
Chiar Buchert says that what he would like to do if there is no objection from Planning Commission he 
would like to read items 2.c and 2.d since they are compainion items, then he will have staff make 
presentations on both items, then the applicant make a presentation on both items. At that time he will 
open the public hearing on 2.c, hear all comments and then close that, open public hearing on 2.d hear 
all comments and then close that, and then get back with the applicant and staff and do a separate 
motion on 2.c and 2.d.  
 
Chair Buchert reads MA19-09 and SUP19-29. Rian explains both of the items, showing on a map the area 
that is being requested to be rezoned as well as a specific use permit application so that it can be used 
as a parking lot. Rian asks that they agent come forward and present the items. 
 
Kelly Harris, Keystone Engineering 932 S Lowry, representing the owners. Mrs. Harris states that we 
have seen this property before as they requested to rezone to multifamily in order to construct a 
parking lot for the soriety.  They took away from that that a multifamily zoning was not desired in the 
area because of the concern that it in the future the zoning could be expanded and a larger tract of land 
added to this development and an actual multifamily unit could have been constructed. The other 
concern was drainage. Tonight they are bringing this to you with a Specific Use Permit so that it is locked 
in for the use and the layout and the SUP is the only way to do that.  
 

 The need for stand alone parking lots are high 

 There is already a parking lot located to the south and the zoning across from that location is 
lower than the zoning across from this location 

 The soriety was lucky to find this property located close enough for them to safely walk to and 
use this as a parking lot. 

 The comprehensive plan indicates high density residential, which was located on the west side 
of Walnut. Parking lots are an associated use for high density residential. 

 Property is surounded by a mix of residential properties to the north and south on our house of 
the block it is RSS but after checking the County website, there is  not one house that is owner 
occupied. All being used as low density multifamily. 

 RTM to the South, To the NE is Public and to the West is RSS Westwood Overlay district 

 It is a requirement of the SUP to provide a site plan and one was provided, it has been reviewed 
by staff and it is her understanding that they have addressed all of staff’s comments. 

 The parking lot will have one enterance off of Walnut 24ft wide, with 14 parking spaces that are 
perpendicular along the south side 

 Proposing a 6ft tall screening fence along all three sides, the North, West, and South side. Along 
the east side there is a setback so the fence can only be 4ft tall but the rest will be 6ft. 

 Could have proposed more parking spaces using angled spacing and parallel parking but it would 
have caused the residents to have to back into Walnut and then go north or south.  

 Drainage concerns are being addressed, they are providing storm water detention within the 
parking lot, there will be a curb cut in the southwest corner of the parking lot to allow water to 
drain from the site in a slower manner. This has been reviewed by city staff and accepted. She 
said that they are talking about once CFS during the 100 year storm which is being compared to 
the 300 CFS that is being collected in 4th Ave which is the street to the south of this block.  

 The proposed curb opening varies in width from 8” to 1 ½’ wide that varing with is so that they 
can decrease the flow rate for every storm event from the 100 to the 1.  

 Not increasing any runoff from the site 
 



Chair Buchert asks if there are any questions; none. Chair Buchert opens Public Hearing and asks if 
anyone would like to speak in favor; none. Chair Buchert asks if anyone would like to speak in oposition 
of the item. 
 
Tonia Sharlach, 1625 W University  

 Supprised that they same issue is coming back up after only 60 days, also supprised by receiving 
only 3 buisiness days notice of the hearing 

 Can’t speak strongly enough at the damage this parking lot would do 

 Westwood is a fragile neighborhood that is why they have the overlay. It is a mix of rental 
properties out of single family houses. 

 Happy to play host to homecoming, keep up historic houses, and clean up the trash  so that 
Stillwater can be what it claims to be, America’s Most Beautiful college town. 

 To have a parking lot directly in their back yards is not something that will allow them to thrive, 
or even survive. 

 Love the collge sudents and teach some of them and understands they are simply looking for a 
solution to park their cars. 

 The noise, trash, flooding backing up into their yards is going to destroy their neighborhood. 

 Once this is zoned office then the next person that sells a house can put an office there. 

 Loves the neighborhood and wants it to continue to be a place she can be proud to raise her 
family. 

 Needs to be a more creative way to solve the parking than to destroy the neighborhood 
 
Johnny Rogers 1902 W University 

 Lived here for over a decade, was a Greek and has served on housing corporation boards 

 Knows that historically and today that they have a parking problem there and will continue to 
have a problem until they start to work together for a viable solution 

 Wants to know the restrictions on permits for building when you don’t have parking spots for 
beds 

 Wanting to buy a property and then after the fact change the zoning for the interest of one part, 
its good for the sorriety but is it good for Stillwater, It’s not good for Westwood. 

 The city needs to engage with the Greek community and come up with a better solution to the 
issue 

 Should also work with OSU for a better solution 

 Don’t stop the momentum of just for a short term solution 
 
Gabriell Cook, 301 Orchard st  

 Was here a couple of months ago with the same concerns 

 His property is directly behind where this parking lot would go 

 Privacy is an issue esspecially if it goes from residential to business, if they wanted to put up a 
five story highrise that they wouldn’t even need to come back to get that approved 

 The 6ft fence that would go around is not enough to make that border to protect from the 
noise and traffic and everything else.  

