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SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 
Wednesday, August 19, 2009 @ 6:00 P.M. Arch Cape Fire Hall, 79816 E Beach Road 

 

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: 
 June 17, 2009 Minutes 
 July 15, 2009 Minutes  

5. CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE APPLICANTS 
 Current – SW Coastal Committee & DR By-Laws 
 March 1999 – SW Coastal Committee & DR By-Laws 
 Richard Donofrio, Applicant 
 Theodore Lundy, Applicant 

6. CONSENT CALENDAR / MINOR REVIEW ITEMS  
 Gonzales – Minor Design Review 

 Applicant is applying for design review approval to renovate the exterior and interior 
of a duplex located at 79594 Hwy 101, Arch Cape (material included) 

 September 16, 2009 next regularly scheduled meeting.  

7. PUBLIC HEARINGS / MAJOR DESIGN REVIEW: 
 Petrina / Hasenberg - Road Extension: {NO DOCUMENTS INCLUDED} 

 Currently Continued – Applicants are currently working with ODOT and the County 
Engineering Dept. 

8. OTHER DISCUSSION 
 This is a chance for the committee to discuss and invite testimony from outside agents 

regarding topics of interest. 
  Modification request to adopted landscape preservation plan by Chad Calhoun 
  Tree removal request by Bob Cerelli & Gilbert Kent on adjacent property to Calhoun’s 

9. ADJOURN 

http://www.co.clatsop.or.us/
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Consideration of Minutes From:
                  June 17, 2009
                  July 15, 2009  
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MINUTES FROM THE SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE MEETING HELD June 17, 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, Tim Crawford, and Linda Murray. Staff 
Present: Michael Weston.  

 
Business From The Public:  

Theodore Lundy (TL): presented questions about the process for Committee appointment 

 
Consideration of Minutes: 

Correction of Cathy Donofrino’s name “C” instead of “K” on page 1. 

MOTION: 

TC Moves 
DB: Seconds   

Motion passed unanimously. 

 
Singh – Minor Design Review: 

PUBLIC COMMENT: None 

Discussion Among Commissioners & Staff:  

MW: Gave a brief explanation of the application and presented findings. Described why design review 
was triggered. 

MOTION: 

TC: Moved to Approves the Design Review 
DB: Seconded 
 
Motion Passed Unanimously 

 
Petrina / Hasenberg Road Extension: 

Discussion Among Commissioners & Staff: 

MW: Discussed the applicant’s request and likely requirements from ODOT. County would apply the 
conditions described in the application including an A-20 road standard design on Greenleaf, and pave 50’ 
from skirt. 

LM: Requested information on future developments in this area including the old growth stumps proposal. 

MW: Explained the options and possibilities of access. 

JM: Described the best option for improving the access and using Ocean View as the primary access instead 
of Greenleaf. 

http://www.co.clatsop.or.us/
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TC: Can we condition our approval to require them to use Ocean View lane instead of Greenleaf. 

LM: The application is still vague and there is not enough information in the packet to approve the 
application.  

PUBLIC COMMENT: 

Joe Patrina and John Hasenberg testified in defense of the project and requested clarification as to why they 
should shoulder the burden of the road upgrades. Also wanted to know why other developments were 
permitted on the road without requiring road upgrades. The right of way is owned by the county and should 
be maintained by the county. Could develop two lots without even expanding the road, their development is 
minimal in size and nature. Seems unfair that they are the first ones updating the access. 

Discussion Among Commissioners & Staff: 

Discussion covered: 

Previous cost allocations of road and utilities on Ocean View Lane and county development requirements. 
Required standards and conditions assessed by the county. 
A-20 Requirements 
Utility Upgrades 
Proportionality Test in accordance with section 6.005§(2)  
Why are there 7 homes that have been developed that use this access, and yet the county has not required any 
of those owners to upgrading to road access.  
ODOT requirements, what will ODOT requirements will be assessed to one house off Oceien View and 
Accessing Greenleaf..  
Working with neighbors & future developers who access Highway 101 from Greenleaf and Ocean View LN. 
Safety Issues including, Narrow access portion, Line of Sight, Highway Speed, Etc.  

