CITY OF JEFFERSON
Joint Planning Commission & City Council Worksession
October 3, 2024
6:00 pm

Present: Michael Lloyd, David Jones, Edie O'Neil, Dave Pafundi, Dustin Bridge, Stephanie Franklin,
Chandra Cruikshank, Charles Vickery, Bob Rossiter, Keonali Hutley, David Kellogg, David Watkins

Absent: Jacquelyn Deeds, Mike Myers

Staff: Deanna Donato, Liam Bean, COG Contract Planner

1.

2,

Call to Order: David Watkins was late, so Edie O’Neil called the meeting to order at 6:07 pm
followed by the flag salute. David arrived at end of flag salute.
Introductions: Deputy Aaron West was there to introduce the newest Deputy Kyle Jones. Deputy
Jones then gave a brief introduction of himself and was looking forward to working in the
community. Deanna introduced the three new Planning Commission members, Michael Lloyd,
Dave Pafundi, and Stephanie Franklin. David Watkins then introduced Planner Liam Bean. Liam
gave brief statement about himself and then went into the slide show information.
Training & Info with Planner Liam Bean: Liam gave a short explanation on what this meeting
was about and reminded all that he can not give legal advice, but is willing to do the research and
reach out to the City Attorney on any topic that they may need to clarify. He went on to explain the
types of hearings and procedures that the Planning and sometimes Council often hear. The
hearing types were Legislative which he described as kind of easy, and the other being Quasi-
Judicial which was described as kind of hard. Legislative hearings are when each group will hear
the rule and then debate to make and set policies based on the information before them. Quasi-
Judicial is where each group must be impartial as they are all working as a Judge and interpret the
existing rules.
Legislative amendments are used to set policy for land use or the Comprehensive Plan. No
decision is required and there is no “ticking clock”. Quasi-Judicial the presiding body must act as a
Judge(s) and apply facts to the applicable criteria or rules. This type of hearing has a decision and
a time limit requirement. A decision is required if the hearing is closed. If the record is left open, or
moved to another meeting, then that is not a decision. In this case the clock is run by the applicant,
who can at any time decide to withdraw an application or extend the 120-day time line.
Liam stated that each of these hearing types have a certain procedure required in order to make it
all nice, neat and legal and leave less room to have an appeal to Council or Land Use Board of
Appeals (LUBA). Each planner or City has a script for each type of hearings and they need to be
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read and followed as written.
With a legislative hearing, a decision is not required, disclosure of ex parte contact(s) is also not
required, however, a conflict-of-interest disclosure is required.
Liam stated that because there is a lot of legal issued the scripts for the hearings, MUST be strict
and read exactly as written and follow the steps needed before the hearing begins. He also
reminded them that the public does have an opportunity during the hearing to make their
comments & concerns, but once a hearing is closed, there is no question & answer with the
Planning or Council. Once a hearing is closed the deciding body is to deliberate and then vote.
There is no voting to be done in executive session, all must be in an open meeting. Before the
conclusion of the hearing, anyone can request to submit additional evidence or testimony. When
that happens, the deciding body must grant request and can either continue the hearing to a
specified date, or keep the record open. He reminded them that once a hearing is closed the
Planning and/or Council must avoid ex parte contact. Liam then went over what is and is not ex
parte contact and conflict-of-interest and gave a few scenarios for each. There was also discussion
on Bias.
Liam stated that he likes to keep his scripts all the same so that there is consistency from one
meeting to the next, and tries to keep his staff reports short and to the point and the same each
time one is written for consistency purposes.
The conditions of approval have to be related to project scope; must have a nexus which shows
the existence between condition imposed and impacts of the project. Each group needs to consider
the matter of feasibility such as is the condition under applicant's control to execute.
At the end of each staff report are action options for them to choose from.

1. Motion to approve

2. Motion to approve subject to conditions...

3. Motion to deny

4. Motion to continue the case to a chosen date that must be stated at that time.

There was brief discussion on what Jefferson’s current state of long-term planning consisted of, Liam
discussed what Jefferson currently has and what it needs. His conclusion was that Jefferson is in pretty

good shape for a small town.

There was a question regarding SB 1537 regarding UGB expansion. Liam explained that for small towns,
this bill is not all that great for small towns. He went on to say the SB 1537 has many restrictions and adds
development requirements.

Liam gave some ideas for each group to start or complete as new members will be joining in January after
the election. He thought that Planning should continue to thoughtfully incorporate new housing legislation
and to prepare for long-term planning processes. Council should work on completing goals for the next
five years and to direct Staff to pursue long term planning goals.
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4. PC Approval of April 19, 2024 Minutes: Dave Jones moved to approve the minutes as written and
Dustin Bridge seconded. Edie called for a vote and all were in favor and passed unanimously.

5. cc Approval of Accounts Payable: Bob Rossiter moved to approve the updated list of accounts
payable and Charles Vickery seconded. David Kellogg had questions on a couple of items and was
satisfied with the answers given. David Watkins called for a vote and all were in favor and passed

unanimously.
6. Visitors: None

7. Commission/Council/Staff Questions or Comments: Edie asked if the PC was going to have a
meeting in November. Liam said there could possibly be a meeting on November 7, but we should have
a definite answer in the next few days.

8. Adjournment: Keonali moved to adjourn and Bob seconded. All were in favor of adjournment and the
meeting ended at 7:37 pm.
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