Canby Planning Commission
Special Meeting
December 14, 1971

The meeting was called to order at 8:05 pm.

Present: Chairman Gordon Ross, Commissioners Edgerton, DiTommaso & Cutsforth
Also Present: Asst, Supt. Whiteside and Clackamas County Planning Representative
Dave Patterson.

First on agenda was the public hearing for consideration of a Conditional Use
Application by Harold & Eunice Salway to allow construction of a 37 bed nursing
home on property located at 1105 S. Elm St.

Mr, Salway presented a drawing of the proposed structure and floor plan. After
considerable discussion, Commissioner Edgerton moved the hearing be continued
until December 22, 1971 at 8:00 pm. Second by Cutsforth and passed unanimously,
The Secretary was directed to notify all adjacent property owners of the
continuance.

Next on agenda was a discussion regarding the Cities recommendations to the Clackamas
County Planning Commission as to the projected use of property fronting the highway
as far North as the logging road. Mr, Patterson recommended the City Planning
Commission have an informal meeting with the property owners involved to find out
their feelings onthe matter.

The Secretary then read a letter to the Metropolitan Boundary Commission from
Wade Bettis, a copy of this letter is made a part of these minutes, regarding
the proposed Van Dorn annexation, A brief discussion followed.,

The meeting was adjourned at 9:40 pm,
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 December 9, 1971

",Portland Metropolltan Area Local
-Government ‘Boundary Comm1551on
64008, W.- ‘Canyon Court
ﬂPortland Oregon 97221

TAttentlon- Mr, Phllllp R. Holllck Executlve Offlcer
gféul Annexatlon to the Clty of Canby - Van Dorn
”yDear Mrg HOllle"
.ﬁFfI am. the 01ty attorney for the Clty of Canby and dlscussed the
lrﬂlabove entltled matter brlefly w1th you by phone on December 9,
‘;[1971 e
 rThe flrst off1c1al notlce that the Canby Clty Counc1l had of thls'e7
jmatter was your letter to .City Recorder, Richardson, dated

'g‘November 2, 1971, adv151ng of a public hearlng to be held Decembermf

figatlon reveals the follow1ng°”'

,The appllcant for the boundary change Mr. Clarence
S ~of ‘Canby, Oregon, ‘approached the Canby City Planning | ,
'f,Comm1551on some time ago concerning this matter and unfortunately o
. hé€ was not properly or fully advised of the procedures to be- B
'*followed"

Ng;the Canby Clty Attorney for: adv1ce on the city's
s and procedures to be followed. AR -

_&Van Dorn apparently was led to belleve that he had

ig and corsent of the Canby City Planning Commission

‘ e Canby City Council to initiate his appllcatlon for
"7:.change dlrectly w1th your office.. ‘

, 3 Mrg_Van Dorn proceeded then as he belleved was proper
'Vand;furnlehed your office with required and pertinent information

.~ councerning.-his proposal, but none of that information has been

o . furnished to the Clty of Canby, or any of its departments to my
A knowledge,;,, T _ e S e : :

,.BETTIS LIBERTY & REIF ‘ L S TELEPHOINES"

CANBY, OREGON 97013 . '_ ; o " AREA CODE BO3

1971+ Subsequent to the receipt of that notice, my investi- T e

‘nor was it even suggested to him that he should contact '?




;Paoe'Za - o : | December 9, 1971

Portland Metropolitan Area Local
Government Boundary Commission

Attention: Mr. Phillip R. Hollick

- Re: Annexation to the City of Canby - Van Dorn

. 4, Your office then proceeded to put the matter on your
7,agenda for a public hearing and assumed that the City of Canby
was ready, able and willing to extend its boundaries and the

furnlshlng of city utiliti€s and police and fire protectlon to

'the area . to be annexedo

At this point, the Canby City Council is completely in the dark as
to Mr. Van Dorn's plans and the council is extremely concerned
- about the effect and impact that annexation at this time would have
on the . city's electric, water and sewer utility departments and on
the city's budget generally. Generally speaking, annexations have
been welcomed by the City Council in the past, if properly planned
~in close cooperation with the city's governing body, but the rapid
: growth and general ~economy of the area warrants careful planning
fof such matters,

 For the reasons previously mentioned in this letter and on behalf
~of the Canby City Council and at the direction of Acting Mayor,
__Carl Braman, you are hereby notified that the Canby City Council

_ opposes, at this point at least, the application of Mr. Van Dorn
' of’his prOpoSed boundary'change@ ' ‘ :

:If your commlss1on still plans to conduct a hearlng on this matter,
the council will plan to send an official representative to the
. hearlng to further protest, the matter. If, however, your commlselon.
-',1s w1lllng to postpone the hearing and any further actlon in the
~matter, the City Council and City Planning Commission will work
with Mr; Van . Dorn, or his representative, in determlnlng the
adv1sab111ty of thls proposed boundary change at this time.

IE you are agreeable to postpone further action pending a full
‘study by the City of Canby, please advise me 1mmed1ately by letter
and I will then advise Mr. Van Dorn of the city's procedural
reguirements in such matters and lay the ground work for a co-
operatlve approach to the matter by all concerned.

- I am enc1051ng for your information (not only in this matter but
A S for use: 1n any subsequent proposed boundary changes for the Clty
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Portland Metropolitan Area Local
Government Boundary Commission

Attention: Mr. Phillip R. Hollick
Re: Annexation to the City of Canby - Van Dorn

of Canby) a photo copy of Canby City Ordinance #541 which was
“enacted July 6, 1971, and regquires each applicant for a city
boundary change, to pay the city's costs which are involved

in such matters. The ordinance I feel, is self explanatory and
requires an advance payment by each applicant of $250.00 cash.

I am sure that you can see the justification for such an ordinance

‘since annexations are seldom contemplated when budgets are belng
prepared and also the Council felt that the cost of any annexation

like the cost of a sub division development should be borne by the

interested property owners.

Mr. Van Dorn is of the opinion that copies of all information
and statistical data which the city will require is now on file
in your office and if that is the case, it would be appreciated:
‘if you would send me copies of the same and Lnuludlng, though not

',exclu51vely, the following:

1. A descrlptlon of each parcel of land under separate

'Aownershlp whxch igs proposed to be annexed.

2. The names and addresses of the owners of each parcel and
the current assessed value of theilr respective properties.

3. A map of the area in question showing its relationship

_to the'existing city boundaries.

40' A perlmeter descrlptlon of the total drea proposed to

-‘be annexed.

5. “An. aerial map of the area showing its relationship to

'the 01ty,

6. A copy of the petition or applicafion filed with vour

- department.

. 7. A copy of the consents of any property owners involved
who are not otherwise applicants in the petition.

You also indicated that you have some current attorney-general

~opinions on your department's responsibilities and functions

and I would appreciate those,if you please.
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Government Boundary Commission

Attention: Mr. Phillip R. Hollick

c.c.

© 0.C.: Mr. Werner Dinteman, Mayor

il
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Portland Metropolitan Area Local

Res. Annexation‘to_the'city of Canby - Van Dorn

I anxiously await your advice on your willingness or not to

postpone the scheduled hearing on this matter and also the other

information herein requested.

Sincerely,
Be B
’5*.@{9 E!’,};{E;A;

Wade P. Bettis
City Attorney

City of Canby

. WPB/mb
- Enc.

"ljcgcgf,.All Canby City Councilmen
i'C;C;z ‘Chairman of Planning Commission

.Cocogi Jarrel Richardson, City Recorder

T

Mr. Clarence Van Dorn




