
CITY OF CLARKSTONPRIVATE 
PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES
March 7, 2016
CALL TO ORDER:

6:00 P.M., Clarkston City Hall, Chair Murray
ROLL CALL:
John Murray, Margo McCroskey, Terry Owen, Jr., Bob Gilbertson, Jim Merrill
             


Staff:    Vickie Storey, Jim Martin
APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Minutes of the February 1, 2016 meeting were approved on a motion by GILBERTSON/OWEN. 
REGULAR BUSINESS:  
A. Shorelines Master Plan, Update
Don Brigham (planning consultant) and Karst Riggers (Asotin County Planner) presented an update of the Shoreline Master Plan progress.
Brigham said the process is reaching the stage where the City will need to become more active with workshops and public hearings.  Brigham provided a website where the plan can be found. Brigham referred to a map of the Shoreline plan.  The majority of the shoreline within the city limits will be designated as recreational with some along the west end of the Port being designated as high intensity. 

Riggers explained the schedule for proceeding with adoption of the plan. The anticipated completion date is September. Merrill asked if there are changes anticipated as a result of public input. Riggers said the process has been ongoing for a couple of years. There has been significant public input and there is a citizen advisory committee working on it.  The Corp of Engineers is involved because they control a lot of the land covered by the plan. The SEPA process and review by Dept. of Commerce will be done. Riggers said there may be some adverse comments from Dept. of Ecology. Murray asked about Planning Commission workshops. Riggers said it could be a joint workshop with the City and the County. After hearings, workshops and public meetings, the Planning Commission should make a recommendation to the City Council for adoption. 
Merrill asked if anything will change.  Riggers said it is possible that at some point the Corp may turn some property over to the cities or county for development purposes. This is a 20 year plan. 

Riggers said that the recreational designation allows more uses than conservancy or some of the other designations. 

Murray commented that the Planning Commission job would be to visit the website and become familiar with the proposed plan. The website is also a good place to find descriptions of the various designations. 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS:  
A. Beekeeping – Discussion
Murray asked Riggers if the County regulates beekeeping. He said they do not at this time. 
Murray asked if the members have had time to review a draft ordinance that PWD Martin provided. The proposed purpose statement is acceptable.

There is also a document that Terry Owen provided with some suggested changes and additions.

Definitions – Owen suggested the addition of “abatement”. There is no definition provided, but removal of the bees is anticipated as an abatement method. Martin said the owner would given the opportunity to relocate them if abatement became necessary. 
Beekeeping equipment – John Freeman asked why extractors is included. He said an extractor is a centrifuge used to extract honey from a certain type of comb. He said there is a thing called an excluder that keeps the queen in. 

PWD Martin said he is not getting specific information from those involved and there are several council committees and others who send him material.  He suggested that a base draft document be prepared to work from.  Murray said the commission can review Martin’s draft and he can amend it based on input and use that draft to move forward.  

The addition of “nuisance” is questioned and is there a definition? Martin said it depends on the topic how a nuisance might be defined.  Murray said he is prepared to say that keeping bees in not a nuisance, but not ready to say they should be allowed in all zones. Owen said he thinks the definition of nuisance in the city code is very vague. 
Larry Nelson commented that there is a lot of interest in beekeeping in the valley with about 40 members in the Valley Beekeeping Association. 
Registration is suggested as a function of the city. Martin said the city would want to know where bees are located. John Freeman said he registers his hive with the Department of Agriculture but it is not required. 

Janet Marugg said there is a state law that requires registration with the Dept. of Agriculture. Martin said there may be a state database that would work for the city.

Location – Larry Nelson asked why front yard location is not allowed. Martin said it is because the public walks along the front of property. Other location restrictions were discussed. 
Owen suggested adding dense hedges be added to fencing requirements. Murray said deciding what constitutes dense is a judgment call.

The number of hives allowed on a property was discussed. 

Written permission requirement if placing hives on property not owned by the beekeeper. 

Annual registration will be reviewed. 

Requeening was discussed. Murray asked who will determine when a hive is aggressive. Swarming will be removed since it is a natural process.

Requirement for certification was questioned. Consensus seemed to be that most beekeepers in the city would be hobbyists and there would be no need for certification. Larry Nelson said the Valley Beekeeping organization does not offer certification although they do offer education. The state organization has a written exam for certification. 
Having hives near penned animals language will be removed. 

Insurance – delete.

Adequate space to prevent overcrowding is deleted.

Orientation is deleted.

Compliance – penalties should follow the basic zoning code.  There was some discussion about the potential severity of penalties. 
Appropriate zones. Suggested limiting to single family dwelling property. Exception for educational locations may be included. 

Nuisance was discussed. Murray suggested it should become a nuisance when it fails to comply with city standards. Martin said he would like to meet with the beekeepers prior to writing a second draft. 

Espresso / Food Stands and Food Trucks – Discussion 
MOTION BY MERRILL/MCCROSKEY to postpone discussion until a future meeting. 

COMMUNICATIONS:

A. From Public,  Nelson asked about language that says a complaint could generate a nuisance designation. 
B. Written,  N/A

C. From Planning Commission – 
D. Staff Reports.- 
ADJOURNMENT:


Meeting adjourned at 7:21 p.m.  
 







__________________________










John Murray, Chair
