CLATSOP COUNTY www.co.clatsop.or.us

Trans. & Dvlp. Srvcs., Planning Division ph: 503-325-8611
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100 x:503-338-3666
Astoria, OR 97103 em: comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE
REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

Wednesday, April 15, 2009 @ 5:30 P.M.

5:30 - Pre-Meeting Presentation: Upon the request of the committee “Wingard Planning &
Development Services, LLC” will give a presentation. The presentation will discuss the steps
necessary for Arch Cape to become an incorporated municipality under their own jurisdiction.

-l - - - -l - - - - - - - - - -

1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER (George Cerelli, Chairperson) 6:00 p.m.
2. ROLL CALL

3. BUSINESS FROM THE PUBLIC - This is an opportunity for anyone to give a brief
presentation (3 minutes or less) to the Committee on any land use planning issue or county
concern that is not on the agenda.

4. CONSIDERATION OF MINUTES:
. March 18, 2009 (Attached) Page 2

5. CONSENT CALENDAR/MINOR REVIEW ITEMS

. Petrina / Hasenberg Road Extension: Page 7
> Applicants are requesting to extend road and utility services to their parcel
’ Michael Huemann et. al. Footbridge across Arch Cape Creek: Page 31
> Applicants are proposing to replace a wooden Footbridge with a metal one
6. PUBLIC HEARINGS/MAJOR DESIGN REVIEW:
. Calhoun New Residential Development: Page 69

> The applicants are seeking Design review approval for the placement and design of a
single family dwelling to be located on property in their ownership located to the north
west of the intersection of Hemlock and Woodland Heights

7. OTHER DISCUSSION

’ This is a chance for the committee to discuss and invite testimony from outside agents
regarding topics of interest

8. ADJOURN
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CLATSOP COUNTY www.co.clatsop.or.us

Trans. & Dvlp. Srvcs., Planning Division ph: 503-325-8611
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100 fx: 503-338-3666
Astoria, OR 97103 em: comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

MINUTES FROM THE SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY
COMMITTEE MEETING HELD MARCH 18, 2009 AT 6 p.m.

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Chairman George Cerelli called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

Members present: George Cerelli, Debra Birkby, John Mersereau, Stephen Malkowski, Tim Crawford,
Linda Murray Staff Present: Teri Allen and Mike Weston.

-l -l - - -l -l - - - - - - - - -

Business From The Public: Helen Paulus raised concerns about the accessory structure / guesthouse that
was constructed on Maxwell Lane, by Bob Cerelli for Reynolds / Madison remodel.

Mike Weston (MW): The owners proposed to remodel a garage, accessory structure. The application was
originally a major but was changed to a minor design review. Teri Allen provided information to the
committee by Teri Allen as a minor remodel. Although the Structure

Helen Paulus (HP): Felt she needed to raise concerns about the matter to the County and felt the matter
needed to be reviewed for conformance with the ordinance. She felt the structure was over the 18’ height
limit and created a visual impact upon her parcel, which has now devalued her property.

The original notice she received described a minor remodel not an entirely new structure. In addition the
contractor Bob Cerelli told her that this would not impact her property. However after construction the
eastern wall of the Guest House now obstructs her entire western/ocean view.

“Why did it have to be a second dwelling? Why did it have to be so high?” Ms. Paulus wishes this would
have been more transparent, and should have been processed as a major design review.

MW: Explained why the accessory structure was processed as a minor review. Offered to draw up a
policy to ensure minor reviews go before the design review board before the Director approves them.

HP: Why did Brisbee and Wheeler come before the design review board but this 2 story accessory
structure did not come before the board.

MW: Explained the difference between minor and major design review as depicted in section 4.104 §’s 1
& 2. 31873 Maxwell Lane”

-l -l - - -l -l - - - - - - - - J

Merrell Variance Request: Applicant’s are requesting a 10-foot variance to the 20-foot street side
setback.
Linda Murray (LM): Requested information regarding the 25-foot easement that was self imposed.

Debra Birkby (DB): Explained the difference between the 5-foot side setback and the 20-foot street side
setback.

LM: Why does this need to be a variance?
MW Explained the requirements of the ordinance and described why the variance is necessary.

Tom Merrell discussed the situation, and why they were requesting a variance explaining the slope of the
lot, drainage issues and the negative slope into the accessory structure. He explained that this would create
engineering problems with the foundations. He also explained that because of the self imposed easement
to the west their buildable space was reduced and the area they could have put the garage to avoid the
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drainage was now dedicated as a right of way. In its current proposed location the drainage from East
Ocean would head straight for the Accessory Structure.

Tim Crawford (TC): Motioned for Approval
LM: Seconded the Motion

DISCUSSION
DB: Raised concerns that there was no apparent hardship.
TC: Explained the elevation difference on the lot and related how the objective was to build
the structure at or near the same elevation of the street.
Tom Merrell: explained the drainage in more detail, and the land lock issue
DB: Explained that she doesn’t see it as a hardship and because of the possibility of future
development in this area it doesn’t make sense to grant a variance to the street setback on one
of the first homes that go up in that area. The granting of the variance will set a unfavorable
precedent for future growth in the area, which will lead to other owners requesting similar
variances and soon you have a situation where garbage trucks and fire trucks and other traffic
being jammed up like some of the other areas in the community.
John Mersereau and Others: Discuss the letter from Mike Brand the actual degree of the
hardship, access to the site, slopes, drainage, and the self imposed easement because of the
missing street “Skyline,” which doesn’t seem to be present at this time.
John Wickman (Surveyor): Provided testimony regarding platted street easements in the area
explaining that E. Ocean was the only one currently recorded.
Stephen Malkowski: discussed the variance criteria that states the Variance cannot be self
imposed and how the applicants easement is a self imposed easement, discussion among
committee members led to the group deciding the it was better to provide the easement now
than have it imposed at a later date.

LM: Called for the question

Motion Passed 4 in favor and 1 opposed.

-l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l -l

BRISBEE RESIDENTIAL EXPANSION: Mike Weston explained the application and material
submitted to the committee and discussed the average grade calculations, flood hazard concerns and
overall proposal.

TC: Whole backyard is covered with decking and the plot plan does not include the accessory structure
behind the house. It is impossible to determine if the proposal meets the 40% clause unless the applicants
provide a proper site plan in order to determine total square footage. In particular there is a utility room on
the back of the house, a deck, and an accessory structure. Furthermore the plot plan doesn’t show the
dimensions of the accessory structures on the site.

LM: Discussed the letter from neighbors.

Debra Birkby: Motioned, to conditionally approve the application. Applicant needs to provide the
committee/staff with a suitable plot plan and calculations including the accessory structures that are not
identified with the plot plan provided. If everything is under the 40% then approve.

Tim Crawford: Seconded the Motion

DISCUSSION:

LM: How is the motion going to read?

DB: “Motion to approve with the condition that the application satisfies section 3.068 § 1(D).”
Motion Passed Unanimous.

-l -l - - -l -l - - - - - - - - -



WHEELER EXPANSION OF A NON-CONFORMING USE: Mike Weston explained the application
and material submitted to the committee and discussed the criteria for the non-conforming expansion and
alterations.

John Mersereau (JM): Raised concerns about the language concerning the non-conforming use vs. a non-
conforming structure. In the past there was some concern over whether an expansion to a non-conforming
structure was permissible. The language identifies that the expansion a non-conforming structure has to be
in conformance with the ordinance or they need a variance. In this case they are expanding the portion of
the structure that is above 18’ so do we consider that as an alteration or an expansion. Why is it not
coming into conformance with the height?

MW: Explained the Non-conforming use section 5.610 together with the section 5.608 discussing
alterations and expansions.

LM: Discussed the difference between structure and use and that the language lends one to believe that
the two are different. Basically the ordinance would lend you to think that any expansion to a non-
conforming structure has to be in conformance with the 18’ height limit.

JM: Agree that all new alterations should have to conform to the 18 foot

MW: Described allowable alterations, expansion, defined in section. And explained that an expansion of
the footprint would probably require a variance and if the structure is on the ocean front visual impacts
would prevent the expansion of the footprint to any height greater than 18’.

Multiple Commission Member discuss the interpretation of the language, felt that any expansion to the
foot print should be required to be under 18’. The committee is concerned that similar situations might
arise that would conflict with the 18’ height limit, especially when your expanding an ocean front home
that is at a height of 26°.

Committee and Staff agreed that an expansion of a non-conforming structure along the ocean front
having a height over 18’ should not be allowed to expand the footprint beyond what is already
existing, if such an expansion were requested the expansion would have to satisfy the 18" height
regulation, because an expansion of an ocean front structure that was greater than 18’ height
regulation would have substantial impacts upon view sheds and therefore would be prohibited in
accordance with Section 5.610 § (C) 1(d).

Linda Murray: Moves to approve the application as presented.
Tim Crawford: Seconds the motion
Motion Passed 5-0-1 with one abstention.

-l -l - - -l -l - - - - - - - - -

OTHER DISCUSSION: Members from the committee discussed the non-conforming structure and other
language throughout the ordinance that the committee would like to discuss with Staff and the
Committee. Committee would like to schedule a meeting with staff to discuss possible alterations to the
Ordinance for the future of the Arch Cape Community.

The Committee and Staff discussed future design review procedures including height requirements and
proof of height through survey requirements. In particular Babener’s residential expansions and others in
the region that are very close to the height restrictions.

Community members brought up the Butori Road Design & Clear Cutting. {DB} discussed the issue and
why it was requested to be on the agenda for the meeting. {DB} thought it was important that the
committee revisit the approval and forestry permit. Questioned about the renewal of the ’08 permit for
clear cutting. Timber from cutting was to be placed on the lots they were taken from.



MW explained that in discussions with Ashley Lertora with the Forestry Department the “clear cutting”
that was described in the permit was to remain within the defined right of way and only for the purpose of
constructing the road.

Citizens want to see something in writing that the neighbors have given their permission for him to take
the logs. In addition the proposed design was for a 40” easement and utilities were supposed to be laid
within the 40’. Neighbors claim that the clear cut is much larger than 40°. Concerns regarding the cuts in
the slopes along with where Tom is pushing the dirt that he cuts out of the slope. In particular an entire
corner has been filled and now there is a huge soil deposit at the end of Walsh and the trees were cut at
the corner of 4™. The road does not slope toward the drainage and now access to particular parcels is
extremely difficult.

Staff volunteered to check with the county engineer to ensure the applicant is conforming to the plan
approved by the Design Review Committee.

In other discussion Tim Crawford discussed the recent updates and renditions to wetland maps of the area
and Motioned to have the new wetland maps considered when reviewing any new developments that are
considered in the Arch Cape Area.

