Services goals and policies for Police and Fire (existing Goal 
11, Section 1); Wastewater Collection and Treatment (existing Goal 11, Section 4); and Water 
Supply, Treatment, and Delivery (existing Goal 11, Section 3).  These policies are part of the 
Community Health and & Public Safety Action Area. 
 

Public Facilities and Services:  Public Safety Police and Fire Protection 

Ms. Weigel reported that this set of policies had been reviewed by the Citizen Advisory 
Committee (CAC), Police and Fire.  She highlighted the changes they had made. 
 

Discussion 

GOAL:  Ensure a high level of public safety by providing police and fire protection and 
emergency preparedness services. 

Staff clarified that this section was about emergency preparedness only as it related to Police 
and Fire, but each and all of the City’s departments had a specific role in the City’s emergency 
preparedness plan.  Chair Gaar observed consensus to accept the goal as proposed.  The 
Commissioners then discussed the following policies. 
 
POLICIES 

1. Ensure fire and police personnel can respond to public safety needs quickly and 
efficiently through adequate personnel, facilities, equipment and communication 
resources, and agreements with other agencies. 

Commissioner Arthur suggested this should specify, ‘and when appropriate through 
agreements with other agencies.’ 
 
2. Require police and fire protection to be considered in the development review 

process.  Particular attention shall be given to: 

a. Fire hydrant locations and sufficient fire flows 
b. Street layout and site design features that ensure emergency vehicle access and 

building identification 
c. Building security 
d. Exterior lighting and landscape design 

Ms. Weigel explained 2.c. was struck because Police and Fire did not practice it and the City 
did not have a high crime rate. 
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Commissioner Bhutani referred to a sheet she had submitted discussing Crime Prevention 
through Environmental Design.  She explained that the concept was to carefully design the 
physical environment to reduce burdens and stresses on infrastructure as well as to reduce 
crime.  She noted that it was an aspect of good urban design and that this policy already 
touched on lighting and landscape design so it could also talk about other tools such as 
defensible space.  Commissioner Johnson suggested using the following language (adapted 
from the sheet) for 2.c.:  ‘Consider proper design and effective use of the built environment to 
reduce the fear of crime, the incidence of crime, and improvement in the quality of life.’  He 
noted it would provide a policy basis for code that would tell planners what to consider when 
reviewing design.  Ms. Andreades confirmed that the Fire Department looked at things like 
hydrant adequacy and street layout in each development application.  Mr. Bunch advised that 
this policy would be there as a basis for code implementation if the Council saw the need for 
such code in the future.  He clarified that the Council could decide then what was to be 
considered and what was to be required.  Chair Gaar observed a consensus to direct staff to 
come back with options related to such a policy, including where it would fit in the Plan. 
 
3. Require all home occupations to comply with the Oregon Fire Code. 

Staff confirmed this was existing policy.  Commissioner Prager questioned whether it 
should be in the Plan if it was a state requirement.  Mr. Bunch recalled issues with home 
occupations related to welding and filbert roasting and suggested home occupation review 
might be a good thing to consider. 

5. Require new streets to be of high structural quality, sufficient width and adequately 
maintained to ensure emergency vehicle and service equipment access. 

Commissioner Prager inquired if this would require overbuilding streets when the City might 
want skinny streets of good design.  Commissioner Swinford stressed it was important to have 
streets that emergency services could access.  Ms. Andreades advised that the Fire 
Department reviewed all development applications and applied access-way width standards 
that depended on how many lots the access was to serve.  She pointed out that there had not 
been any issues with it.  Mr. Bunch anticipated if an issue arose it would be when areas that 
were accustomed to narrow lanes, were annexed.  He recalled there were already policies that 
spoke to balancing the needs of public facilities and utilities with neighborhood livability in the 
Transportation Systems Plan (TSP).  Chair Gaar observed a consensus to direct staff to 
suggest additional language related to balancing neighborhood character and street widths in 
a way that did not affect public safety. 
 
