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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
Thursday, May 28, 2009 @ 6:00 P.M  

 Arch Cape Fire Hall, 79816 E. Beach Rd 
 

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: 
 April 15, 2009  

5. CONSENT CALENDAR / MINOR REVIEW ITEMS  

 No Items 

6. PUBLIC HEARINGS / MAJOR DESIGN REVIEW: 

 Petrina / Hasenberg Continuation Road Extension: 
 Applicants are requesting to extend road and utility services to their parcel. 

 

 Calhoun Continuation New Residential Development: 
 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 

 Willis, Accessory Building - Garage 
 The applicants are seeking to expand their existing residence to the east by replacing 

and expanding their garage to include a secondary parking space within the garage and 
moving the structure east approximately 15 feet in accordance with the 20’ Setback 
requirement.  

7. OTHER DISCUSSION 
 This is a chance for the committee to discuss and invite testimony regarding topics of 

interest 

8. ADJOURN 
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MINUTES FROM THE SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE MEETING HELD April 15, 2009 AT 6 p.m. 

 

Chairman George Cerelli called the meeting to order at 6:15 p.m. 

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

 
Business From The Public:  
George Cerelli (GC): Opened discussion 
Tunnel Echoes: Requested that we prepare minutes to be posted in the local news publication 
Debbie Birkby (DB): Approved minutes can be emailed to Debra Birkby to be posted at the following Web address: 
www.archcape.com. 
Mike Weston (MW): Addressed the Madison/Reynolds Accessory Structure. Explaining that in its current form the 
structure appears to conform to the requirements of the ordinance. However the Building department is withholding 
final permit until satisfactory compliance with the building code can be confirmed, including the 18-foot height limit, a 
stairway & loft area. As for compliance with their design review criteria it appears the structure meets the criteria as an 
accessory structure. If the structure were used as a guesthouse it would then be a violation of the ordinance due to the 
size of the structure. A guesthouse is permitted under section 3.064§(2) provided it is no greater than ½ the size of the 
ground floor of the main dwelling. However as an accessory structure / shop the building appears to technically meet 
the criteria at this time. 
Helen Paulus: Questioned the stairs leading to the upper level, which appeared to be a residential area. The original 
proposal does not represent what is being built. This is not a garage.  
DB: Asked if the structure has beds, and if not, how can we call the structure is a guesthouse and not an accessory 
structure? 
Member from Public (Neighbor/Virginia??): Structure stands alone, and in her opinion it is a stand-alone house.  
Further discussion ensued among committee members & staff regarding taxes, the guesthouse, and legality and it was 
determined that at present the structure appears to meet the criteria.  
MW: Brought up Land Use Code revisions and possible meeting dates and times. 
Committee discussed the issue and determined the best meeting date would be Wednesday, May 6th, @ 3:30 in the 
Planning Office in Astoria. 
DB: Asked whether this would be a public meeting or a work session with just the committee members.  
MW: Responded that the preferred style would be an informal work session among committee members & that we 
could then present our findings to the public 

 
Consideration of Minutes: 

DB: Strike Teri Allen as being present, Strike Teri Allen from 1st ¶  
John Mersereau (JM): Addressed the concern in the 1st ¶ and described that the conversation was actually referring to Teri 
Allen. Clarify the language in 1st ¶.  
DB: “Teri Allen had proposed the DR to …” Strike “although the structure.” Bottom of Page 4 referring to timber on 
Tom Butori, amend language to state they were adjacent to:  “Timber from cutting was to be placed on lots they were 
adjacent to.” 
Tim Crawford (TC): Strike last ¶ regarding wetland map area. 
GC: Calls for a motion 
DB: Moves to accept minutes as amended. 

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


Linda Murray (LW): Seconds 

Motion passed unanimously. 
 