Debra Birkby seconded the motion.
Motion Passed Unanimously.
The Meeting was adjourned at 8:45 p.m.
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CLATSOP COUNTY

Trans. & Dvlp. Srvcs., Planning Division
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100

Astoria, OR 97103

www.co.clatsop.or.us

ph: 503-325-8611
fx:503-338-3666

em: comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

~ April 15, 2009

SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET - DESIGN REVIEW

Applicant:

Owner:

Property Description:

1. Relation of Structure to Site:

CKI, [INC.
PO BOX 309
Seaside, OR 97138

J & C Petrina  / J & C Hasenberg
2104 NE 45th Street
Portland, OR 97213

T4N, R10W, Sec. 30BC, TL 1700

CRITERIA

2. Protection of Ocean Views:

3. Preservation of Landscape:

4. Buffering and Screening (For Commercial Uses):

5. Vehicle Circulation and Parking:

6. Utility Service:
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2104 NE 45th Street
Portland, OR 97213

T4N, R10W, Sec. 30BC, TL 1700


7. Signs:

8. Surface Water Drainage:

9. Other Criteria for Evaluation:

The above-entitled matter came before the Southwest Coastal Design Review and
Citizen Advisory Committee at its April 15, 2009 meeting for a public hearing and
consideration of proposal.

Based upon the evidence and testimony provided by the applicant, planning
department staff, and the citizens of the area, this committee hereby recommends this
application be: { Approved, Conditionally Approved, Denied }

Dated this day of April 2009

The Southwest Coastal Design Review /
Citizen Advisory Committee

George Cerelli, Chairman Clatsop County
SW Coastal DR/CA Committee



Clatsop County Community Development ph: 503-325-8611

Department fx: 503-338-3666
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, em: comdev(@co.clatsop.or.us
Astoria, OR 97103 www.co.clatsop.or.us

PUBLIC NOTICE FOR AN ISSUE BEFORE THE
TRANSPORTATION & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

In the matter of an application for Minor Design Review regarding the extension of utilities,
and the extension of Ocean View Avenue, submitted by CKI, INC. on behalf of the owners
Joseph/Colleen Petrina, & John/Carol Hasenberg. The legal description of the Parcel is
T4N, R10W, 830BC, TL 01700.

(For more information see Page 2 of this notice)

DATE OF DECISION: April 24, 2009

COMMENT PERIOD: April 7, 2009 — April 22, 2009

DESIGN REVIEW HEARING: April 15, 2009, 6pm Arch Cape Fire Hall

SEND COMMENTS TO: Public Service Building, 800 Exchange Street, Suite
100 Astoria, Oregon 97103

CONTACT PERSON: Michael Weston Il, Clatsop County Planner

You are receiving this notice because you either own property within 250 feet of the property that serves
as the subject of the land use application described in this letter or you are considered to be an affected
state or federal agency, local government, or special district. A vicinity map for the subject property is
attached.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Clatsop County’s Transportation & Development Services have
received the land use application described in this letter. Pursuant to section 4.100 of the Clatsop County
Land Water Development and Use Ordinance a Public Hearing is scheduled before the Design Review
Committee on Wednesday, April 15, 2009 and; Pursuant to Section 2.020 of the Clatsop County Land
and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO), the Department Director is scheduled to render a
decision based on evidence and testimony on Friday, April 24, 2009 at the Public Service Building, 800
Exchange St., Suite 100, Astoria, OR 97103.

All interested persons are invited to submit testimony & evidence in writing by addressing a letter to the
Clatsop County Transportation & Development Director, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, OR
97103.  Written comments may also be sent via FAX to 503-338-3666 or via email to
comdev@co.clatsop.or.us. Written comments must be received in this office no later than 4PM on
Wednesday April 15, 2009 in order to be considered at the Public Hearing and no later than
Wednesday, April 22, 2009 in order to be considered in the Decision.

NOTE: Failure of an issue to be raised in a hearing, in person or by letter, or failure to provide statements
or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue precludes an
appeal based on that issue.

Page 1 of 4
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THE LAND USE APPLICATION DESCRIBED:

The applicants are requesting to extend the road beyond its current terminus by approximately 150 feet.
They are also proposing to extend water and sanitary lines and tie into to the existing water and sanitary
lines. By extending the road the applicants will be able to gain access to their parcel. This development is
considered a minor design review because it is the logical progression of development. In addition the
proposal extends and utilizes existing utility lines for future residential service to the site. Should this
proposal have impacts upon multiple properties it would need to be assessed as a Major Design Review
and subject to the conditions & criteria of such a development.

For More Details regarding Location and Design see pages 3 & 4

The following criteria from Clatsop County Land and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO)
apply to the request: § 1.010-1.050 (Definitions), 2.020 (Type Il Procedure), 2.120 (Procedure for Mailed
Notice), 2.230-2.260 (Request for Review/Appeal et al), 3.060 (Arch Cape Rural Community Residential
Zone), 4.100 (Site Development Review Overlay District {SDRO}), Clatsop County’s Standards
Document Chapters 1 - 6.

In addition, the following elements of the Clatsop County Comprehensive Plan apply to the request: Goal
1 (Citizen Involvement), Goal 2 (Land Use Planning), Goal 5 (Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic
Areas, and Open Spaces), Goal 6 (Air, Water and Land Resources Quality), Goal 7 (Natural Disasters &
Hazards), Goal 8 (Recreational Needs), Goal 9 (Economy), Goal 10 (Housing), Goal 11 (Public Facilities
and Services), Goal 12 (Transportation), Goal 13 (Energy Conservation), Goal 17 (Coastal Shorelands),
Goal 18 (Beaches and Dunes), the Southwest Coastal Community Plan, and the Clatsop County
Transportation System Plan.

These documents are available for review at the Clatsop County Community Development Department
office, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, Oregon and on-line at the county’s website,
WwWw.co.clatsop.or.us .

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant and
applicable criteria are available for inspection at the Transportation & Development Department Office
during normal business hours (M-F, 8-5) at no cost and will be provided at reasonable cost.

If you have questions about this land use matter or need more information, please contact Michael Weston
I1, Clatsop County Planner, at (503) 325-8611 or via email at mweston@co.clatsop.or.us.

Notice to Mortgagee, Lien Holder, Vendor or Seller: ORS Chapter 215 requires that if you receive this
notice it must promptly be forwarded to the purchaser.

Page 2 of 4
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Clatsop County Map
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This map was produced using the Clatsop County GIS data. The GIS data is —_
maintained by the county to support its governmental activities. The 1in. = 492 ft
county is not reponsible for map errors, omissions, misuse or misinterpretation. cT : 4/7/2009
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Proposed Design Review
Application

For
Joe Petrina

March 2, 2009

Legal Description:
Tax Lots 1600 and 1700 Located in Section 30BC,
T4N, R10W, W.M., Clatsop County, Oregon

Planner/Engineer/Surveyor:
CKl, inc.
PO Box 309
Seaside, Oregon 97138
Phone: (503) 738-4320
Fax: (503) 738-7854

Index:
Section A Clatsop County Design Review Application

Section B Project Narrative addressing consistency with the Clatsop County
Land and Water Development Use Ordinance

Section C Reduced Preliminary Plans and Tax Map




Section A
Clatsop County Design Review Application
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APPLICATION FOR
DESIGN REVIEW
Fee: Major Construction ~ $711.00 (see attached page for explanation)

Minor Construction - $554,00 (see attached page for explanation)

APPLICANT: KT, rake Phone: S5 235 #3576

Address: _ P Box 205 SEAD e, OR _2A25

OWNER:__J0o& PETENA AMD  STHAN HASEN Rer 6 Phone: S 43¢ feodsd

Address _ B0 AdE DPAVS 37 FOLTIAND  OFZ 377232

AGENT: _C KT, INC = “DDEAN ELERAIEN , PE Phone: 5w 2384 483G

Address: 75 Box 29 "567\:5{@@;, ot DI 38

Proposed Development: _PROPESED ROALS AND 5 1e iy EXTEN Seon] S

Present Zoning; A< £ R Overlay District: 5S¢
Lot Size: B, 000 35
Property Description: 4 A/ _ow BOAE [5ed

Township ‘Rangc Section Tax lot{s)

Property Location:_ VE (pR _ OCEA /LS  AnDd  Aasic  Rock

General description of the property:
Existing Use: VACARI T At
Topography: P> SeeoPe

General description of adjoining property:
Existing Uses: _ ZESiDEATIAL Dot &
Topography: Pl

Community Development Department
800 Exchange, Suite 100 * Astoria, Oregon 97103 * (503) 325-8611 * FAX 503-338-3666

WAPL\appsandfilyers\DESION REVIEW.doc8/1/03 1
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Qwners: Joe and Colleen Petrina John and Carol Hasenberg
37086 NE Davis 2104 NE 45"
Portland, OR 97232 Portland, OR 97213

Legal Description: Tax Lots 1600 and 1700 on Map 4N 10W 30BC, W.M., Clatsop
County, Oregon

Zoning: Arch Cape Community Residential Zone (AC- RCR)

PROPOSAL

The proposal is for design review of a 150’ street extension along with associated utility
extensions. The proposed street extension is intended to serve 4 parcels which are to
be modified with ot line adjustments in order to access the proposed improvements.
Although all of the properties are suitable for homes, no homes are proposed at this
time.

S:\Land Projects 200418-071-PETRINA-ARCH-CAPE-PLA\Docs\DesignReviewNarrative.doc



Section B
Project Narrative
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Owners: Joe and Colieen Petrina John and Carol Hasenberg
3706 NE Davis 2104 NE 45"
Portland, OR 97232 Portland, OR 97213

Legal Description: Tax Lots 1500, 1600 and 1700 on Map 4N 10W 30BC, W.M.,
Clatsop County, Oregon

Zoning: Arch Cape Community Residential Zone (AC- RCR)

PROPOSAL

The proposal is for design review of a 150" street extension along with associated utility
extensions. The proposed street extension is intended to serve 4 parcels which are to
be modified with lot line adjustments in order to access the proposed improvements.
Although all of the properties are suitable for homes, no homes are proposed at this
time.

S:\Land Projects 2004\8-071-PETRINA-ARCH-CAPE-PLA\Docs\DesignReviewNarrative .dog



CONSISTENCY WITH CLATSOP COUNTY LAND AND
WATER DEVELOPMENT USE ORDINANCE

SECTION 4.100. SITE DESIGN REVIEW OVERLAY DISTRICT (SDRO).

Section 4.102, Purpose.