6. Maintain contract agreements to provide fire protection services outside the City 

provided: 

a. Actions are consistent with the City’s Public Facility Plan and Comprehensive 
Plan goals and policies pertaining to public facilities and services and 
urbanization 

b. Adequate resources exist to provide these services 
c. Arrangements are in the City’s financial interests 

Staff proposed to remove ‘contract’ because it was an unnecessary word. 
 
7. Participate in mutual aid agreements,* where firefighting resources are dispatched 

to other jurisdictions upon request, if the agreements ensure equal and reciprocal 
benefits and enhance the City’s ability to provide fire protection throughout the City. 

Ms. Weigel related this was an existing policy that had just been cleaned up a little bit.  
Commissioners Johnson and Prager observed it was not about land use.  Chair Gaar recalled 
the new approach to the Comprehensive Plan was not purely land use oriented.  Mr. Powell 
related that including policies like this in the Comprehensive Plan was inviting the City 
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Attorney’s review and advice.  He advised against drafting a Plan that would make every 
mutual aid agreement a land use decision by the Planning Commission. 
 
Chair Gaar inquired what happened if the City wanted to negotiate an agreement that did not 
offer it equal and reciprocal benefits but was justified in some other way.  Mr. Powell’s 
interpretation was that this policy did not forbid other agreements. 

Mr. Powell and Mr. Bunch agreed that there could be ways to craft the Plan so it was clear 
whether a policy was considered to be land use related.  Mr. Bunch advised that some 
agreements, including mutual aid agreements with nearby cities for law enforcement and fire, 
had to be consistent with the Statewide Planning Goal related to public facilities and were 
necessary to ensure the adequate provision of public facilities and services to accommodate 
land use, population, and economic growth in the future.  Chair Gaar directed staff to come 
back with a rationale for removing it and to specify where it would be found if it were removed. 
 
8. The Fire Department will strive to reach the location of fire alarms within the City 

within eight minutes or less. 

9. The Police Department will strive to reach the location of emergency calls for 
protection of life and property within a maximum time of five minutes. 

Commissioners Bhutani and Johnson observed that the above two policies had to do with 
where to locate fire and police stations and that was directly related to land use planning. 
 
Commissioner Prager recalled the CAC had discussed whether specifying the number of 
minutes was being too specific.  Ms. Weigel reported Police and Fire preferred to have the 
policies specify the time. 
 
10. Decrease the possibility of wildfires and their potential for destruction through 

public education, the community development code, emergency planning and 
maintenance of fire‐fighting resources. 

Commissioner Arthur would change the wording to, ‘Decrease and minimize the possibility…’ 
 
12. Build safety awareness, create educational opportunities and implement safety 

programs for the community. 

Ms. Weigel reported this was a new policy that reflected current Police and Fire practice.  
Commissioner Swinford suggested replacing ‘Build’ with ‘Create.’ 
 

Definitions: 

Mutual Aid Agreement:  An agreement between Lake Oswego and other cities and fire 
districts whereby firefighting resources are dispatched to other jurisdictions upon their 
request. 

Mr. Powell suggested this definition duplicated the related policy. 
 
13. Ensure that police and fire protection service providers are involved with land use 

decisions that have implications for the provision of emergency services. 

Ms. Weigel explained that she had crafted this policy and then found the CAC, Police and Fire 
did not favor it because it created another level of participation that Police and Fire were not 
necessarily prepared to commit to. 
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Public Facilities and Services:  Wastewater Collection and Treatment 

Ms. St. Amand reported the Council had recently adopted the Wastewater Management Plan.  
She explained that the proposed policies emphasized correction of system deficiencies; 
system repair and improvement; and focused on the problem of infiltration and inflow.  The 
Commissioners highlighted the following goals and policies. 
 

Discussion 

GOAL:  Provide adequate and efficient wastewater collection and treatment systems to 

a. Meet the present and future needs of Lake Oswego residents and businesses; and 
b. Improve the City’s environmental quality. 
c. Serve land within the Urban Services Boundary. 
 
Policies/Action Item 

14. Promote water conservation measures to reduce wastewater and minimize impacts 
to the wastewater collection system. 

Action Item:  Explore innovative ways for new development and redevelopment to 
minimize impact on the wastewater system, such as gray water systems (on‐site reuse 
of shower and bath wastewater, bathroom sink water, kitchen sink and laundry 
wastewater onsite). 