MOTION:  

No Motion Matter Continued. 
 

OTHER DISCUSSION:  

Bill Owen discussed the possibility of regulating hedge height and wandered what had become of that issue. 

JM: Discussed the issues, how the committee is addressing it and the steps the committee and staff is taking 
to resolve future issues through code amendments. Hedges should be treated under the same confines as a 
fence. 

MOTION: 

LM: Moves to adjorn 

TC: Seconded 

GC: Hearing no discussion meeting adjourned @ 7:15 pm. 
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MINUTES FROM THE SOUTHWEST COASTAL DESIGN REVIEW / CITIZEN ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE MEETING HELD July 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, Tim Crawford, and Linda Murray. Staff 
Present: Michael Weston.  

 
Business From The Public:  

Nadia Gardner: Requested information pertaining to the 25 foot buffer of trees to be retained along Highway 
101. 2 locations have not adhered to this requirement, in particular 2 sites North of Hemlock and one across 
the street near Butches Garage.  

Steve Pinger: Presented a quantitative analysis for the design review code and submitted proposed changes to 
the submittal requirements.  

 
Consideration of Minutes: 

No Minutes Prepared. 

 
Consideration of Committee Applications: 

MW: Presented the applicants and their applications. The applicants include Richard Donofrio & Tod 
Lundy.   

Theodore Lundy: Discussed why he is interested in the position, and his history here in Arch Cape. 

Debra Birkby (DB): Asked Tod Lundy where he resides and mentioned that there may be a rule that 
restricts applicants to only those who reside in Arch Cape. 

GC: Mentioned that the By-Laws may have a stipulation that restricts residency. Dave English was an 
example on such a situation. Request Staff to research the By-Laws to determine if the Applicant’s 
have to be residents.  

Issue was tabled until Staff can prepare the By-Laws for review to the Committee Members. 

 

Piscitelli / Carlsen – Tree Removal and Grading: 

Staff Presentation:  

MW: Gave a brief presentation about the request and presented the staff findings. 

PUBLIC COMMENT:  

Mark Piscitelli: gave a presentation regarding the proposal and the trees they were requesting to remove. 
Indicated that they were not intending to install utilities nor do they wish to develop the lots at this time; 
however they do have an opportunity to donate the trees to a wetland conservation group that can help 
to restore fish passage and provide shelter for fish development and protection. 

Doug Ray representing Knights of Farm Restoration: Gave a brief presentation of how the trees 
provide habitat in an aquatic environment. Explained that the trees will go to a nature preserve that was 
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recently dedicated and will eventually become on of the largest natural preserves on the North Coast. 
Window of opportunity is in the next 3 weeks in water work period ends in August. 

Nadia Gardner: The value in the trees are because they are alive, they have more value to the ecosystem 
alive than they would dead, and there is no viable reason to remove these trees at this time.  

Discussion Among Commissioners & Staff:  

John Mersereau (JM): Felt the plan was in conjunction with some site development  
Linda Murray (LM): Indicated it was a nice plan, but clearing the lot for the purpose of clearing just 
didn’t seem right. We should wait for someone to have a plan to build before we grant permission to cut 
the trees. 
DB: The applicant’s are not proposing any type of development that is permitted in the zone so doesn’t 
feel they can approve it without some sort of approved plan.  
Tim Crawford (TC): It appears the applicants are just requesting to remove the trees; there is no 
proposed development. A condition of approval to Mark’s partition states no tree clearing shall be 
permitted unless it is in conjunction with a permissible development. If they want to go forward with 
this proposal the applicants would need to tackle the utility proposition.  
JM: Agreed 

MOTION: 

DB: Moved to Deny the Design Review Application 
JM: Seconded the Motion 
 
Motion Passed Unanimously 

 
OTHER DISCUSSION:  

Nadia Gardner: Requested information from the County about the possibility of enforcing vegetation 
preservation. The Calhoun site has not adhered to this condition, in part we errored by simply looking at the 
preservation of trees and not all native vegetation. Is it possible to implement some better conditions that 
work to preserve this natural habitat in a more efficient manor. 