This section provides for the comprehensive review of proposed development permils in order to
preserve scenic views and to promote atiractive development of the site compatible with the
natural and man-made environment.

Response: The proposed development is in conformance with the purpose of
the site design review overlay district. The proposed development consists only
of a road extension and will have no effect on scenic views. The proposed
roadway is intended to provide access to four existing lots. Although both of the
right of ways are fully treed, the proposed route was chosen to protect an existing
42" Spruce tree that lies in the center of Anvil Rock Road at the intersection of
Anvil Rock and Ocean View.

Section 4. 104. Types of Review.
All development which is situated within the SDRO District Boundary that falls under the
thresholds in this section shall be subject to the Criteria for Design Review Evaluation, Section
4.106 and Article 2, Procedures for Land Use Applications.
(1) The following types of projects shall require review according to the Type Il
Procedure, Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Major projects, review by the
Design Review Advisory Committee as described in Section 4.116, is required.
(A) Any new residential development proposing to construct a dwelling as
described in Section 1.030 (Dwelling Types).
(B) Any new commercial development proposing to construct structures devoted
1o a commercial use.
(C) Any new commercial development creating additional cumulative square
Jootage beyond 20% of an existing building footprint.
(D) Any new residential development creating additional cumulative square
Jootage beyvond 20% of an existing building footprint,
(2) The following types of projecis shall require design review according to the Type I1
Procedure, Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Minor projects, review by the
Design Review Advisory Commilttee as described in Section 4.116, is not required.
(4) Accessory buildings in vesidential zones.
(B) Projects that require building permits for extevior renovations on commercial
and residential structuves, including but not limited to new decks, awnings,
alterations to exterior treatments, and similar activities which do not increase the
cumulative square footage more than 20% from an existing building footprint.
(C) Accessory buildings associated with commercial developments and
containing no residential units.
(D) If the Community Development Director determines that a new accessory
building may significantly impact adjoining properties with respect to location,
bulk, compatibility, views, preservation of existing landscape, or other applicable
criteria identified in Section 4.106, the application will be forwarded to the
Design Review Advisory Commitiee for review.
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Response: The project does not fall under any of these criteria under Types of
Review so it is being processed under number (1) above per direction of the
County Staff.

Section 4.106. Criterig for Design Review Evaluation.
In addition to the requirements of the Comprehensive Plan, other applicable sections of this
Ordinance and other County Ordinances, the following minimum criteria will be considered in
evaluating design review applications:
(1) Relation of Structures to Site. The location, height, bulk, shape, and arrangement of
structures shall be in scale and compatible with the surroundings.

Response: The only proposed structures are underground utility structures
which are compatible with the surroundings since they will not protrude above the
finished surface of the ground. The proposed road improvements are also in
scale and compatible with the surroundings as they will be the minimum
improvements necessary to comply with the County Engineering and Fire
Department requirements.

(2) Protection of Ocean Views. The blocking of scenic views of existing or proposed
dwellings on adjacent lots and other lots that may be impacted shall be minimized in the
construction of all structures.

Response: No views will be blocked by the proposed utility and road
improvements.

(3) Preservation of Landscape. The landscape shall be preserved in its natural state 1o
the maximum extent possible by minimizing tree, vegetation and soils removal. Cut and
fill construction methods are discouraged. Roads and driveways should follow slope
contours in a manner that prevents erosion and rapid discharge into natural drainages.

Response: The landscape shall be preserved to the maximum extent possible
by only disturbing those areas necessary to construct the proposed
improvements. Road grades will engineered to follow the existing grade of the
land and to avoid large cuts that could potentially damage adjacent tree roots.

(4) Buffering and Screening. In commercial zones, storage, loading, parking, service and
similar accessory facilities shall be designed, located, buffered or screened to minimize
adverse impacts on the site and neighboring properiies.

Response: The project is not located in a commercial zone.

(5) Vehicle Circulation and Parking. The location of access points to the site, the interior
circulation pattern and the arrangement of parking in commercially zoned areas shall be
designed to maximize safety and convenience and to be compatible with proposed and
adjacent buildings. The number of vehicular access points shall be minimized

Response: The proposed roadway improvements are intended to minimize
unnecessary road construction as well as access points. As designed the
proposed roadway will provide access to the two northerly lots through the two
southerly lots. This avoids having to construct additional roadway improvements
in Anvil Rock and Lion Rock. Without this access, another 400 feet of road
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improvements would need to be constructed. The proposed hammered shown at
the access point for the Northerly lots provides a fire department approved
turnaround at the dead end of the improvements.

(6) Utility Service. Electric, telephone and other utility lines shall be placed
underground.

Response: These services would be placed underground as requested by this
section.

(7) Signs. The size, location, design, material and lighting of all exterior signs shall not
detract from the design of proposed or existing buildings, structures or landscaping and
shall not obstruct scenic views from adjacent properties.

Response: No signs are proposed.

(8) Surface Water Drainage. Special attention shall be given to proper surface water
drainage from the site so that it will not adversely affect adjacent properties or the
natural or public storm drainage system.

Response: All proposed surface water drainage will be directed so as not to
adversely affect adjoining properties. The proposed plan shall be designed to
direct storm water into the existing ditch drainages adjacent to the existing
roadway.

Section 4.108. Application Procedure.

The following procedure shall be followed when applying for design review approval:
(1) Pre-application Conference. The applicant shall discuss the proposed development
with the staff of the Clatsop County Department of Community Development in a
preapplication conference pursuant to Seciion 2.043.

Response: The applicants representative met with County Staff to discuss the
development.

(2) Following the pre-application conference, the applicant shall file with the Planning

Director a design review plan, which shall include the following:
(A) A site plan, drawn to scale, showing the proposed layout of all structures and
other improvements, including where appropriate, driveways, pedesirian walks,
landscaped areas, fences, walls, off-street parking and loading areas. The site
plan shall indicate how utility service, sewage, and drainage are to be provided
and shall show cuts and fills proposed, The site plan shall indicate, where
appropriate, the location of entrances and exits and the direction of traffic flow
into and out of off-street parking and loading areas for commercial uses, the
location of each parking space, each loading berth, areas for turning and
maneuvering vehicles and each sign for each commercial use.

Response: Attached with this application is a site plan showing the proposed
road and utility improvements. No buildings are proposed at this time.
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(B} The plot plan shall show the relationship of the proposed structure with
existing structures or potential siructure sites on adjacent lois and lots where the
acean view may be blocked by the structure.

Response: No structures are proposed. The proposed road improvements are
shown on the attached plans.

(C) Elevations of the structure(s) illustrating scenic views and how the structure
may block views.

Response: No structures are proposed.

(D) Plot plan and elevation showing velationship of new construction to existing
construction including scenic views,

Response: The proposed road and utility improvements are at ground-surface
level so no scenic views will be affected.

Section 4.110. Plan Evaluation Procedure.

The following procedure shall be followed in processing a design review plan:
(1) Upon receipt of a design review application and plan, the Community Development
Director will examine it to determine whether if is complete (and consistent with the
requirements of this section). If found to be complete, the Community Development
Director shall determine whether the application will require Minor or Mgjor Review
under Section 4.104(1-2)(Types of Review). If the request is considered a Major Review
under Section 4.104(1)(Types of Review), the director shall forward the application and
plans to the Design Review Advisory Committee for its review and recommendation.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

(2) The Design Review Advisory Committee will review the application and plan at its
JSirst regularly scheduled meeting and shall make a written recommendation fo the
Planning Director within 21 days after receipt of the application.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

(3) The Community Development Director may approve the design plan, disapprove it or
approve it with such modifications and conditions as may be required to make it
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan, with the criteria listed in this Section and with
other Sections of this Ordinance.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

(4} A decision on a design review plan shall include written conditions, if any, and
findings and conclusions. The findings shall address the relationships between the plan
and the policies and criteria listed in the Comprehensive Plan, this Section and other

Sections of this Ordinance.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.
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(3) The Community Development Director's decision shall be mailed within seven (7)
working days 1o the applicant and to owners of land entitled to notification. The same
mail, when appropriate, shall include notice of the manner in which an appeal of the

decision may be made.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

(6) Appeals. See Section 2.230 for appeal procedure.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.
Section 4.112. Modifications of Approved Design Review Plan.
Proposed changes shall be submitted in writing to the Community Development Director for
approval. Minor changes requested by the applicant may be approved if such changes are

consistent with the purposes and general character of the original approved application. All ther
modifications shall be processed in the same manner as the original application.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

Section 4. 114, Time Limit on Approval.

Site design approvals shall be void after one (1) year unless a building permit has been issued
and substantial construction has taken place per the Uniform Building Code. However, the
County may, at the discretion of the Community Development Director, extend authorization for
an additional year upon request, provided such request is submitted in writing not less than 10
days nor more than 30 days prior to expiration of the permit.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

Section 4.116. Design Review Advisory Committee,

The Southwest Coastal Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) shall serve as an Design Review

Advisory Committee for Arch Cape and will review development proposals and make

recommendations to the Community Development Director and Planning Commission

concerning the design and scenic view aspects of proposed developments.
(1) Meetings; Records. The committee shall hold regular meetings on the first and third
Wednesday of each month at the Arch Cape Five Hall or designated sites However,
meetings may be canceled when there are no design review plans submitted for review by
the Committee. The Chairman shall be responsible for posting cancellation notices at the
designated sites and notifying the Clatsop County Department of Community
Development at least 48 hours prior 1o the meeting. The deliberations and proceedings of
the committee shall be public. The commitiee shall keep minutes of its meetings and such
minutes shall be public record.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.

(2) The Design Review Advisory Committee shall submit their recommendations fo the
Community Development Director within seven (7) working days of their decision.

Response: The applicant understands this procedure.
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CONCLUSION

The proposed road improvements are consistent with the Design Reivew Overlay District
standards. We are therefore requesting approval of Application as submitted.
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CLATSOP COUNTY

Trans. & Dvlp. Srvcs., Planning Division
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100

Astoria, OR 97103

www.co.clatsop.or.us

ph: 503-325-8611
fx:503-338-3666

em: comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

~ April 15, 2009

SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET - DESIGN REVIEW

Applicant:

Owner:

Property Description:

1. Relation of Structure to Site:

Michael Heumann

6450 SW Orchid St

Portland, OR 97219

Michael Heumann, et. al.

6450 SW Orchid St

Portland, OR 97219-4950

T4N, R10W, Sec 30CA, TL 1900

CRITERIA

2. Protection of Ocean Views:

3. Preservation of Landscape:

4. Buffering and Screening (For Commercial Uses):

5. Vehicle Circulation and Parking:

6. Utility Service:
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7. Signs:

8. Surface Water Drainage:

9. Other Criteria for Evaluation:

The above-entitled matter came before the Southwest Coastal Design Review and
Citizen Advisory Committee at its April 15, 2009 meeting for a public hearing and
consideration of proposal.