Staff observed that Policy 14 and the action item were proposed because the CAC had 
suggested addressing innovation and conservation. 
 
16. As part of the City’s public facility plan, maintain a plan for a wastewater collection 

system that serves land within the City’s Urban Service Boundary. 

Ms. St. Amand explained that the purpose of new Policy 16 was to distinguish between the 
planning area and the area the system served today.  Commissioner Bhutani suggested if 
serving the entire area was a goal, then Item c. should be retained in the goal statement. 
 
3. Comply with federal, state and local clean water requirements. 

Commissioner Arthur would have this refer to ‘applicable’ requirements. 
 
7. Extend wastewater collection service to 

a. Declared health hazard areas within the Urban Services Boundary; and 
b. Property within the City limits. 

Staff advised 7.a. reflected state policy to force a failed septic system area to annex and hook 
up to the municipal system. 
 
11. Ensure that wastewater utility revenues are adequate to meet the operating and 

maintenance costs of the wastewater collection and treatment system and to fund 
required capital projects. 

Commissioner Swinford questioned having this policy in the Plan because it was 
finance/budget related and it was something the City was not currently doing.  Staff advised it 
was existing policy, even if the City was not doing it.  Commissioner Johnson and staff advised 
there was a land use connection.  They pointed out that the Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP) was supposed to be consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and Public Facilities Plan 
(PFP); and Systems Development Charges (SDCs) paid for development impacts on the 
system.  Staff suggested the policy could be honed to better reflect the nexus between land 
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use and capital projects that ensured the system was adequate as the City grew.  They 
indicated that the operating and maintenance aspect could be addressed somewhere else. 
 
Chair Gaar recalled a CAC discussion that the plan was fine, but the system was an issue.  He 
wanted to see adequate funding for the existing entity as it started to grow and be expanded.  
He directed staff to suggest better language that all the Commissioners could support.  Mr. 
Powell advised them to make it clear this was not just about rate-making or utility revenues. 
He indicated that there were other ways to fund expansion of the system and a policy that 
seemed to call for everything to be paid for by utility rates could create debate. 
 
15. Develop standards for the Tryon Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (TCWTP) that 

accommodate new regulatory and environmental conditions, while avoiding or 
mitigating negative off‐site impacts to adjacent land uses. 

Staff reported that this was a new policy.  Commissioner Johnson was concerned about the 
way it was worded.  He pointed out that the plant was next to the Foothills area and the City 
needed to protect the plant from encroachment by incompatible uses.  He suggested the 
standards should call for new development to accommodate the plant through things like 
buffers and screening.  Ms. Andreades reported staff and the Portland Bureau of 
Environmental Services (BES) had been discussing adopting plant performance standards 
which would enable the plant to coexist with residences. 
 
Commissioner Hennelly suggested calling for standards to both ‘accommodate and anticipate’ 
new regulatory conditions.  He cited the example of Portland failing to anticipate a problem 
with open reservoirs. 
 
Chair Gaar announced a five minute recess and then reconvened the meeting. 
 
Public Facilities and Services:  Water Collection Treatment and Delivery 

Ms. Selden advised the Water Master Plan was last updated in 2001.  She reported that the 
Plan and more recent Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership findings were that the supply 
system was out of date and firm capacity was exceeded on peak demand days.  She 
explained that ‘Firm capacity’ was the capacity when the largest pump, filter or some other 
component was out of service.  She noted that the City had hired a water conservation 
specialist and adopted a number of related plans. 
 

Discussion 

GOAL:  Ensure a reliable, safe and adequate supply of water for public health, safety, 
and economic development. 

Ms. Selden anticipated the preamble would explain that ‘supply’ related to quantity, quality, 
pressure and flow.  Commissioners Bhutani and Prager questioned why this goal should be 
more specific than other goals.  Commissioner Prager could think of other uses for water 
besides public health, safety, and economic development; one example was for a swimming 
pool.  Chair Gaar inquired about public input in support of this goal.  Ms. Selden related that 
there had not been many survey questions related to water policy and that Public Works staff 
had helped craft this goal. 
 