 Drove down that street after the last meeting and couldn’t see his house because of the house 
that is currently there, but if you tear down that house and put in a parking lot with only a 6ft 
fence you’ll be able to see directly into his house. 

 Not taking into concideration the effect that it could have on the residential properties around 
that area and he asks that they would. 



 Once there is one parking lot there is more of a chance for there to be more. 
 
Jim Beckstrom, 2218 W 4th Ave 

 Used to be on the Stillwater parking committee paid for by the City of Stillwater to look at the 
parking issues in Stillwater 

 One point that was done was while adding surface parking in or around the Greek neighborhood 
could be an option, removing housing to provide parking lots should be discouraged. 

 Generally parking lots are bad for neighborhoods 
 
John Fields, 1615 W University  

 Adds traffic to an already difficult road to travel down 

 Even with the no parking signs people still park where they are not supposed to  

 Feels like this is the test to see if the neighborhood will allow such a thing to be done and then 
more will happen 

 Needs to look at the they have now to see if there is a way to reconfigure that 

 Don’t fundamentally change the neighborhood 

 A 6ft fence won’t be enough  
 
Chair Buchert asks if there is anyone else who would like to speak in oposition of the item; none. Chair 
Buchert closes the Public Hearing on Item 2.c and Opens the Public Hearing on item 2.d SUP and asks if 
anyone is there to speak in favor; none. Chair Buchert asks if there is anyone who would like to speak in 
oposition of the item. 
  
Brenda Masters, 221 S Orchard  

 Lots not gridded out for a parking lot 

 Offensive to single out rental properties 

 Stop continuing to destroy the neighborhood 

 6ft fence will look bad 
 
Chair Buchert asks if there is anyone else who would like to speak in oposition; none. Chair Buchert 
closes the Public Hearing on item 2.d and asks the applicant if they would like to come up and say 
anything. 
 
Mrs. Harris 

 Soriety purposefully didn’t choose in Westwood neighborhood to build a parking lot 

 There are several areas in stillwater where there are neighborhoods that back up to a parking lot 
and it will not decrease value 

 The narrow width of the property and the setbacks would prevent a buisiness from being built 
there, more property would have to be purchased and those properties would come before the 
Planning Commission with rezoning requests 

 Would be willing to build a taller fence maybe 8ft  

 Not proposing any on street parking 

 The number they decided for the parking spaces was for the safety so that they would not be 
backing out into traffic. 

 
Chair Buchert asks if there are any questions of the applicant; none. Chair Buchert asks that staff come 
and present findings and alternatives. 



 
Chair Buchert asks if there are any questions or discussion. 
 
Vice Chair Rickelman said that he was for this two months ago so he’s probably not the one to speak to 
on this.  
 
Commissioner Shanahan said that he doesn’t think that changing the zoning to Office changes anything, 
that he thinks the second alternative simply states what he agrees with that the Map Ammendment is 
not an appropriate use of the property based upon the impact of the surrounding area. He said the 
thinks that many of the speakers elquantly stated, ongoing process of revitilization of the neighborhood, 
and that the parking lot would have an impact on this and that the impact would be accumulative over 
time and that we need to take a long term view. Thinks that they need to look at a root cause solution to 
this issue. OSU, the Greek Commmunity, and the City need to look at alternatives rather than just 
sticking in parking lots, and he does not support this action. 
 
Chair Buchert Asks if there is more dicussion or comment.  
 

c. Beta Psi of Gamma Phi Beta, Inc., MAP AMENDMENT (MA19-09), requesting review and 
approval to rezone property addressed as 302 S. Walnut Street from Residential Single Family 
Small Lot (RSS) to Office (O).  Harkins 

 
Commissioner Allred motioned to deny, Commissioner Shanahan Seconded. 

 

Roll call: Buchert  Rickelman  Shanahan Jerome Allred 

 No No Yes Yes No 

Time: 43 minutes 
 
Chair Buchert said that we need to go back a moment, restate what the motion is and what you are 
voting for. The Motion was for denial and there was a second, so if you vote yes you are going for denial. 
If you vote no you are against that particular motion for denial, so with that clarification lets re-vote. 
 
Commissioner Allred motioned to reconcider, Commissioner Shanahan Seconded the motion. 
 

Roll call: Buchert  Rickelman  Shanahan Jerome Allred 

 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Time: 1 minutes 
 
Commissioner Allred motioned to deny, Commissioner Shanahan Seconded. 

 

Roll call: Buchert  Rickelman  Shanahan Jerome Allred 

 No No Yes Yes Yes 

Time: 1 minutes 
 

d. Beta Psi of Gamma Phi Beta, Inc., SPECIFIC USE PERMIT (SUP19-29), requesting review and 
approval for a specific use permit to allow construction of a new parking lot at property 
addressed as 302 S. Walnut Street. Harkins   

 
Chair Buchert asked if since the Map Ammendment was voted down do they need to vote on the SUP. 



 
Mr. McGrath said that yes, it is on the schedule action must be taken. 
 
Chair Buchert asked if there was any discussion or a motion. 
 
Commissioner  Shanahan motioned to deny, Commissioner Allred Seconded. 
 

Roll call: Buchert Rickelman  Shanahan Jerome Allred 

 No  No Yes Yes Yes 

Time: 2 minute 
 