Based upon the evidence and testimony provided by the applicant, planning
department staff, and the citizens of the area, this committee hereby recommends this
application be: { Approved, Conditionally Approved, Denied }

Dated this day of April 2009

The Southwest Coastal Design Review /
Citizen Advisory Committee

George Cerelli, Chairman Clatsop County
SW Coastal DR/CA Committee



Clatsop County Community Development ph: 503-325-8611

Department fx: 503-338-3666
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, em: comdev(@co.clatsop.or.us
Astoria, OR 97103 www.co.clatsop.or.us

PUBLIC NOTICE FOR AN ISSUE BEFORE THE
TRANSPORTATION & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

In the matter of a Minor Design Review application for an Accessory Structure (Foot-
Bridge) submitted by Michael Huemann on behalf of the owners Moriarty&Kwitman /
Brown / Heumann / Bronfman / Ellenberg / katz. The legal description of the Parcel is T4N,
R10W, § 30CA, TL 01900.

(For more information see Page 2 of this notice)

DATE OF DECISION: April 24, 2009

COMMENT PERIOD: April 7, 2009 — April 22, 2009

DESIGN REVIEW HEARING: April 15, 2009, 6pm Arch Cape Fire Hall

SEND COMMENTS TO: Public Service Building, 800 Exchange Street, Suite
100 Astoria, Oregon 97103

CONTACT PERSON: Michael Weston Il, Clatsop County Planner

You are receiving this notice because you either own property within 250 feet of the property that serves
as the subject of the land use application described in this letter or you are considered to be an affected
state or federal agency, local government, or special district. A vicinity map for the subject property is
attached.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Clatsop County’s Transportation & Development Services have
received the land use application described in this letter. Pursuant to section 4.100 of the Clatsop County
Land Water Development and Use Ordinance a Public Hearing is scheduled before the Design Review
Committee on Wednesday, April 15, 2009 and; Pursuant to Section 2.020 of the Clatsop County Land
and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO), the Department Director is scheduled to render a
decision based on evidence and testimony on Friday, April 24, 2009 at the Public Service Building, 800
Exchange St., Suite 100, Astoria, OR 97103.

All interested persons are invited to submit testimony & evidence in writing by addressing a letter to the
Clatsop County Transportation & Development Director, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, OR
97103.  Written comments may also be sent via FAX to 503-338-3666 or via email to
comdev@co.clatsop.or.us. Written comments must be received in this office no later than 4PM on
Wednesday April 15, 2009 in order to be considered at the Public Hearing and no later than
Wednesday, April 22, 2009 in order to be considered in the Decision.

NOTE: Failure of an issue to be raised in a hearing, in person or by letter, or failure to provide statements
or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue precludes an
appeal based on that issue.

Page 1 of 5


http://www.co.clatsop.or.us/
mailto:comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

THE LAND USE APPLICATION DESCRIBED:

The applicant is requesting Design Review approval for the placement of a footbridge across Arch Cape
Creek. The current footbridge is in a state of disrepair and needs to be replaced. The applicant is
proposing to construct two footings on each side to support the bridge. In addition the applicant is
proposing to cut a couple trees along the bank that are leaning toward the bridge and will likely fall in the
near future. Removal of trees is not a permissible use in the Arch Cape Rural Community unless it is in
association with an approved development. Furthermore the trees are located in a protected Riparian
Corridor, which may require some mitigation.

For More Details regarding Location and Design see pages 3 - 5.

The following criteria from Clatsop County Land and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO)
apply to the request: § 1.010-1.050 (Definitions), 2.020 (Type Il Procedure), 2.120 (Procedure for Mailed
Notice), 2.230-2.260 (Request for Review/Appeal et al), 3.060 (Arch Cape Rural Community Residential
Zone), 4.100 (Site Development Review Overlay District {SDRO}), and Clatsop County’s Standards
Document Chapters 1-4.

In addition, the following elements of the Clatsop County Comprehensive Plan apply to the request: Goal
1 (Citizen Involvement), Goal 2 (Land Use Planning), Goal 5 (Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic
Areas, and Open Spaces), Goal 6 (Air, Water and Land Resources Quality), Goal 8 (Recreational Needs),
Goal 9 (Economy), Goal 10 (Housing), Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services), Goal 12
(Transportation), Goal 13 (Energy Conservation), Goal 16 (Estuarine Resources), and the Southwest
Coastal Community Plan.

These documents are available for review at the Clatsop County Community Development Department
office, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, Oregon and on-line at the county’s website,
WWW.co.clatsop.or.us .

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant and
applicable criteria are available for inspection at the Transportation & Development Department Office
during normal business hours (M-F, 8-5) at no cost and will be provided at reasonable cost.

If you have questions about this land use matter or need more information, please contact Michael Weston
I1, Clatsop County Planner, at (503) 325-8611 or via email at mweston@co.clatsop.or.us.

Notice to Mortgagee, Lien Holder, Vendor or Seller: ORS Chapter 215 requires that if you receive this
notice it must promptly be forwarded to the purchaser.
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This map was produced using the Clatsop County GIS data. The GIS data is
maintained by the county to support its governmental activities. The
county is not reponsible for map errors, omissions, misuse or misinterpretation. 4/8/2009
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) For Department Use On.iy Permit Timeline
Development Permit Permit#. 20090107 User . Saws  Dae
e Permil Type: Type | Michael Weston ~ Entered 03/26/2009
Clatsop County Planning and Develocpment Entry Date:  3/26/2009 Michzel Weston Deemed Comple  03/26/2009
800 Exchange St Ste 100 Entered By:  Michael Weston E
Astoria, OR 97103 Assigned To: |
Permit :
Ph. (503) 325 - 8611 Fax (503) 338 -3666 | Status: Pending
' ;

- Proposed Use

Proposed Use: Design Review
Zone: AC-RCR Description: Foot Bridge over Arch Cape Creek

Overlay District: SDRO

" ‘Owner/Project Location

Owner: Name: HEUMANN, MICHAEL Ph. # (503) 249-1499
Address: 6450 SW Orchid St Cell; (503) 880-2226
City, State, Zip: Portland, OR 97219-4950 Fax: () -
jitus Address: 32068 E Shingle Mill L.n I R S &8 QgS Taxiot
City: Arch Cape State: OREGON 4 103C C A 01900 :
Owner: Name: Moriarty/Kwitman 1/6 Brown 1/6 & Heumann 1/6 8 Ph.# ( ) -
Address: 8450 SW Orchid St Cell: ( ) -
Citv. State, Zip: Portland. OR 97219-4950 - Fax. ( ) -
situs Address: 32068 E Shingle Mill Ln T'R S QS QaS Taxlot
City: Arch Cape State: OREGON 4 1030 C A 01900
' ‘ o ApplicantiAgent ;
Applicant:
Agent: Name/Type: Ph.#t () -
Address: Cefl ( ) -
City, State, Zip: Fax; { )} -
. L 7% Fees ' T
Fee Type: Desl g~ Kevi ew ( Miner p) $ 'S_gz i’": Permit Fee Total:
Planning/Deveiopment Developmunt Pernid " e $633.00 :
Totai: $633.00
) Receipt : ;
Payor Name: Pymnt Type Check# PymntDate FPymnt Amount: :
Moriarty/Kwitman 1/6 Brown 1/6 Credit Card 03/26/2009 $633.00
Balance Due: $0.00
Signatures

1. For Commercial and industrial uses, include parking and loading plan, sign pfan and erosion controf plan.
2. For residential and other uses, include an erosion control plan.
3. Review atfached applicant's statement and sign below.

I have read and understand the attached APPLICANT'S STATEMENT and agree to abide by the terms thereof.

Applicant Signature: Date:
Owner Signature: Date:
Agent Signature: Date:

3/28/2009
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Development Permit

For Department Use Only

Clatsop County Planning and Development
800 Exchange St Ste 100
Astoria, OR 97103

Ph. (503) 325 - 8611 Fax (503) 338 - 3666

Permit #: 20090108

- Zoning District Requirements

- Property Access Info.

: Access to Property:
County Permit Required?
| State Permit Required?

i
|
|

© T Property Information

Compliancé/Permit Requirements

Clatsop County Compliance

Except as noted, the Clatsop County Community Deveiopment Department finds the proposed use{s)/action(s) in compliance with the Clatsop County
Land & Water Development and Use Ordinance and with the Clatsop Counly Comprehensive Plan.

The evaiuation of the land parcels outlined above is based on the information presented at this time, standards provided in the Clatsop County Land &
Water Development & Use Ordinance, and policies of the Comprehensive plan, and the Zoning/  Comprehensive Plan Map.

The applicant or property cwner must comply with the conditions noted below and on the attached applicants statement,

This permit is not valid unless the conditions are mef.

Entered by: WNichaei Weston
Entered Date: 03/26/2009

Applicants Signature:

Date:

Clatsop County Authorization:

Pl T Date:

3/26/2009
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Development Permit
Applicant's Statement

1. Pertaining to the subject property described, | hereby declare that | am the legal owner of record,
or ah agent having the consent of the legal owner of record, and am authorized to make the
application for a Development Permit/Action so as to obtain the following permits: Building,
Sanitation, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Oregon Division of State Lands, Oregon Department of
Transportation, Oregon Department of Parks and Recreation, or a Clatsop County Road Approach.

| shall obtain any and all necessary permits before | do any of the proposed uses or activities. The
statements within this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. |
understand that if the permit authorized was based on false statements, or it is determined that |
have failed to fully comply with all conditions attatched to and made a part of this permit, this permit
approval is hereby revoked and null and void.

2. It is expressly made a condition of this permit that | at all times fully abide by all State, Federal, and
Jocal laws, rules, and regulations governing my activities conducted or planned pursuant to this
permit.

3. As a condition for issuing this Development Permit/Action, the undersigned agrees that he/she will
hold Clatsop County harmiess from and indemnify the County for any and all liabilities to the under-
signed, his/her property or any other person or property, that might arise from any and all claims,
damages, actions, causes of action or suits of any kind or nature whatsoever, which might result
from the undersign's failure to build, improve or maintain roads which serve as access to the
subject property or from the undersign's failure to fully abide by any of the conditions included in or
attached to this permit.