Policies 

Commissioner Hennelly observed there was no policy related to how to alert the population if 
there was a problem related to water.  Staff advised those procedures would be outlined in the 
City’s emergency response plans; however, there could be a policy calling for implementing 
those plans.  Commissioner Johnson observed that was not related to land use.  Chair Gaar 
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recalled the current approach to the Comprehensive Plan was different and not everything was 
land use related.  Ms. Selden agreed to craft a policy for the CAC to consider. 
 
1. Provide a sufficient supply of high quality water at adequate pressure to meet 

consumption and fire flow projections and emergency storage needs. 
1. Ensure the supply of treated water meets or exceeds all state and federal standards. 
2. Ensure the design, operation, and maintenance of the City’s water system provides 

adequate fire protection to the residents, businesses and institutions served by the 
City’s system. 

Policies 1 and 2 replaced existing Policy 1.  Commissioner Bhutani asked staff to make it 
clearer that ‘supply’ included emergency storage needs. 
 
8. Recognize that the City of Lake Oswego is the ultimate provider of water service 

within its Urban Services Boundary. 

Mr. Bunch asked if the goal should include eventually being able to provide water to all 
properties within the Urban Services Boundary (USB).  Commissioner Johnson advised 
against it because there were water districts that had standards equal to any cities and they 
would be around for a long time.  He and Mr. Powell differed on whether state law meant they 
had to go away after their areas were annexed to the City.  Mr. Powell planned to provide 
information about that.  Commissioner Johnson questioned why the City should have to take 
on the expense of providing water to areas where there was already an entity and a system 
providing water service.  Ms. Selden advised that some water districts were in good condition 
and some were not and this policy would allow the City to take over a failing water district.  
Commissioner Johnson recalled the CAC discussion that when a district failed the City would 
take over, but as long as the district was doing a good job the City would not go in.  Ms. 
Selden advised the agreement with each district specified the terms for their provision of 
service. 
 
3. Promote and support local and regional efforts to protect and manage the 

Clackamas and Willamette River watersheds* for municipal uses. 

4. Protect Lake Oswego’s water rights on the Clackamas and Willamette Rivers. 

Ms. Selden agreed to rearrange these policies and group them together with Policy 10. 
 
5. Establish and maintain codes and standards that require developers where legally 

permissible to: 

a. Modify, replace, renew, and extend the public water system as necessary to 
serve new development; 

b. Design and construct modifications, replacements, renewals, and extensions of 
the public water system to facilitate the orderly and efficient extension of public 
water service to future development; and 

c. Ensure access to all public water facilities as required by City codes and 
standards through the granting and recording of public utility easements. 

Staff advised that ‘renew’ included cleaning, lining, and coating, which were things that could 
be done instead of replacement of pipes. 
 
6. Require all development in Lake Oswego to connect to the municipal water system 

unless the development is within the service boundaries of another water district 
and that district is authorized to provide municipal water service within the City’s 
Urban Services Boundary pursuant to Intergovernmental Agreement. 

Ms. Selden suggested that the word ‘all’ be removed because the intent was to have new 
development trigger this. 
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8. Recognize that the City of Lake Oswego is the ultimate provider of water service 
within its Urban Services Boundary. 

Commissioner Swinford suggested staff revise the wording to make the intent clearer. 
 
9. Promote efficiency and longevity of the municipal water system by including 

sustainability principles in its planning, design, construction and operation. 

Ms. Selden advised that ‘sustainability’ would be explained at the beginning of the Plan and 
defined in the Definitions section. 
 
10. Promote and participate in regional and sub-regional relationships with other 

agencies regarding water supply planning and management. 

Commissioner Swinford suggested editing this to remove ‘Promote” and start with ‘Participate’. 
 
11. With annexation, require properties to connect to a municipal water supply when it 

is physically and legally available, and disclose information and encourage 
abandonment of any existing domestic wells according to State standards. 

