City of Springfield:
Work Session Meeting

MINUTES OF THE.WORK SESSION MEETING OF
THE SPRINGFIELD CITY COUNCIL HELD
MONDAY, JUNE 4, 2007

The City of Springfield Council met in a work session in the Jesse Maine Meeting Room, 225
Fifth Street, Springfield, Oregon, on Monday, June 4, 2007 at 6:04 p.m., with Council President
Lundberg presiding.

ATTENDANCE

Present were Councilors Lundberg, Wylie, Ballew, Ralston, Woodrow and Pishioneri. Also
present were City Manager Gino Grimaldi, Assistant City Manager Jeff Towery, City Attorney
Joe Leahy, City Recorder Amy Sowa and members of the staff.

Mayor Leiken was absent (excused)..

1. Concurrent Q Street Refinement Plan Amendment and Zoning Map Amendment Regarding
Property Near the Corner of 18" and Q Street.

City Planner David Reesor presented the staff report on this item. The applicant is requesting
these amendments in order to pursue a future professional office building on the subject site. The
applicant chose to apply for the GO Zone and Refinement Plan designation because the City’s
existing definition of the GO Zone designates it as appropriate for areas which serve as a
transition zone, providing a buffer between re51dent1a1 and more intensive commercial
development.

On May 15", 2007, the Planning Commission held a work session and public hearing on the
subject applications (LRP2007-00012 & ZON2007-00011). Other than the applicant, there was
one additional testimonial at the public hearing. The testifying Springfield citizen noted that she
did not oppose the applications, but had questions about how future traffic issues would be
addressed. Staff responded by outlining the review procedures in the site plan review process, of
which the applicant would be requ1red to adhere to during Site Plan revxew of a new professional
office building.

During the Planning Commission deliberation, the Commissioners discussed the appropriateness
of the site as a future GO site. Discussion ensued regarding the location of adjacent Community
Commercial uses and how the existing high traffic volumes contributed to the sites undesirable
characteristics of remaining as a residential zoning district. Planning Commission discussion also
addressed the comparison of the site’s characteristics in comparison to the definition of the GO
zone, and concluded that the site seemed appropriate for GO designation. The Planning
Commission voted unanimously (7-0) to recommend that both the Refinement Plan Amendment

-and Zoning Map Amendment applications be sent to the City Council for consideration and
approval.

Mr. Reesor gave a power point presentation showing the subject property and the adjacent
properties. He said there was a provision in the Metro Plan that allowed approximately thirty-
two auxiliary uses in a residentially designated property. The zone was currently medium
density residential (MDR) and the applicant was requesting general office (GO) zone. There
were.a number of other areas in Springfield with this type of zone within residential areas. The
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applicant’s proposal included a taxed amendment, which created criteria for approval for future
General Office zones that might go into this refinement area and created a policy. He said it was
similar to the Gateway Refinement Plan policies and criteria for siting GO in the refinement
area. Mr. Reesor noted that a couple of edits had been made to the ordinances that had been
included in the agenda packet. He distributed the amended copies of the ordinances.

Councilor Pishioneri asked about the transition of 18® Street between the back of the business
and Q Street. It was currently used as a short cut.

Mr. Reesor referred to one of the photos in the slide presentation which showed the area.

Councilor Pishioneri referred to page 3-71 in the agenda packet which stated, “Some of this
future development is in existing right-of-way that is proposed to be vacated in the future”. -

Mr. Reesor said the applicant was in the process of gathering signatures to apply for a street
vacation for that portion of 18" Street. Their ultimate goal would be to include that portion of
the site in their site plan for a professional office building, if the proposed amendments were
passed. That would help to clean up that corner. During the development issues meeting, staff
from traffic was present and noted there would be no change regarding traffic. There would be
compensation to the City and the action would be coming to Council for approval.

Councilor Pishioneri referred to page 3-46 in the agenda packet, last sentence of the last
paragraph, “The Springfield Drinking Water Protection Overlay Map indicates at least part of the
site appears to be within the 1-year Time of Travel Zone for the 16™ and Q Street Wellfield”. He
asked what type of mitigation would be included in the plan to address that.

Mr. Reesor said those types of requirements would be addressed during the Site Plan review.
The applicant would have to apply for a drinking water protection application. There was certain
criteria that needed to be met.

Councilor Pishioneri asked if the developer would have to improve that street at their cost.

Mr. Reesor said that would also be addressed in Site Plan review. Any new development on that
property would be required to have frontage brought up to current standards, either at that time
or in an agreement that the improvements would be made in the future.

Councilor Pishioneri said there was other development in surrounding areas and he asked if the
improvements would finish off that street. »

Mr. Reesor explained circumstances that would involve the agreement for a future date. The
property owner would be assessed for their share of that improvement at the time of
improvement. . : '

Councilor Pishioneri said he liked the idea of the proposal. He asked if there was enough
setback for the side of the building facing the traffic to be landscaped.

Mr. Reesor said there were provisions in the site plan criteria that addressed screening. He
hadn’t seen the conceptual drawing of the building. Currently, the applicant was just looking at
the zoning change. GO zoning was the strictest as far as what type of uses were allowed.