4. WAIVER OF VESTED RIGHTS DURING APPEAL PERIOD FOR ZONING AUTHORIZATIONS.
! have been advised that this Land and Water Development Permit/Action by the Clatsop County
Community Development Director may be appealed within twelve (12) calendar days of the date of
of permit issuance and authorization (note: if the twelfth day is a Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday,
the appeal period lasts until the end of the next day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or legal
holiday). | understand that if the approval authorized by the County and referenced above is
reversed on appeal, then the authorization granted prior to the end of the appeal period will be null
and void. [ further understand and consent to the fact that any actions taken by me in reliance
upon the authorization granted during the appeal period shall be at my own risk, and that | hereby
agree not to attemp to hold Clatsop County responsible for consequenses or damages in the event
that removal of improvements constructed during the appeal period is ordered because an appeal
is sustained.

. 5. | am aware that failure to abide by applicable Clatsop County Land and Water Development and

. Use Ordinance 80-14, as amended and Standards Document regulations may result in revocation
of this permit or enforcement action by the County to resolve a violation and that enforcement
action may result in levying of a fine,

6. | understand that a change in use, no matter how insignificant, may not be authorized under this
" permit and may require a new Development Permit/Action (check first, with the Clatsop County
Community Development Department).

7. | understand that this Development Permit/Action expires 180 days from the date of issuance
. unless substantial construction or action pursuant to the permit has taken place. Upon expiration,
a new development permit must be obtained.

3/26/2009 Page 3 of 3
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APPLICATION FOR

DESIGN REVIEW
Fee: Minor Construction - $554.00 (see attached page for explanation)

APPLICANT: Michael Heumann
Phone: 503-249-1499
Address: 32068 East Shingle Mill Lane

Arch Cape, OR 97102
OWNER: Michael Heumann (and five others) Phone: 503-249-1499

Address 2402 NE 26™ Ave. S peo, - LT
Portland, OR 97212

AGENT: Same Phone: Address:

Proposed Development: Replacement of existing pedestrian foot bridge (sole

access to the house from the road) with another pedestrian foot bridge of the same
height and width. The replacement bridge will be seven feef longer to ensure that
footings are further away from the creek bank.

Present Zoning: RSA-SFR  Overlay District: SDRO-FHO
Lot Size: 0.80 Acre

Property Description: T4N  RI10W 30CA 1900

Township  Range Section Tax lot{s)

Property Location: 32068 East Shingle Mill Lane Corner of Fourth and Webb
Ave.

General description of the property:
Existing Use: Single family residence.

Topography: The existing house is located on flat land adjacent to the creek (on
the south side), with a hill rising to the east, behind the house. There is a small,
unnamed creek to the south of the house, and further south there is a hill risiu g
the adjoining undeveloped property.

General description of adjoining property: To the east of the property is undeveloped
land owned by Arch Cape Water District. To the south is undeveloped land
brivately owned. Arch Cape Creek is on the north side of the property and nei s
southward just west of the property. To the north {across Arch Cape Creek) is Rast
Shingle Mill Lane with one house to the east and a house to the west.



Existing Uses: The occupied properties across the creek are both single-family
residences. The adjacent properties on the east and south are undeveloped.

Topography: The undeveloped lands to the east and south are at higher elevation
than our house, The nearest residences are across Arch Cape Creek and
essentially at the same elevation,

Community Development Department
800 Exchange, Suite 100 * Astoria, Oregon 97103 * (503) 325-8611 * FAX 503-338-
3666

Time Limit on Approval. Site design review approvals shall be void after one (1) year
unless a building permit has been issued and substantial construction has taken place per
the Uniform Building Code.

The information contained in this application is in all respects true, complete, and correct
to the best of my knowledge and T am aware of the additional costs that may accrue and

agree to pay them as required above.

Applicant's Signature: Date:

Owner's Signature: Date:

The following is from the Clatsop County Land and Water Development and Use
Ordinance #80-14:

Section 4.100. Site Design Review Overlay District (/SDRO).

Section 4.102. Purpose. This section provides for the comprehensive review of proposed
development permits in order to preserve scenic views and to promote attractive
development of the site compatible with the natural and man-made environment.
Section 4.104. Types of Review. All development which is situated within the /SDRO
District Boundary that falls under the thresholds in this section shall be subject to the
Criteria for Design Review Evaluation, Section 4.106 and Article 2, Procedures for Land
Use Applications.

1. The following types of projects shall require review according to the Type II
procedure,

Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Major projects, review by the Design
Review Advisory Committee as described in Section 4.116, is required.

a. Any new residential development proposing to construct a dwelling as described

in Section 1.030 (Dwelling Types).

b. Any new commercial development proposing to construct structures devoted to a
commercial use,



¢. Any new commercial development creating additional cumulative square footage
beyond 20% of an existing building footprint.

d. Any new residential development creating additional cumulative square footage
beyond 20% of an existing building footprint.

2. The following types of projects shall require design review according to the Type I
Procedure, Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Minor projects, review by the
Design Review Advisory Committee as described in Section 4.116, is not required.

a. Accessory buildings in residential zones.

b. Projects that require building permits for exterior renovations on commercial
and residential structures; including but not limited to new decks, awnings,
alterations to exterior treatments, and similar activities which do not increase the
cumulative square footage more than 20% from an existing building footprint.

¢. Accessory buildings associated with commercial developments and containing no
residential units.

d. If the Planning Director determines that a new accessory building may

significantly impact adjoining properties with respect to location, bulk,

compatibility, views, preservation of existing landscape, or other applicable

criteria identified in Section 4.106, the application will be forwarded to the

Design Review Advisory Committee for review.

Please address the following eight (8) criteria on a separate sheet of paper:

(See Attached Criteria.)

Section 4.106. Criteria for Design Review Evaluation. In addition to the requirements of
the Comprehensive Plan, other applicable sections of this Ordinance and other County
Ordinances, the following minimum criteria will be considered in evaluating design review
applications:

1. Relation of Structures to Site. The location, height, bulk, shape, and arrangement of
structures shall be in scale and compatible with the surroundings.

2. Protection of Ocean Views. The blocking of scenic views of existing or proposed
dwellings on adjacent lots and other lots that may be impacted shall be minimized in the
construction of all structures.

3. Preservation of Landscape. The landscape shall be preserved in its natural state to the
maximum extent possible by minimizing tree, vegetation and soils removal. Cut and filt
construction methods are discouraged. Roads and driveways should follow slope
contours in a manner that prevents erosion and rapid discharge into natural drainages.

4. Buffering and Screening, In commercial zones, storage, loading, parking, service and
simnilar accessory facilities shall be designed, located, buffered or screened to minimize
adverse impacts on the site and neighboring properties.

5. Vehicle Circulation and Parking. The location of access points to the site, the interior
circulation pattern and the arrangement of parking in commercially zoned areas sz i
designed to maximize safety and convenience and to be compatible with proposed and
adjacent buildings. The number of vehicular access points shall be minimized.

6. Utility Service. Electric, telephone and other utility lines shall be placed undergroun.



7. Signs. The size, location, design, material and lighting of all exterior signs shall not
detract from the design of proposed or existing buildings, structures or landscaping and
shall not obstruct scenic views from adjacent properties.

8. Surface Water Drainage. Special attention shall be given to proper surface water
drainage from the site so that it will not adversely affect adjacent properties or the natural
or public storm drainage system. :

The following is provided for your convenience. You need not address the
following.

Section 4.108. Application Procedure. The following procedure shall be followed when
applying for design review approval:

1. Pre-application Conference. The applicant shall discuss the proposed development
with the staff of the Clatsop County Department of Planning and Development in a
preapplication conference pursuant to Section 2.045.

2. Following the pre-application conference, the applicant shall file with the Planning
Director a design review plan, which shall include the following:

a. A site plan, drawn to scale, showing the proposed layout of all structures and

other improvements, including where appropriate, driveways, pedestrian walks,
landscaped areas, fences, walls, off-street parking and loading areas. The site

plan shall indicate how utility service, sewage, and drainage are to be provided

and shall show cuts and fills proposed. The site plan shall indicate, where

appropriate, the location of entrances and exits and the direction of traffic flow

into and out of off-street parking and loading areas for commercial uses, the

location of each parking space, each loading berth, areas for turning and

maneuvering vehicles and each sign for each commercial use.

b. The plot plan shall show the relationship of the proposed structure with existing
structures or potential structure sites on adjacent lots and lots where the ocean

view may be blocked by the structure.

¢. Elevations of the structure(s) illustrating scenic views and how the structure may
block views.

d. Plot plan and elevation showing relationship of new construction to existing
construction including scenic views.

Section 4.110. Plan Evaluation Procedure. The following procedure shall be followed in
processing a design review plan:

1. Upon receipt of a design review application and plan, the Planning Director will
examine it to determine whether it is complete (and consistent with the requirements of
this Section). If found to be complete, the Planning Director shall determine whether the
application will require Minor or Major Review under Section 4.104(1-2)(Types of
Review). If the request is considered a Major Review under Section 4.104(1)(Types of
Review), the Director shall forward the application and plans to the Design Review
Advisory Committee for its review and recommendation.

2. The Design Review Advisory Committee will review the application and plan at its
first regularly scheduled meeting and shall make a written recommendation to the Planning



Director within 21 days after receipt of the application.

3. The Planning Director may approve the design plan, disapprove it or approve it with
such modifications and conditions as may be required to make it consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan, with the criteria listed in this Section and with other Sections of this
Ordinance. '

4. A decision on a design review plan shall include written conditions, if any, and findings
and conclusions. The findings shall address the relationships between the plan and the
policies and criteria listed in the Comprehensive Plan, this Section and other Sections of
this Ordinance.

5. The Planning Director's decision shall be mailed within seven (7) working days to the
applicant and to owners of land entitled to notification. The same mail, when appropriate,
shall include notice of the manner in which an appeal of the decision may be made.

6. Appeals. See Section 2.230 for appeal procedure.

Section 4.112. Modifications of Approved Design Review Plan. Proposed changes shall
be submitted in writing to the Planning Director for approval. Minor changes requested
by the applicant may be approved if such changes are consistent with the purposes and
general character of the original approved application. All other modifications shall be
processed in the same manner as the original application.

Section 4.114. Time Limit on Approval. Site design approvals shall be void after one (1)
year unless a building permit has been issued and substantial construction has taken place
per the Uniform Building Code. However, the County may, at the discretion of the
Planning Director, extend authorization for an additional year upon request, provided
such request is submitted in writing not less than 10 days nor more than 30 days prior to
expiration of the permit.

Section 4.116. Design Review Advisory Committee. The Southwest Coastal Citizens
Advisory Committee (CAC) shall serve as a Design Review Advisory Committee for
Arch Cape and will review development proposals and make recommendations to the
Planning Director and Planning Commission concerning the design and scenic view
aspects of proposed developments.