Commissioner Hennelly was aware that new wells were being drilled in the City.  Ms. Selden 
advised there was no city permitting process for drilling a well and the State did not allow a city 
to prohibit someone from having a well and using the well water.  She indicated that she had 
tried to find out how many wells there were in the city, but had been unable to find a count.  
She knew two CAC members had wells on their property but those wells were not listed in the 
state databases she had looked at.  She advised that annexation would be the trigger that 
allowed the City to require connection to the City water system.  She clarified that the City 
could not require the owner to use the City water or to discontinue using well water.  Mr. 
Powell agreed the City could require hookup to City water upon annexation. 
 
Commissioner Johnson suggested the policy should specify, ‘proper abandonment’ because 
there were proper ways to do that. 
 
Commissioner Swinford inquired why wells were of concern now.  Ms. Selden related that 
Public Works staff was concerned about the possibility of cross contamination between the 
municipal system and contaminated well water.  Commissioner Johnson thought the plumbing 
code would require well water to be on a separate system that was not connected to the 
municipal water supply.  Chair Gaar recalled public input indicated people were not willing to 
give up their wells.  He inquired about the scope of the problem.  Staff indicated that Planning 
staff had not been able to determine that due to lack of records about wells.  Commissioner 
Johnson estimated that about one-third of the properties in his neighborhood (which was 
surrounded by the City) had wells.  Commissioner Swinford suggested the City could ask 
people to register their wells with the City and only regulate wells for abandonment or safety 
concerns.  Commissioner Prager suggested not being so specific at the policy level and 
making addressing wells an action item. 
 
Chair Gaar polled the Commissioners.  Commissioner Johnson supported the proposed 
policy.  He recalled the CAC had observed that keeping wells promoted large lots with less 
development and infill.  Commissioner Arthur supported making this an action item and would 
encourage use of the municipal water supply.  He clarified that when an owner had a perfectly 
functioning well and was not developing or annexing the property they should be able to 
continue to use the well.  He asked if the City ever forced annexation.  Mr. Powell advised 
there was a Plan policy that required the City to annex islands, but the City had not been doing 
that. 
 
Commissioner Bhutani explained she could not take a position on whether to have this policy 
or make it an action item because she did not yet understand the severity of the contamination 
issue.  Chair Gaar indicated he would accept the proposed language for now, but he wanted 
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more information about the extent of the problem before he voted on the policies.  
Commissioner Hennelly did not favor moving this forward in any manner.  He needed more 
information about the nuances of the policy and what the action process was.  Commissioner 
Swinford indicated she did not favor having this policy here.  She explained that she needed 
more information.  She noted the issue was related to annexation and might not belong here.   
She clarified that she had no problem with use of wells for irrigation or family water.  She 
questioned why wells would be considered high risks as soon as the property was inside the 
City if they had existed for a long time.  Commissioner Prager indicated he needed more 
information; it felt like an action item.  He pointed out that ‘require’ was strong language that 
the Commission had been shying away from using.  He indicated he would be more 
comfortable with providing incentives for this with annexation.  He indicated that he did not 
know enough about the severity of the problem to require this for all annexations. 
 
Ms. Selden offered to work with Public Works staff and get more information to share with the 
CAC and the Commission before the hearing.  She summarized that the general feedback she 
heard was that unless there was an identified, significant, health and safety problem, the 
majority of the Commissioners did not think the new policy was necessary; it was a 
Recommended Action Measure and it could stay at that level as an implementing item.  Chair 
Gaar specifically asked for more information about safety.  Commissioner Swinford asked staff 
to address the questions of whether a property had to hook up to public water upon 
annexation; if a person who had a well could keep it for irrigation; and if the well issue was a 
separate, stand-alone issue.  Mr. Powell advised that he would provide information to clarify 
the question of whether the special water district went away and the City served the area after 
annexation. 
 

7.2 Comprehensive Plan Update – Community Health & Public Safety, Part 2 (PP 10-0007) 

Follow-up item from the Commission’s November 5, 2012, and November 14, 2012, work 
sessions on Energy and Environment goals and policies, when the Commission recommended 
having broader green-building policies in this section.  Discussion of potential Green Building 
policies. 