Petrina / Hasenberg Road Extension: 

TC: Asked if the application was incomplete without the ODOT approval. 
DB: Asked why this was considered a Minor Review and not a Major Review. 
MW: Application is complete but the department will adhere to ODOT's recommendations; therefore we have to wait 
for ODOT’s response, so technically could be considered incomplete. This road extension is considered a minor review 
due to the logical progression of development vs. a leapfrog style of development, which would be required to consider 
all alternate possibilities. 
DB: Discussed alternate options and the possibility of conditioning the approval to require the applicants to alter the 
Green Leaf approach to 90º or using alternate routes (Marcum / Ocean View) to get to the property. There are other 
access ways to the property that should be considered. 
LM: That aspect (alternate options) doesn’t really apply to this development because they are just extending a 
preexisting road. 
JM: Who is going to be responsible for paying for the improvements to Green Leaf or building an entirely new road? 
Wondered if Petrina was aware of the situation off 101? (MW – notices were sent) 
GC: The turn there is really bad and something needs to be done there. 
Stephen Malkowski (SM):  What is the state’s threshold for when the road needs to be improved? Why does the 13th or 
whomever have to pay all the costs to improve the road to the standards? 
MW: Whenever there is a development within 750 feet that has the potential to add ADT (Average Daily Trips) to an 
ODOT right of way, ODOT should be contacted. In conversations with ODOT representatives, they stated they 
would recommend widening the access point. Our land use code gives the county the ability to require improvements 
proportional to the development. In this situation an improvement of the approach could be conditioned through 
county codes. 
JM: At this point they are just discussing the widening of the access point, not requiring a right angle? (MW – Possibly 
/ Likely). 
Comments from Public: 

Eli Henderson: What are the possibilities of the future development down that road? There are trees marked, lots 
planned out, to open up the development to the back. The committee should look at the possibility of extending Ocean 
straight out or building an alternate access using Marcum/Hug Point. Green Leaf is the problem and this development 
will only make things worse. Ms. Henderson explained that she has had at least two incidents where she was trying to 
turn left and got passed on the left. 
Steven Blakesly: Request the committee look long term at this development. Instead of responding to this one request 
right now, we should look strategically and come up with a better plan. There are numerous options here but would like 
to see options considered and choose the best possible site for an intersection. When I built my place in ’98 Randy 
Trevillian stated that adding more dwellings on the road would require road improvements, since then 4 more homes 
have gone in. Last extended in ‘98. 
David Bratton: This seems like a long-term question that needs to be answered. Something should be done at the Green 
Leaf access. The county & ODOT should be considering the long range impacts. This is the one area in Arch Cape 
where people can pass, and so people fly through there. We should discuss the option of repainting the road there. 
Discussion Among Commissioners & Staff: 

Proportionality test – Widening or realigning alternate access to Ocean View, Hug Point Drive possibility when Old 
Growth Stumps comes through.  
LM: Can we get maps with the correct names instead of using the ancient platted names? 
MOTION: 

TC: Motion that we postpone the application until staff can negotiate with ODOT and present 
results to the Committee 

LM: Seconds 



DISCUSSION:  

JM: This access needs to be a right angle, not just a widening. 
SM: Do you think it’s possible that this would require a turnout at some point? Committee: Probably not from ODOT 
MW: Modify the motion to include right angle 
TC: Accepts Modification 

MOTION: 

TC: Move to postpone based on negotiations between Staff & ODOT and include discussions to 
require a 90º Access to Green Leaf Road. Staff to bring back information regarding the County’s 
ability to Compel the applicant to bring the access to 90º? 

JM: Seconds 

Motion Passed Unanimously 
 

Michael Huemann et. al. Footbridge Replacement: 

MW: Gives a brief overview. 
GC: Pretty simple. No Discussion 

 
Calhoun New Residential Development: 

MW: Presented application; discussed the average grade calculations and staff analysis.  
TC: Application is missing a water drainage plan. 
DB: Drainage is one of the criteria; do you have a plan for your drainage? 
Chad Calhoun: My understanding is that the drainage would lead to the north of the property. 
TC: We’re concerned with the roof drainage and where the water will go. 
Tom Merrell: That whole area gets flooded in the heavy rains. There is one home in that area already that has all their 
roof drainage going into the road. 
TC/JM: Discuss the possible drainage routes to the northwest side where a water channel currently exists. 
LM: The proposed drainage goes right through the proposed Piscatelli access road. Committee would like to continue 
the application so the applicant would have time to gather the necessary information. 
Mike Manzulli: Protection / preservation of tree cover is a requirement of the DR criteria. This parcel has one of the 
largest spruce trees in the area. 
LM: In the past we have received plot plans that indicate the location of trees. It would be nice to see a plot plan 
indicating the location of trees and impact on vegetation. 
MOTION 

JM: Move to postpone till May 20, 2009 @ 6:00 p.m. at the Arch Cape Fire Hall.  