1. Meetings; Records. The committee shall hold regular meetings on the first and third
Wednesday of each month at the Arch Cape Fire Hall or designated sites. However,
meetings may be canceled when there are no design review plans submitted for review by
the Committee. The Chairman shall be responsible for posting cancellation notices at the
designated sites and notifying the Clatsop County Department of Planning and
Development at least 48 hours prior to the meeting. The deliberations and proceedings of
the committee shall be public. The committee shall keep minutes of its meetings and
such minutes shall be public record.

2. The Design Review Advisory Committee shall submit their recommendations to the
Planning Director within seven (7) working days of their decision.



Eight Criteria For Design Review Evaluation
For Bridge Replacement at 32068 East Shingle Mill Lane, Arch Cape, OR

1. Relation of Structures to Site. The location, height, bulk, shape, and arrangement of
structures shall be in scale and compatible with the surroundings.

This project consists of replacing the existing pedestrian footbridge that is the sole
access to the property. The height and width of the new bridge will be the same
as the existing bridge (48" high and 48” wide). The length of the new bridge will
be increased from 45 feet to 52 feet, as per the site evaluation by the structural
and environmental engineer. The location of the bridge footings will be further
back from either side of the shore of Arch Cape Creek to assure the long- term
protection of the creek and the bridge.

The new bridge will be custom manufactured aluminum gangway structure with a
4” camber and with wooden top and side rails. The removal of the old bridge and
new bridge installation will be done entirely from the land, using a crane. There
will be no in-stream work.

2. Protection of Ocean Views. The blocking of scenic views of existing or proposed
dwellings on adjacent lots and other lots that may be impacted shall be minimized in the
construction of all structures.

The property is not oceanfront (it is located approximately .3 mile inland). The
bridge will not impede any views from neighboring properties, since the profile
will be essentially the same as that of the current bridge.

3. Preservation of Landscape. The landscape shall be preserved in its natural state to the
maximum extent possible by minimizing tree, vegetation and soils removal. Cut and fill
construction methods are discouraged. Roads and driveways should follow slope
contours in a manner that prevents erosion and rapid discharge into natural drainages.

The landscape will be preserved. There are two alder trees immediately to the
cast of the bridge on the south end that are leaning toward the bridge and need to
be removed. The current flow of Arch Cape Creek is causing those trees to lean in
a north-westward direction, threatening to topple on the bridge and take out ...
electrical service wires and the water line to the house. We are therefore seeking to
remove those two trees at the same time as the bridge is replaced. There will be
no impact to the creek, as we plan to use the crane that will do the bridge
replacement to lift the trees to the bank. We have worked with the Ecola Creek
Watershed Council to do some plantings of native species (such as willows and
ferns) along the creek bank that are intended to help stabilize the bank.

Page 1



4. Buffering and Screening, In commercial zones, storage, loading, parking, service and
similar accessory facilities shall be designed, located, buffered or screened to minimize
adverse impacts on the site and neighboring properties.

Does not apply. This is not a commercial property.
5. Vehicle Circulation and Parking, The location of access points to the site, the interior
circulation pattern and the arrangement of parking in commercially zoned areas shall be
designed to maximize safety and convenience and to be compatible with proposed and
adjacent buildings. The number of vehicular access points shall be minimized.

This project will not result in any change to parking.
6. Utility Service. Electric, telephone and other utility lines shail be placed underground.

No changes to existing utility services.
7. Signs. The size, location, design, material and lighting of all exterior signs shall not
detract from the design of proposed or existing buildings, structures or landscaping and
shall not obstruct scenic views from adjacent properties.

Does not apply. This is not a commercial property. No signs are proposed.
8. Surface Water Drainage. Special attention shall be given to proper surface water

drainage from the site so that it will not adversely affect adjacent properties or the natural
or public storm drainage system.

No changes to existing drainage. The bridge will have flow-through decking that
will better enable water to run off the bridge.

Page 2



ARTISAN ENGINEERING, LLC
325 West 13" Avenue

Eugene, Oregon 97401-3402

Phone 541-338-9488 Fax 541-338-0483

November 12, 2008

Bob Brown
32068 East Shingle Miil Road
Arch Cape, Oregon

Re: Design Bridge Footings for Prefabricated Foot Bridge at 32068 East Shingle Mill Road
in rurai Arch Cape, Oregon

Dear Bob:

| have completed a design for concrete footings that will be necessary to support the
prefabricated aluminum foot bridge that you intend to instail at your property at 32068 East
Shingle Mill Road in rural Arch Cape. The bridge will span the existing creek and lead to
your two story residence on the south side of the creek. | understand that you will be
demolishing the existing wooden bridge which is beginning to fail and is too low for the high
water line of the creek.

| based the anchorage design on the bearing pad sketch that you gave me from Topper
Industries of Clackamas. | understand that you will probably be buying the bridge as a
prefabricated assembly and having it installed at the site once the foundation is built. | also
understand that there are property line issues at the site so | have aftached an approximate
site plan that should heip to locate the bridge properly. The weight of the bridge is minimal
or about 1500 pounds. The bearing area under the footings used 1000 psf allowable but
the actual bearing pressure due to the dead and live loading is less than 500 psf.

I have provided detail sketches to show the required footing size and anchorage
connections as well as the embedment depth of the footing. The footing is intended to bear
on the existing soil but also has a shear key to prevent it from sliding and to prevent
undermining of the leading edge of the bearing pad by high water flow. | aiso stamped
these details in the event that the Clatsop County Plans Reviewer requires the details to be
stamped. Please use these details to construct the bridge and its anchorage.

| have enjoyed assisting you with this project. Please call me if you have any questions or
concerns. T T,

o

3§YJQ~Q7AWJL /

Timothy A. Wolden, P.E. \
Principal, Artisan Engineering, LLC ;
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From: "Ron Rehn" <Ron.F.Rehn@state.or.us>
Subject: Bridge
Date: August 22, 2008 9:54:46 AM PDT
To: <jheumann@teleport.com>

i stopped by and if all work is done where the current bridge is there would be no permit process for replacement. You'll need to check with the
County about removing any trees. Ron i

Rorn Rehn

Habitat Conservation Biologist
Oregon Dept. Fish & Wildlife
4907 East Third St.

Tiflamook, OR. 87141

(503) 842-2741ext. 252 (phone)
{503) 842-8385 (fax)
ron.f.rehn@state or.us (e-mail)



From: Michael A HEUMANN

To: Heumwann, Judy and Michael
Date: 6/13/2008 9:38:392 AM
Subject: Re: I'wd: Bridge work

I spoke with Ron Rehn at the State bDept. of Fish and Wildlife office in
Tillamook {(503-842~2741) about cur plans for the bridge. He felt that there
are no State or Federal (US Rrmy Corps of Engineers} requirements because of
the following 3 key points to our project:

1. we are working above the stream channel and not in the water or bank area
2. we are replacing an existing structure (specific exempticn for that)

3. we are keeping the same foot-print for the bridge {width, with only a
slight extension in length to keep it away from the bank)

Because of these exemptions, we may also be able to do the work at any time of
the year and not just between July and September. He will visit the site next
week and give us his epinion in writing. He recommends that I contact the
Clatsop Co. Planning Office to learn about the permitting reguirements they
might have.

>>> "Judy and Michael Heumann" <jheumann@teleport.com> 8/12/2008 10:38 PM >>>

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lori Lilly" <llilly@coclumblaestuary.org>
Date: August 12, 2008 10:17:20 AM PDT

To: <jheumann€teleport.com>

Subject: Bridge work

Good morning Michael,

I received your phone message regarding your bridge replacement project. I
think that it would be helpful for you to first speak with a representative
from Oregon Department of Fish & Wildlife. They will be able to let you know
what to expect in terms of permitting from various agencies, where to go for
next steps, and how to get your project completed while keeping the
conservation of fish and wildlife at the top of your list of goals. They uwc
vsually able to make site visits and recommendations readily., Cur local
office is in Tillamook and I would suggest talking to Ron Rehn or Troy Laws.
The number for that office: (503) 842-2741. I hope that helps - good luck!
Lori

L R R R R RE R R R T ST TSI S A T R S

Lori Lilly

Watershed Council Coordinator

Columbia River Estuary Study Taskforce/

North Ceoast Watershed Asscciation

750 Commercial St. Rm. 205

Astoria, Oregon %7103

503~-325-0435

503-325-0459 fax

www.clatsopwatersheds, org
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100-Year Flood Boundary

Zone Designations* With

Date of [dentification

e.g., 12/2[74

100-Year Flood Boundary———r—r

500-Year Fiood Boundary

Bass Flood Elevation Line a813
With Elevatlon [n Feat¥®

Base Flood Elevation In Fest " {EL 987}
Where Uniform Within Zone*¥

Elevation Refereace Mark BRM7
River Mile aM1.b

#*Referenced o the National Geodetle Vertlcal Datum of 1928

*EXPLANATION OF ZONE DESIGNATIONS

ZOME EXPLANATION

A Arcas af 100-year flood; base flood elevations and
flood hazard fectors not determined.
Al Areas of 10Dwyesr shallow flopding where depths

are between one {1) and three (3) feet; average depths

e iRlindation dre shown, Ut no fiood HaZird factors

are determined,

AH Areas of 100-year shallow flooding where depths
are between one (1} and three (3} feet; base flood
elevations are shown, but no flood hazard factors
are defermined.

Al1-A30 Arens of 100-vear flood; base fiood elevations and
fload hazard factors determined.

A83 Areas of 100-year flaod to be protected by flood
. protection systems  under -construction; base flood
elevations and flood hazard factors nat determined.

B Areas between limits of the 100-year flood and 500-
vear flood; or certaln areas subject to 100-vear flood-
Ing with aversge depths less than one {1} foot or where
the contributing drainage area s less than ong sguare
mile; or areas protected by levees fram the base flood.
{Medium shadlng)

I Areas of minimal flood!ng, {No shading)

] Areas of undetermined, but possible, flood hazards.

A Arens of 100-year coastal flond with vefocity {wave
action}; base flood elevatlons and floed hazard factors
not determined.

V130 Areas of 100-year coastal flood with velocity {wave
action); base flood clevations and flood hazard factors
determined.

NOTES TO USER

Certzln areas not in the spectal flood hazird areas {Zones A and V)
may 5e protected by flood cantral structures.

This map s for flood insurance purposes anly; it does not neces- |

sarily. show afl areas subject to flooding In the community or
ail planimetric features outside special flood hazard areas,

For adloinlng map panels, see separately printed Index Te Map
Paneis.