Ms. St. Amand reported that the CAC was about to review these policies in a few days and 
they would also be considering use of the term ‘hub’.  She asked the Commissioners to 
examine the new goal and policies related to Green Building.  She explained that since 1994, 
there are now additional ways to provide energy.  Based on the Commission’s November 
discussion, staff drafted a new Policy C to capture energy efficiency and green building, and 
the other policies were restructured to support the goal.  She asked if the revisions captured 
the intent of its November comments, and if it provides the policy framework for future work to 
the code as it applies to development.  The discussion focused on the following items: 
 

Discussion 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY GOAL: 

C. Increase energy efficiency and the use of renewable energy improvements. 

Definition: 

Green building: the practice of creating structures and using processes that are 
environmentally responsible and resource‐efficient throughout a building's life‐cycle 
from siting to design, construction, operation, maintenance, renovation and 
deconstruction.  This practice expands and complements the classical building design 
concerns of economy, utility, durability, and comfort. (Source: EPA) 

1. Develop incentives to encourage new development and redevelopment projects to 
incorporate green building practices* such as Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED)* in design and construction. 
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Commissioner Bhutani advised there were different kinds of LEED (e.g., Neighborhood LEED 
and LEED buildings).  Ms. St. Amand planned to check on how to use LEED as an umbrella 
term. Commissioner Johnson stated that he thought the proposed goal and policies were close 
to capturing the Commission’s November discussion. 
 
5. Promote energy and efficiency and renewable energy use in the development code 

for all types of development while considering compatibility with surrounding land 
uses; and provide flexibility to incorporate future new technologies that support 
energy efficiency. 

Action Items: 

 Assess the development code to identify barriers to implementation of 
small‐scale renewable energy generation, storage, and delivery systems, 
including compatibility with surrounding uses. 

 Update the Community Development Code by creating a new standard that 
promotes energy efficiency through a range of options, incorporating the current 
Solar Access Standard as one option, while addressing compatibility with 
surrounding land uses. 

 Options that promote energy‐efficiency in development and redevelopment: 
 maximize natural heating/lighting by supporting solar access through site 

planning 
 maximize natural cooling by the installation of native trees and landscaping 
 allowances for placement of energy generating equipment such as solar 

panels and 
 wind turbines 
 installation of systems that collect renewable energy (cisterns for rain water, 

etc.) 
 construction using energy efficient plumbing and electrical systems as well 

as lighting, windows, and other building materials. 

The Commissioners discussed the question of specifying solar and wind turbines.  They 
observed that there might be new ways of harnessing power in 20 years.  Commissioner 
Swinford suggested that ‘wind turbines’ be stricken because they created problems for wildlife 
and their appearance detracted from community character.  Commissioner Johnson would not 
ban turbines outright because the City had commercial and industrial areas where they might 
be appropriate.  Commissioner Bhutani agreed and pointed out the language that specified 
‘compatibility with surrounding land uses.’ 
 
Ms. Andreades explained that the existing Plan was very specific about solar and solar was 
often in conflict with the tree code.  She indicated that one possibility for updating the Plan was 
to have a menu of ways to become energy efficient.  She observed that future technology for 
wind power generation might render the devices more compatible with residential uses and 
they might not always be large units on top of a building.  Chair Gaar cited nuclear energy and 
held that all energy generating equipment had to be compatible with surrounding uses.  Chair 
Gaar observed consensus to wait to discuss details, such as the types of energy included, in 
the action planning phase. 
 

8. OTHER BUSINESS – PLANNING COMMISSION 

Commissioner Johnson reported that CAC members were concerned about the possibility that 
the CAC would not be involved to the end of the Comprehensive Plan update process.  
Commissioners Johnson, Bhutani and Chair Gaar listed many benefits of having the CAC 
involved. 
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9. OTHER BUSINESS – COMMISSION FOR CITIZEN INVOVLEMENT 

None. 
 

10. SCHEDULE REVIEW 

The Commissioners observed that the schedule was packed and there was little support for 
scheduling longer meetings.  Chair Gaar planned to work on the schedule with staff. 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT 

There being no other business Chair Gaar adjourned the meeting at 9:55 p.m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Iris McCaleb  /s/ 
Iris McCaleb 
Administrative Support 


