
CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE - ENERGY ELEMENT 
REGULAR ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

CITY HALL CONFERENCE ROOM 

July 9, 2018 - 6:00 p.m. 

REGULAR ADVISORY COMMITIEE MEETING - 6:00 p.m. 

1. Call to Order/Roll Call at 6:00 p.m. 

Members Present: Members Absent: 

Hannah Sohl Emily Berlant - City Council liaison 

Susan Bizeau 
Eleanor Ponomareff 
Charles Roome 

Also Present: 

Connor Shields, RARE Participant/Energy Efficiency Coordinator 

2. Overview of the Task (0:00) 

3. Invitation for Citizen Introductions and Commentary (0:00) 

4. Approval of Committee Meeting 1 and 2 Minutes (0:56) 

4.1 June 11, 2018 Minutes 

Discussion: 

Chair Ponomareff noted that the roll call didn't include City Council liaison Emily Berlant as being 

present. Shields confirmed that had been corrected . 

Motion: Chair Ponomareff moved that without any objects, that the minutes be approved as 

amended. 

Vote: All ayes. Motion passed unanimously. 

4.2 June 25, 2018 Minutes 

Discussion: 

Minutes were not included in packet but will appear in the next meeting packet. 

5. Informational Items for Policy 1 Language (2:06) 
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Items included as informational and not to be presented on but opportunity for questions. 

5.1 Oregon Residential Specialty Code: Snapshot+ History (0:00) 

5.2 City of Talent 2017 System Development Charges (SDC) Table (2:50) 

Discussion: 

• Member Sohl asked about SOC rate adjustments. Shields responded that socs are 

charged when a party builds a development in Talent and that certain fees apply to all 

developments. Shields explained that in order to offer incentives for green building, it 

would be as a reduction in at least one of the SOC charges or by granting a density 

bonus in an effort to promote building beyond state code for energy efficiency. The 

rates were included in the packet as context and identifying which charges might be 

appropriate to suggest a suggestion. 

• Chair Ponomareff asked if 2016 and 2017 charges were the same. Member Sohl 

confirmed. 

• Chair Ponomareff asked if comprehensive plan elements could specifically identify an 

amount of SOC adjustments. Shields responded that that would be too specific and that 

the group should focus on making a suggestion related to which SOC would be 

appropriate to reduce. Shields suggested the transportation or parks development 

charges, or staying broad and suggest that community development considers reducing 

an SOC. Member Ponoroff said that the group could say that developers be incentivized 

to "do good things". Member Bizeau said she liked the idea of incentivizing through a 

reduction of fees. Member Sohl agreed and opposed a density increase because it 

doesn't make sense to offer an incentive to reduce energy but be building larger. Shields 

agreed. Member Sohl reiterated that it makes sense to go with Member Bizeau's 

suggestion. 

• Member Ponomoraff asked if a preference should be stated for a reduction of fees over 

a density bonus. Member Sohl suggested just saying "reduction of fees" and not 

including "density bonus" in the incentive. 

• Member Bizeau feels the CAC's role is advisory and that incentivizing means reducing 

associated costs. 

• Member Ponomoraff reiterated that the consensus is to just say "incentivize through a 

reduction of fees". 

• There was a discussion about what "density bonus" means - whether it is more houses 

or smaller houses. Shields confirmed that his understanding is that it means that it 

would allow for less dense building by increasing gross floor area. Member Sohl read 

from the packet "density bonus i.e. allowing a developer to construct a building that is 

larger than what is typically permitted in that zone" . Shields confirmed. Member 

Ponomoraff asked for staff to come back with additional clarity on what a density bonus 

is and wants to make sure it's aligned with affordable housing goals. There was 

consensus to include the incentive for now until further information. 

Motion: Member Bizeau moved to remove "or density bonus" from implementation 

strategy 1.5. Member Sohl seconded. 

Citizen Advisory Committee Regular Meeting Minutes I July 9, 2018 I Page 2 



Discussion: Member Roome noted that we're taking something out before we know 

what it means and it will have to be revisited. Member Sohl suggested we approve the 

rest and wait on this one sentence. 

Vote: the vote failed. 

• Hannah Sohl asked if the new codes were effective now related to residential specialty 

codes. Shields said 2017 codes are the most up to date. Sohl asked about commercial 

energy efficiency standards. Shields said they're currently in an update process for 2019. 