INITIAL IDENTIFICATION
DECEMBER 20, 1874
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ELEVATION REFERENCE MARKS

‘ERENCE  ELEVATION - REFERENCE {ELEVATION
MARK FE. {NGVD) DESCRIPTION OF LOCATION MARK | (FT. NGVD) DESCRIPTION OF LOCATION
RmMEs 13841 A standard U.S5. Coast & Geodetic Survey reference mark disle, RM5E 137.538
. stamped BIuff Ref. 1926, in massive racl, at Sitver Polnt, approxi-
mately 2.25 mlles sauth of Ecola Hotel at Cannon Beach, appraxi- .
mately 32 feet sauth of Triangulation Skatlan.

A standard Oregon State Highway Department disk Stamped N 219
1942, set In the nortlwest corner af Oregon Coast Highway bridge,
approximately 1.0 mile north of Arch Cape, in the northwest corner
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CLATSOP COUNTY www.co.clatsop.or.us

Trans. & Dvlp. Srvcs., Planning Division ph: 503-325-8611
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100 x:503-338-3666
Astoria, OR 97103 em: comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

~ April 15, 2009
SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET - DESIGN REVIEW

Chad & Debbie Calhoun
Applicant: PO Box 908
Cannon Beach, OR 97110

Same as Above

Owner:

Property Description: T4N, R10W, Sec 19CA, TL 3402

CRITERIA
1. Relation of Structure to Site:

2. Protection of Ocean Views:

3. Preservation of Landscape:

4. Buffering and Screening (For Commercial Uses):

5. Vehicle Circulation and Parking:

6. Utility Service:



mweston
Typewritten Text
Chad & Debbie Calhoun
PO Box 908
Cannon Beach, OR 97110

mweston
Typewritten Text
Same as Above

mweston
Typewritten Text
T4N, R10W, Sec 19CA, TL 3402

mweston
Typewritten Text
April 15, 2009


7. Signs:

8. Surface Water Drainage:

9. Other Criteria for Evaluation:

The above-entitled matter came before the Southwest Coastal Design Review and
Citizen Advisory Committee at its April 15, 2009 meeting for a public hearing and
consideration of proposal.

Based upon the evidence and testimony provided by the applicant, planning
department staff, and the citizens of the area, this committee hereby recommends this
application be: { Approved, Conditionally Approved, Denied }

Dated this day of April 2009

The Southwest Coastal Design Review /
Citizen Advisory Committee

George Cerelli, Chairman Clatsop County
SW Coastal DR/CA Committee



Clatsop County Community Development ph: 503-325-8611

Department fx: 503-338-3666
800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, em: comdev(@co.clatsop.or.us
Astoria, OR 97103 www.co.clatsop.or.us

PUBLIC NOTICE FOR AN ISSUE BEFORE THE
TRANSPORTATION & DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

In the matter of a Major Design Review application for a Single Family Residence submitted
by Adair Homes on behalf of the owners Chad & Debbie Calhoun. The applicant seeks
Design Review approval to construct a residence on the subject property described in this
notice. The legal description of the Parcel is T4N, R10W, § 19CA, TL 03402.

(For more information see Page 2 of this notice)

DATE OF DECISION: April 24, 2009

COMMENT PERIOD: April 7, 2009 — April 22, 2009

DESIGN REVIEW HEARING: April 15, 2009, 6pm Arch Cape Fire Hall

SEND COMMENTS TO: Public Service Building, 800 Exchange Street, Suite
100 Astoria, Oregon 97103

CONTACT PERSON: Michael Weston Il, Clatsop County Planner

You are receiving this notice because you either own property within 250 feet of the property that serves
as the subject of the land use application described in this letter or you are considered to be an affected
state or federal agency, local government, or special district. A vicinity map for the subject property is
attached.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Clatsop County’s Transportation & Development Services have
received the land use application described in this letter. Pursuant to section 4.100 of the Clatsop County
Land Water Development and Use Ordinance a Public Hearing is scheduled before the Design Review
Committee on Wednesday, April 15, 2009 and; Pursuant to Section 2.020 of the Clatsop County Land
and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO), the Department Director is scheduled to render a
decision based on evidence and testimony on Friday, April 24, 2009 at the Public Service Building, 800
Exchange St., Suite 100, Astoria, OR 97103.

All interested persons are invited to submit testimony & evidence in writing by addressing a letter to the
Clatsop County Transportation & Development Director, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, OR
97103.  Written comments may also be sent via FAX to 503-338-3666 or via email to
comdev@co.clatsop.or.us. Written comments must be received in this office no later than 4PM on
Wednesday April 15, 2009 in order to be considered at the Public Hearing and no later than
Wednesday, April 22, 2009 in order to be considered in the Decision.

NOTE: Failure of an issue to be raised in a hearing, in person or by letter, or failure to provide statements
or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue precludes an
appeal based on that issue.

Page 1 of 6


http://www.co.clatsop.or.us/
mailto:comdev@co.clatsop.or.us

THE LAND USE APPLICATION DESCRIBED:

The applicant is requesting Design Review approval for a Single Family Dwelling. The building plans
indicate the structure is 24’ from the base of the foundation to the roof peak. Average Grade Calculation
are taken from undisturbed soils and indicate the maximum allowable height is 24’ 9" above the control
point located at the Southeast corner of the structure’s footprint. The plans submitted by the applicant do
not indicate the average grade in comparison to the structure. They do indicate the structure will be 24 feet
above finished grade; however the finished grade does not reflect the average grade. Regardless all other
aspects of the structure appear to conform to the Design Review Criteria.

For More Details regarding Location and Design see pages 3 - 6

The following criteria from Clatsop County Land and Water Development and Use Ordinance (LWDUO)
apply to the request: § 1.010-1.050 (Definitions), 2.020 (Type Il Procedure), 2.120 (Procedure for Mailed
Notice), 2.230-2.260 (Request for Review/Appeal et al), 3.060 (Arch Cape Rural Community Residential
Zone), 4.100 (Site Development Review Overlay District {SDRO}), and Clatsop County’s Standards
Document Chapters 1-3.

In addition, the following elements of the Clatsop County Comprehensive Plan apply to the request: Goal
1 (Citizen Involvement), Goal 2 (Land Use Planning), Goal 5 (Natural Resources, Scenic and Historic
Areas, and Open Spaces), Goal 6 (Air, Water and Land Resources Quality), Goal 8 (Recreational Needs),
Goal 9 (Economy), Goal 10 (Housing), Goal 11 (Public Facilities and Services), Goal 12
(Transportation), Goal 13 (Energy Conservation), and the Southwest Coastal Community Plan.

These documents are available for review at the Clatsop County Community Development Department
office, 800 Exchange Street, Suite 100, Astoria, Oregon and on-line at the county’s website,
WwWw.co.clatsop.or.us .

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant and
applicable criteria are available for inspection at the Transportation & Development Department Office
during normal business hours (M-F, 8-5) at no cost and will be provided at reasonable cost.

If you have questions about this land use matter or need more information, please contact Michael Weston
I1, Clatsop County Planner, at (503) 325-8611 or via email at mweston@co.clatsop.or.us.

Notice to Mortgagee, Lien Holder, Vendor or Seller: ORS Chapter 215 requires that if you receive this
notice it must promptly be forwarded to the purchaser.

Page 2 of 6
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This map was produced using the Clatsop County GIS data. The GIS data is %
maintained by the county to support its governmental activities. The 1in. = 154 ft /@
county is not reponsible for map errors, omissions, misuse or misinterpretation. cT : 4/7/2009
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CORNER TRIM W/ ol : ;
1" X 2" SHADOW BOARD

~: x @:

FIBERGLASS ROOFING

\[ HORIZONTAL LAP SIDING

|~ FINISHED GRADE BY OWNER,
—<_SLOPED TO CODE

OPTIONAL EXTERIOR SIDING & TRIM SPECIFICIATIONS

Siding on walls - LP Smart Siding 3/8" thick X 8" wide horizontal lap siding.

Siding on upper portion of front wall & gables - LP Smart Panel plain siding with 4/4 X 2 LP Smart
Trim vertical batts at 16" OC. 5/4 X 6 LP Smart Trim bell band located as shown on elevation
drawings at bottom of gables & seperating upper & lower portions of front wall.

Window and Sliding Glass Door trim. 5/4 X 4 LP Smart Trim all sides. On grouped windows
the vertical center mullions will be 7/16" LP Smart Panel plain siding ripped to fit the width
between windows.

Window Grids. Integral window grids in perimeter style configuration (Prairie Frame) for all
windows. No grids in SGD.

Garage and Front Entry Door trim. 5/4 X 4 LP Smart Trim each side and 5/4 X 6 LP Smart
Trim Header. Header overhangs sides 1 1/2" on each end. (Does not apply to other exterior
doors.)

Wrapped porch support beam and pillars - Front, back, bottom (between posts) and exposed end
of the support beam to be covered with LP Smart Panel plain (no groove) siding. 4 X 4 posts boxed
in with 5/4 X 6 and 5/4 X 8 LP Smart Trim. The base and top to be finished with 5/4 X 6 LP
Smart Trim as a footing and crown. Pillar covers to terminate at the bottom 8" below the top of

.the rough floor elevation of the home. The Owner will provide the front porch (wood deck or

concrete slab) to match this elevation.
Look-out beam at peak of designated gable ends - 4 X 6 cedar beam, 4 X 4 cedar angled brace, and
2 X 4 cedar back plate.

4-2080 G REVERSE
[ APPROVED 17,

DATE | -89

OWNER

OFFICER, ADAIR HOMES L
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For Department Uss Only|

) Development Permit Permit # 20090091 o User  Staws  Date

il Permit Type: Type Il Michzel Weston Entered 03/04/2000 -
Clatsop County Planning and Development Entry Date:  3/4/2009 Michael Weston ~ Deemed Incompl  03/18/2009
800 Exchange St Ste 100 Entered By:  Michael Weston :

Astoria, OR 97103 Assigned To:

Permit
325 - 8611 Fax (503) 338 - 3666 | Status: Pending

~ Ph. (503)

G Propoged Use i i e I T e

Proposed Use: Design Review
. Zone: AC-RCR Description: New Residence
: Overlay District: None

e e
Owner: Name: Calhoun Chad & Calhoun Debbie Ph. #: (503) 470-0430
Address: PO Box 908 Cel: () -
City. State. Zip: Cannon Beach, OR 97110 Fax: ()
jitus Address: T R S Q8 Qg8 Taxlot
City: State: OREGON 4 1019 C A 03402

fnad G G ApplicantiAgent T e
Applicant: Name: Adair Homes (Linda) Ph. #:

360) 225-1154

(
Address: Celt: ()} -
City, State, Zip: Fax: () -
Agent:  Name/Type: Ph.# () -
Address: Cell: { ) -
City, State, Zip: Fax: ( ) -
P R T SNy T Fees T

Fee Type: Permit Fee Total:
Planning/Development $711.00
Total: $711.00

LT Regeipts

Payor Name: Pymnt Type Check# Pymnt Date Pymnt Amount:
Calhoun Chad Check 1827 03/18/2009 $711.00

Balance Due:  $0.00

1. For Commercial and industrial uses, include parking and loading plan, sign plan and erosion controf plan.
2. For residential and other uses, include an erosion control plan.
3. Review attached applicant’s statement and sign below,

I have read and understand the attached APPLICANT'S STATEMENT and agree to abide by the terms thereof,
Applicant Signature: Date:

Owner Signature: Date:
Agent Signature: Date:

3/18/2009 Page 1 of 3



Development Permit Féi%l.‘iep_é_rtrh'erit -U_Seio'my' .