TC: Seconds 

Issues that need to be addressed are surface water drainage, average vrade height, & tree coverage 

Motion Passed Unanimously 
 

OTHER DISCUSSION:  
TC: Raised the issue of speed limits within the Arch Cape Rural Community. We would like to get ODOT and the 
County to address the Speed limits within the rural community. Most of the roads in Arch Cape should have speed 
limits of 10 mph, not 20 or 25. The community might be able to get this signs that state new speed limits and post 
them throughout the community. Although it may be unenforceable, it would still get the point across. Essentially is 
this committee willing to put forth the effort that is going to be required to actually do something about it? This is 
going to take a letter from George and this committee to request a speed study from ODOT. State doesn’t want to, but 
if the community requests it ODOT will likely have to do the study 



JM: Agreed to support the initiative and help draft the letter to request the speed be reduced to 45 here on the highway. 

Community Member: Please also consider the viability to speed bumps 
MOTION: 

TC: Motion to devote resources (time) to investigate options for reducing the speed limits, including 
speed bumps throughout the Arch Cape community and drafting a letter requesting a speed study. 

DB: Second 

Motion Passed Unanimous  

DB: Follow up on Road Repairs, Debra Birkby is working with Linda Murray to draft letters to remind individuals to 
repair the roads after they make the utility cuts.  
TC: Currently the county has conditions to ensure the roads are protected; no one enforces the conditions that are put 
on the permit. 
Tom Merrell: Provided an option for enforcing the condition by making the applicants work through the Arch Cape 
Sanitary District and enforce the road repairs. The sanitary district could send them a letter that states they need to 
repair the road or the sanitary district will and they will be billed through the water and sanitary district. 
GC: There should be a condition of approval to replace/fix the road before the county grants occupancy 
Discussion among committee members regarding hedges, trees, visual impacts, etc 
MW: Opened discussion regarding amateur radio antenna appear to be exempt from development permits. Is the 
committee alright with this or does anyone takes issue with the exemption? 

SM: Raised the question regarding windmills for the purpose of generating electricity. How will those and flag poles 
play into this standard. Is there going to be a separation? 

MW: Explained windmills are Type II review and would come before the board.  

Tom Merrell: It would be good to address the green power because that is going to be a rising issue.  

MOTION  

SM: Moves to Adjourn. 

DB: Second. 

GC: Hearing no discussion meeting adjourned @ 7:50 pm. 
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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET – DESIGN REVIEW 
 

 
Applicant:  
 
 
Owner: 
 
 
Property Description: 

 
 

_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 

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
April 15, 2009

mweston
Typewritten Text
CKI, INC.PO BOX 309Seaside, OR 97138

mweston
Typewritten Text
J & C Petrina / J & C Hasenberg2104 NE 45th StreetPortland, OR 97213T4N, R10W, Sec. 30BC, TL 1700

mweston
Typewritten Text
The current proposal does not indicate the location of structuresin relation to the site.

mweston
Typewritten Text
The protection of ocean views will be assessed at the applicationstage for design review for potential future residences.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Landscape shall be preserved to the extent possible to permit the road extension as indicated on the site plan provided.

mweston
Typewritten Text
This is not a commercial use.

mweston
Typewritten Text
This is a consideration of the application and assessed through conditions as outlined in the attached document indicating the conditions necessary for approval

mweston
Typewritten Text
Connection to the existing utility service is proposed and will need to meet or exceed the sanitary districts standards. 

mweston
Text Box
May 28, 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 May 28, 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 May 2009 
 
 

The Southwest Coastal Design Review / 
Citizen Advisory Committee  

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

mweston
Typewritten Text
No signs have been proposed with this development.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Applicant is required to ensure that surface water drainage is handled appropriately and does not negatively effect surrounding land owners
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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Patrina-Hasenberg Road Extension to Ocean View Lane 
 