Steve Pitkin: Explained that the proposals he presented earlier might help. 

Discussion among committee members: 

Focused on restoration plans and possible submittals such as a landscape plan / grading plan. In the 
meantime we should work to implement some procedures to better the system. 

MOTION: 

LM: Moves to adjorn 

TC: Seconded 

GC: Hearing no discussion meeting adjourned @ 7:15 pm. 

 

 
 

 



 

 
 

Consideration of Committee Applicants
                Current By-Laws
                    1999 By-Laws 
Applicants:    Richard Donofrio
                        Theodore Lundy 
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BY-LAWS

SOUTHWEST COASTAL / ARCH CAPE

DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE

CLATSOP COUNTY, OREGON

Adopted: March 17, 1999



BY-LAWS OF THE SOUTHWEST COASTAL/ARCH CAPE

DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE

ARTICLE I         NAME
The Committee shall be known as the Arch Cape Design Review Committee, hereinafter referred to as 
the Committee.

ARTICLE II       MEMBERSHIP
Section 1.  The Committee shall consist of seven members appointed by Clatsop County Board of 
Commissioners, each to serve for a term of four years or until their respective successors are appointed 
and qualified.

Section 2.  The members of the Committee shall be residents of the County and shall reside in the area 
from Cannon Beach to the Arch Cape Tunnel.

Section 3.  Members of the Committee shall serve without compensation other than reimbursement for 
duly authorized expenses.

Section 4.    No more than two voting members shall be engaged in the same kind of occupation, 
business, trade or profession.

Section 5.  Members shall attend all meetings faithfully except in such cases of illness or where a request 
to be absent has been approved by the Chairman prior to such meeting.  The Chairman may excuse a 
member for up to three regular Committee meetings.  Additional requests for regular meetings to be 
missed must be made to the Committee prior to the meeting(s) missed.

Page 1

If a Committee member is absent more than three times and has failed to secure the approval of the 
Committee for such absences,  his/her  absences  may be considered to be misconduct or 



non-performance of duty.

Section 6.  Members may be removed from the Committee under the following rules:

a. Members may request that they be removed for personal or other reasons.  Such requests shall be 
made to the Board of County Commissioners.

b. The Committee may, after hearing, recommend removal of any member for non-performance of 
duties or misconduct.  Such recommendation for removal shall be made to the Clatsop County 
Board of Commissioners.

c. A Committee member may be removed by the Board of County Commissioners, after hearing, for 
misconduct or non-performance of duty.

Section 7.  Any vacancy on the Committee shall be filled by the governing body for the unexpired term.
.

ARTICLE III         OFFICERS
Section 1.  The officers of this Committee shall consist of a Chairman, Vice-Chairman, and 2nd 
Vice-Chairman.

ARTICLE IV         OFFICER=S   DUTIES

Section 1.  It shall be the duty of the Chairman to preside at all meetings of the Committee; to enforce 
observance of the rules of procedure; to decide all questions of order; offer for consideration all motions 
regularly made; apportion duties of the members of the Committee; call all special meetings; appoint all 
necessary sub-committees, and perform such other duties as his office may require.  The Chairman shall 
make no motion or amendment to a motion.
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Section 2.  In absence of the Chairman, the Vice-Chairman shall perform his/her duties.

Section 3.  In absence of the Chairman and Vice-Chairman, the 2nd Vice-Chairman shall           perform 
the Chairman's duties.

Section 4.  In absence of the Chairman, Vice-Chairman and 2nd Vice-Chairman, the Committee shall 
elect a temporary Chairman for the particular meeting in question.



Section 5.  It shall be the duty of the Secretary to  keep minutes of all meetings and carry out the duties 
hereinafter prescribed and as otherwise directed by the Committee.  These minutes are to be kept in the 
Department of Planning and Development office.