Cilatsop County Planning and Development
800 Exchange St Ste 100
Astoria, OR 97103

Permit #: 20090091

Ph. (503) 325 - 8611 Fax (503) 338 - 3666

" Zoning District Requirements. """

Property Access Info. -

Access to Property: Setbacks

: fDirection Req. |Actual
. County Permit Required? N
 State Permit Required? St

S2:!

_Property information’:

. CompliancefPermit Requirements . .

Clatsop County Compliance

Except as noted, the Clatsop County Community Development Department finds the propoesed use(s)/action(s) in compliance with the Clatsop County
Land & Water Development and Use Ordinance and with the Clatsop County Comprehensive Plan.

The evaluation of the land parcels oullined above is based on the information presented at this time, standards provided in the Clatsop Cournty Land &
j Water Development & Use Ordinance, and policies of the Comprehensive plan, and the Zoning/

Comprehensive Plan Map.

The applicant or property owner must comply with the conditions noted below and on the aftached applicants statement.
This permit is not valid Lnfess the conditions are met.

Entered by: Michael Weston
Entered Date: 03/04/2009

Applicants Signature: Date:

| Clatsop County Authorization: %f/ﬁ%

Date:

3/18/2009 Page 2 of 3



Development Permit

Applicant's Statement

1. Pertaining to the subject property described, | hereby declare that | am the legal owner of record,
or an agent having the consent of the legal owner of record, and am authorized to make the
application for a Development Permit/Action so as to obtain the following permits: Building,
Sanitation, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Oregon Division of State Lands, Oregon Department of
Transportation, Oregon Department of Parks and Recreation, or a Clatsop County Road Approach.
! shall obtain any and all necessary permits before | do any of the proposed uses or activities. The
statements within this application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. |
understand that if the permit authorized was based on false statements, or it is determined that {
have failed to fully comply with ali conditions attatched to and made a part of this permit, this permit
approval is hereby revoked and null and void.

2. It is expressly made a condition of this permit that | at all times fully abide by all State, Federal, and
Jocal laws, rules, and regulations governing my activities conducted or planned pursuant to this
permit.

- 3. As a condition for issuing this Development Permit/Action, the undersigned agrees that he/she will
hold Clatsop County harmiess from and indemnify the County for any and all liabilities to the under-
signed, his/her property or any other person or property, that might arise from any and alf claims,
damages, actions, causes of action or suits of any kind or nature whatsoever, which might resuft
from the undersign's failure to build, improve or maintain roads which serve as access fo the
subject property or from the undersign's failure fo fully abide by any of the conditions included in or
attached to this permit.

4, WAIVER OF VESTED RIGHTS DURING APPEAL PERIOD FOR ZONING AUTHORIZATIONS.

- | have been advised that this Land and Water Development Permit/Action by the Clatsop County
Community Development Director may be appealed within twelve (12} calendar days of the date of
of permit issuance and authorization (note. if the twelfth day is a Saturday, Sunday or legal holiday,
the appeal period lasts until the end of the next day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or legal
holiday). | understand that if the approval authorized by the County and referenced above is
reversed on appeal, then the authorization granted prior to the end of the appeal period wilf be null
and void. | further understand and consent to the fact that any actions taken by me in relfance
upon the authorization granted during the appeal period shall be at my own risk, and that | hereby
agree not to attemp to hold Clatsop County responsible for consequenses or damages in the event
that removal of improvements constructed during the appeal period is ordered because an appeal
is sustained.

. 5. | am aware that failure to abide by applicable Clatsop County Land and Water Development and

- Use Ordinance 80-14, as amended and Standards Document regulations may result in revocation
of this permit or enforcement action by the County to resolve a violation and that enforcement
action may result in levying of a fine,

- 6. [ understand that a change in use, no matter how insignificant, may not be authorized under this
permit and may require a hew Development Permit/Action (check first, with the Clatsop County
Community Development Department,).

j 7. [ understand that this Development Permit/Action expires 180 days from the date of issuance
. unless substantial construction or action pursuant to the permit has taken place. Upon expiration,
a new development permit must be obtained.
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Average Grade Cross Section Submitted April 9, 2009
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APPLICATION FOR

DESIGN REVIEW

APPLICANT: Q\\N& (:\\\(\ ANHS SRS Phone: w&b
Address: pk\ X &\b%‘ COnaidin %QC\(\\] O Swp

OWNER:_ Q. Qi D Colvun Phone: (SYYN6-(4p
Address 0 S AR Capen QSZC\&.\\‘ O Wy

AGENT: NI Phone: NIty
Address: [Q\i\

Proposed Development:  NQ\«| LAY

Present Zoning: o5 Q= \ Overlay District:
Lot Size: U, RO X \pS.0le"

LIG\ACASINYD

AW\

Township Range Section Tax lot(s)

Property Location: YO\ %’3 \\3\ '\\{}\(X\\\\\c\ —Q\C\\r 'é;\Q\Q&O'— \S
Rt Coge O e

General description of the property:

Existing Use: _ {0\ AL — O \0nd il sy

Topography: \at\ned, NRUS, (\\-&i'g‘m?\ ST ,]\&\C%i (g

Property Description:

General description of adjoining property:
Existing Uses: {0 N i‘t\ﬁh\*\_ ol
Topography: _ S

Community Development Department
800 Exchange, Suite 100 * Astoria, Oregon 97103 * (503) 325-8611 * FAX 503-338-3666



Time Limit on Approval. Site design review approvals shall be void after one (1) year unless a
building permit has been issued and substantial construction has taken place per the Uniform

Building Code.

The information contained in this application is in all respects true, complete, and correct to the
best of my knowledge and I am aware of the additional costs that may accrue and agree to pay
them as required above.

Applicant's Signature: ( J/ ﬁ—’ m‘ Cﬁ\&\r Date: 9. QS‘B‘%
Owner's Signature: C /K/&\/ “m COS\L Date: Q~&S—Qq

The following is from the Clatsop County Land and Water Development and Use
Ordinance #80-14:

Section 4.100. Site Design Review Overlay District (/SDRQ).

Section 4.102. Purpose. This section provides for the comprehensive review of proposed
development permits in order to preserve scenic views and to promote attractive development of
the site compatible with the natural and man-made environment.

Section 4.104. Types of Review.  All development which is situated within the /SDRO District
Boundary that falls under the thresholds in this section shall be subject to the Criteria for Design
Review Evaluation, Section 4.106 and Article 2, Procedures for Land Use Applications.

1. The following types of projects shall require review according to the Type II procedure,
Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Major projects, review by the Design
Review Advisory Committee as described in Section 4.116, is required.

a. Any new residential development proposing to construct a dwelling as described
in Section 1.030 (Dwelling Types).

b. Any new commercial development proposing to construct structures devoted to a
commercial use.

c Any new commercial development creating additional cumulative square footage
beyond 20% of an existing building footprint.

d. Any new residential development creating additional cumulative square footage

beyond 20% of an existing building footprint.

2. The following types of projects shall require design review according to the Type II
Procedure, Section 2.020. For purposes of these types of Minor projects, review by the
Design Review Advisory Committee as described in Section 4.116, is not required.

a. Accessory buildings in residential zones.
b. Projects that require building permits for exterior renovations on commercial and
residential structures; including but not limited to new decks, awnings, alterations
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BACK ELEVATION
178" =1-0"

= et ——

LEFT ELEVATION
1/8"=1'-0"

RIGHT ELEVATICN

8= 10"

1" X 6" CORNER TRIM W/
1" X 2" SHADOW BOARD

—— FIBERGLASS ROOFING

HORIZONTAL LAP SIDING

P FINISHED GRADE BY OWNER,
1 SLOPED TO CODE

OPTIONAL EXTERIOR SIDING & TRIM SPECIFICIATIONS

Siding on walls - LP Smart Siding 3/8" thick X 8" wide horizontal lap siding.

Siding on upper portion of front wall & gables - LP Smart Panel plain siding with 4/4 X 2 LP Smart
Trim vertical batts at 16" OC. 5/4 X 6 LP Smart Trim bell band located as shown on elevation
drawings at bottom of gables & seperating upper & lower portions of front wall.

Window and Sliding Glass Door trim. 5/4 X 4 LP Smart Trim all sides. On grouped windows
the vertical center mullions will be 7/16" LP Smart Panel plain siding ripped to fit the width
between windows.

Window Grids. Integral window grids in perimeter style configuration (Prairie Frame) for all
windows. No grids in SGD.

Garage and Front Entry Door trim. 5/4 X 4 LP Smart Trim each side and 5/4 X 6 LP Smart
Trim Header. Header overhangs sides 1 1/2" on each end. (Does not apply to other exterior
doors.)

Wrapped porch support beam and pillars - Front, back, bottom (between posts) and exposed end
of the support beam to be covered with LP Smart Panel plain (no groove) siding. 4 X 4 posts boxed
in with 5/4 X 6 and 5/4 X 8 LP Smart Trim. The base and top to be finished with 5/4 X 6 LP
Smart Trim as a footing and crown. Pillar covers to terminate at the bottom 8" below the top of

.the rough floor elevation of the home. The Owner will provide the front porch (wood deck or

concrete slab) to match this elevation.
Look-out beam at peak of designated gable ends - 4 X 6 cedar beam, 4 X 4 cedar angled brace, and
2 X 4 cedar back plate.

[ APPROVED 173

DATE | =517

OFFICER, ADAIR HOMES L
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WINDOW & DOOR SCHEDULE

..... ONTY WINDOWS
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. o 3 (© COPYRIGHT 2006
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HEATERS, THERMOSTATS, AND ALL ELECTRICAL o IN
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WINDOW & DOOR SCHEDULE
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