5.3 Character Compatible, Space-Efficient Housing Options for Single-Dwelling Neighborhoods 

Report, State of Oregon's Transportation and Growth Management Program (0:00) 

6. Approval or Amendment of Policy 1 Suggested Changes (0:00) 

6.1Policy1 +Introduction (18:10) 

• The introduction was consented for approval. 

• Susan Bizeau said she was confused by numbers. Hannah Sohl said the numbers came 

from an RVCOG Energy Assessment of the Rogue Valley. Bizeau suggested that that be 

added as a footnote. Everyone agreed. 

• The committee identified each strategy and waited for comments. 

• Hannah Sohl asked, regarding Implementation Strategy 1.2C, ifthe inclusion of 

"financially responsible and timely manner" was necessary to include as it's not in any 

other strategy. Susan Bizeau said she was also curious about its necessity for inclusion, 

that we assume the city operates in that way already. After a discussion about the 

International Dark Sky Association and LED Streetlight Conversion, there was consensus 

to keep the language as is. 

• Hannah Sohl commented on Implementation Strategy 1.2F and Implementation 

Strategy 1.2G and Implementation Strategy 1.2H. She said she really like these three but 

is curious if they belong in Comp Plan since they have to do with the school district or if 

they should be in the school districts planning. 

o Charles Roome added that the school district, fire department and ( ) don't 

have anything to do with the city government. He said that the strategies say to 

"work with". 

o Sohl said that ifthe City Council or Planning Commission has a problem with it 

then they can remove it when it comes before them. 

o The three strategies Sohl identified were consented to keep as is. 

• The committee reaffirmed that Implementation Strategy 1.SB is waiting for clarification 

on "density bonuses". 

• Hannah Sohl asked if Implementation Strategy 1.SE should be in Energy Generation and 

not Energy Efficiency. Eleanor Ponomoraff read the strategy into the record. Members 

discussed passive solar, solar shading, solar access conflicts . Sohl asked if there was 

solar access ordinance already on the books. Shields said he believes so but would need 

to confirm. Sohl said that if we already have an ordinance around solar access and solar 
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shading, then it's not needed in the Energy Element. Shields said he'd look into it and 

bring the update to the next meeting. 

~ Hannah Sohl asked if Objective 1.6 was a new objective. Shields said yes, that it 

emerged from a conversation with building codes division and an employee from DEQ. 

• Charles Roome reverted to Implementation Strategy 1.SC and Implementation Strategy 

1.SD and brought density bonuses up again. There was a discussion about its inclusion 

and agreement to apply the same decision to both instances when clarity is found . 

• Eleanor Ponomoroff ready Objective 1.6 into the record. Shields added that the Talent 

Zoning Code currently doesn't include any phrasing about "cottage type clusters". 

Hannah Sohl asked about inclusion in the Housing Element and ifthis is in sync with 

affordable housing, or if it belongs in this element at all. She also asked if the language is 

being used in other elements, in general, to ensure consistency in language. She then 

asked about increasing energy efficiency in residential homes through building. Shields 

said he saw it that by design we could get to housing that is more energy efficient, and 

likely smaller or denser. Shields identified that the language is from State Goal 13. 

Charles Roome asked about saying something about low-income housing. Sohl asked if 

that belongs in the Energy Element or if we need to change the zoning code. 

Ponomoraff suggested that it say that nothing in this element contradicts affordable 

housing goals. Shields thinks there's language in Policy 2 regarding being in compliance 

with the housing needs analysis. 

• Hannah Sohl asked Shields to say, in his own words, what Objective 1.6 should 

accomplish. Shields response was "if it wasn't permitted in Talent to have houses that 

would, by design, by building them, would use less energy, increasing an allowable use". 

Sohl asked if it wasn't allowed now. Shields said he doesn't think it's called out but will 

investigate. Pono mo raff suggested broadening. Sohl suggested keeping as is for now but 

wait for more information related to what's in the housing element already so it can be 

built onto or clarified more and adding an efficiency component to what's already in the 

housing element. Ponomoraff celebrated the work to align and synchronize the 

different elements. 

• Ponomoraff recapped from the discussion of Policy 1. 

Motion: Charles Roome moved to conditionally approve Policy 1 with input from staff on various 

questions. Susan Bizeau seconded. 

Discussion: Hannah Sohl asked for a friendly amendment to include "including but not limited to 1.6, 

1.SB, and 1.SC". The amendment was accepted. Charles Roome asked for an amendment to include 

"upon input from staff". The amendment was accepted. 