ARTICLE V         MEETINGS

Section 1.  This Committee shall hold its regular meetings on the first and third Wednesday of each 
month at 7:00 p.m. in the Arch Cape Fire Hall if Design Review applications are on file for review.  
Special meetings may be called by the Chairman as required.

Section 2.  The place and hour of any meeting may be changed by the Chairman of the Committee if 
adequate notice can be given to the public and all interested parties.

Section 3.  The Committee may hold work sessions if adequate notice can be given to the public and all 
interested parties.  Work sessions are meetings between the Committee and staff rather than public 
hearings and the public may attend.
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Section 4.  Four members shall be necessary to constitute a quorum.  In determining a quorum all 
members present at the meeting including the Chairman and any member(s) who may from time to time 
abstain from voting on an issue regardless of the reason for the abstention shall be counted.  All actions of 
the Committee shall require the affirmative vote of the majority of those voting members present.

Section 5.  Except as otherwise provided to the contrary by these Rules of Procedure, Robert's Rules of 
Order shall apply to the procedures of all Committee meetings.

ARTICLE VI           CONFLICT OF INTEREST

Members shall be required to vote on all matters which require a decision unless a member has a conflict 
of interest.  For procedure to be followed regarding conflict of interest see Ordinance 80-14, Section 



6.240 through 6.250.Page 4

ARTICLE VII         PUBLIC HEARINGS

Section 1.  All public hearings before the Committee shall be conducted by the Chairman except as 
otherwise provided in Article IV, Sections 2, 3, and 4.  Any interested party may appear for themselves 
or be represented by counsel.  Any person speaking at a public hearing shall first identify themselves by 
name and address, and if appearing in a representative capacity, identify who they represent.

Section 2.  The order of proceedings shall be as set forth in Ordinance 80-14, Section 6.400.

Section 3.  The Chairman shall have the right to limit testimony on any public hearing matter when he 
feels the Committee has received adequate representative testimony of all sides of the matter.
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ARTICLE VIII           SPECIAL RECORDS

Special records shall be maintained by the Secretary for the following matters:

Section 1.  Special Reports.
Special reports made by the staff or committees of the Committee which are in writing or in Committee 
minutes shall be on file in the Department of Planning and Development.  Copies are available on request 
for a nominal fee.

Section 2.  Minority Reports.
In the case of a division of opinion of the staff, Committee or other interested parties, minority reports 
shall be on file in the Department of Planning and Development.  Copies are available on request for a 
nominal fee.

Section 3.  Policy Statements.
All policy statements of the Committee shall be on file in the Department of Planning and Development.  
Copies are available on request for a nominal fee.



Section 4.  Retired Provisions.
As provisions of the Committee's Rules and Procedures or County Ordinance are retired by amendment 
or repeal, copies shall be retained in the Department of Planning and Development together with 
appropriate dates of amendment or repeal.
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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: 
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

August 19, 2009

mweston
Typewritten Text
Ray Gonzales

mweston
Typewritten Text
PO Box 1900
Yucca Valley, CA 92286



mweston
Typewritten Text
Same

mweston
Typewritten Text
T4N, R10W, Sec. 19CA, TL 02101

mweston
Typewritten Text
The applicant is not proposing to change the relationship of the structure
to the site. Current position will be maintained.

mweston
Typewritten Text
No Impact is predicted. The applicant is not proposing to increase the 
height or size of the structure.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Current Landscaping is to be retained, no impact is expected.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Criteria is not applicable.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Applicant is not proposing to change the existing parking structure 
and claims the current situation is suitable to the needs of the 
residence 

mweston
Typewritten Text
Current utilities are proposed, no change.
***Staff would note, that if the applicant upgrades service they should 
adhere to the requirements in the zone requiring underground utilities.***



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 August_19, 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 August_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.

mweston
Typewritten Text
Current system of drainage is proposed, essentially no change.

mweston
Typewritten Text
The applicant is proposing to replace siding in ceder like the home to
the north. Additionally the applicant will be changing the exterior location
of the doors and some windows.


mweston
Typewritten Text
Staff Recommends Conditional Approval Based on the Design Review Criteria.
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          Application Materials  
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