 
Clatsop County’s Land Water Development and Use Ordinance 80-14, “Standards Document Chapter 6 – 
Road Standard Specifications for Design and Construction,” requires the county to ensure the road meets 
the A-20 Standard. The A-20 Standard requires an asphalt or concrete surface when the road services 
more than 3 lots. Under S6.005§(2) the county can perform a “Proportionality test.” The proportionality 
test will likely result in the following conditions being applied to this development in addition to the usual 
conditions required to satisfy best management practices: 
 

(1) The applicant will be required to bring the access to 101 up to ODOT standards by either widening 
and realigning Greenleaf or connecting Ocean View and closing Greenleaf. 

(2) The County will require an additional 50' of the road, from the approved access / approach to meet 
the A-20 standards with an asphalt or concrete surface.  

(3) The entire road will need to satisfy A-20 standards but it is likely the County will relax conditions 
requiring the owner to pave the road beyond the 50’ mentioned above.  

 

*** See Clatsop County LWDUO, Chapter 6 Section S6.050/Table 1 Right of Way and Improvements *** 
Standards Table and the Oregon Fire Code as adopted by ORS 

http://www.co.clatsop.or.us/
mailto:comdev@co.clatsop.or.us
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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET – DESIGN REVIEW 
 

 
Applicant:  
 
 
Owner: 
 
 
Property Description: 

 
 

_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 

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: 
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
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Chad & Debbie CalhounPO Box 908Cannon Beach, OR 97110

mweston
Typewritten Text
Same as Above

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

mweston
Typewritten Text
April 15, 2009

mweston
Typewritten Text
The relation of the structure to the site adequately satisfies thecriteria of Clatsop County's Land Water Development and Use Ord.

mweston
Typewritten Text
The protection of Ocean Views is ensured through the requirementsas set forth in the Ord.

mweston
Typewritten Text
The applicant has submitted a tree plan and landscape intent. 

mweston
Typewritten Text
This is not intended for commercial use.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Adequate vehicle circulation is provided through public streetsand rights of way.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Utility Service is located within the adjacent right of way
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May 28, 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 May 28, 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 May 2009 
 
 

The Southwest Coastal Design Review / 
Citizen Advisory Committee  

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

mweston
Typewritten Text
No Signs are proposed with this development.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Applicant has provided a drainage plan in accordance with the committee's request.
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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

CRITERIA EVALUATION SHEET – DESIGN REVIEW 
 

 
Applicant:  
 
 
Owner: 
 
 
Property Description: 

 
 

_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
_______________________________ 
 
_______________________________ 

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: 
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________

May 28, 2009
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Bob Cerelli31897 Maxwell LaneArch Cape, OR 97102

mweston
Typewritten Text
John & Kathleen Willis788 Cabana Lane Lake Oswego, OR 97034

mweston
Typewritten Text
T4N, R10W, Sec. 19BC, TL 2102

mweston
Typewritten Text
This application was deemed incomplete in April because the designsprovided do not specify roof height above average grade. In additionit does not consider the 4 principle corners of the dwelling.

mweston
Typewritten Text
The expansion of the house and redesigning of the garage should have no impact upon existing views, the height of the structureis supposedly not increasing.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Upon a site visit conducted May 20, 2009 there is no landscaping that will be affected by this development.

mweston
Typewritten Text
This is not a Commercial Use.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Vehicular Circulation is provided via Carnahan Road. Parking is available on the site. 

mweston
Typewritten Text
Utility service is currently present on the site.



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 May 28, 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 May 2009 
 
 

The Southwest Coastal Design Review / 
Citizen Advisory Committee  

 
_________________________________ 
George Cerelli, Chairman Clatsop County 
SW Coastal DR/CA Committee 
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Typewritten Text
No signs are proposed as a function of this development.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Current Drainage systems drain toward the Ocean, the applicant wasasked to provide a drainage plan for the addition at the Design Review hearing. A brief statement was provided with the application.

mweston
Typewritten Text
This development is in a mapped velocity and flood zone, buildingcriteria will need to be appropriate to satisfy Clatsop County Standards.
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