Motion (final): To conditionally approve Policy 1, upon the input from staff on various questions 

including but not limited to 1.6, 1.SB, and 1.SC. 

Vote: all ayes. Motion passed unanimously. 

7. Informational Items for Policy 2 Language (0:00) 

7.1S.B. 1547 Oregon Community Solar Program Predevelopment and interconnection 

guidelines, Sustainable Northwest Memorandum (0:00) 
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8. Approval or Amendment of Policy 2 Suggested Changes (52:39) 

8.1Policy2: Energy Generation (0:00) 

• Chair Ponomareff opened a discussion about the suggested Policy 2 language contained 

in the July 9 meeting packet making mention of her comment on the draft's initial policy 

statement about including a target date for Policy 2's implementation. 

• Vice Chair Sohl emphasized her concern that the Policy 2 timeline ought to be consistent 

with the Clean Energy Action Plan. Chair Ponomareff explained her understanding that 

the difference in timelines represents the City's preferred or realistic timeline to 

implement the policy. Member Bizeau expressed her view that a date did not have to be 

included in the initial policy statement; that a date would not affect policy 

implementation. The group discussed the viewpoint. Member Roome asked the group if 

an amendment to the introduction, that would explain the difference in aspiratory 

implementation timelines, would be a favored addition to the document. A discussion 

ensued. 

• Consensus: The group decided on including a parenthetical statement immediately 

following the language "by 2038" that explains that the year 2038 coincides with the 

Energy Element's intended planning period. 

• Discussion surrounding the rewording of Objective 2.1 ensued. Member Sohl expressed 

desire to reword Objective 1.2 to include education for city residents that includes 

technical knowledge required to develop private solar systems. A discussion gathered 

around what the amendment of Objective 2.1 would look like. The group brainstormed 

about how the education provided would need to include to better support the actual 

acquisition of solar in Talent. 

• Consensus: The group reached a consensus to create a new Implementation Strategy 

l.2e which explains the nature of the City's educational role. This role was described as 

the City dedicating staff time and resources to providing an advisory service to members 

of the public requesting assistance on the development of solar technology. 

• Consensus: The group also agreed to amend Objective 1.2 to be more specific about the 

type of education the City will provide on renewable energy. 

• Member Sohl expressed concern about Objective 2.l's implementation strategies being 

too specific with the use of the names of existing organizations. 

• Member Sohl asked for specificity in the language of Implementation Strategy 1.2d 

regarding financing entities. 

• A discussion began around the wording of partner organizations listed in 

Implementation Strategy 2.la. 

• Consensus: The group agreed on amending Implementation Strategy 1.2d to specify the 

frequency of the City's progress reporting on renewable energy developments in Talent. 

• Chair Ponomareff entertained a discussion to begin on Objective 2.2. Member Sohl 

expressed her opinion that the suggested changes to Objective 2.2 and its associated 

Implementation Strategies represented a significant departure from the previous 

version and that a longer discussion was needed to discuss this section of the document. 

• Member Bizeau requested that the remaining time be used for the verbal definition of 

phrases missing context (e.g. "community solar") . Chair Ponomareff asked the group if 
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they would support the use of remaining time for definitions. The group stated its 

support. 

• Chair Ponomareff briefly summarized the group's homework for the next meeting which 

included providing staff with additional comments on Objective 2.2 and beyond for 

Policy 2 and on the entirety of Policy 3 prior to the next meeting. 

• A discussion on the definition of community solar and various models referenced in the 

Clean Energy Action Plan 2018-2030 ensued. Member Sohl requested that staff locate a 

generic definition of "community solar" has been established through the creation of 

Senate Bill 1547. Member Bizeau suggested the idea of broadening Objective 2.2 with 

the exclusion ofthe word "community" from the Objective statement. Member Sohl 

refuted the suggestion with an emphasis of the different social implications and benefits 

that are associated with community solar projects versus private residential solar. 

Member Bizeau responded with a clarification of her idea which called did not posit the 

complete removal of the phrase "community solar" from the document but simply from 

the Objective statement. Member Sohl expressed her understanding of Member 

Bizeau's point. 

• Consensus: The group came to agreement of having staff come back to the next 

meeting having performed research on the definition of community solar at the state 

level in Oregon that may include categorical sizes for solar systems. 

9. Overview of Policy 3 

9.1 Policy 3: Energy Resilience (0:00) 

10. Adjournment at 8:00pm 

Respectfully submitted by: 

Co~Swet''Y -------
El 
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