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Canby Planning Commission

kReguiar Meeting
May 26, 1976

Present: Chairman Ross, Commissioners Cutsforth, Hulbert, Johnson, Hahut and
Shaw

Absent: Commissioner Edgerton

Also Present: (ity Attorneys Bettis and Reif, Plarning Consultant Edwavrds, John
Arends, Jack Bristol, Ralph Bonadurer, Barry Brenneke, Curt1. Gage,
Gary Goode, Hans Juhr? Phil Mullard, Sharon Netter, Ron Tatone and
Other Guests

Chairman Ross called the meeting %o order at 8:05 p.m.

The minutes of the previous meeting, hald May 12, 1976, were approved as prasented.

Correspondence: The Commission received from Clackamas County Planning Department

an application (File No. CU-46-76} from Charles F. Dietz, 10290 &. Township, Canby,
(corner Bremer Road and Mulinc Road) to put a mobile home on his land. Applicant
stated that he is seliling his home and barn and wiil keep all of his farm machinery
in his mother's barn and would Tike %o 1ive close szo that he could keep an eye on
it. States further that there are three nice mobile homes in the area and thet he
will buy at least a 24' x 52' home or longer. Sewsge disposal to be handled by
septic tank and surface water to be taken care of by dry wells. After discussion,
the secretary was directed to write a letter to the Clackamas County Planning
Conmission stating that the Canby Planning Commission has no objections to the
application.

John Arends, Juhr and Sons, zone var‘ance on parkirg requirements for an apartment

compiex to be located at the end of H.W. 6th, batween Grant St. and Eccies Schools.

The apartment complex has been discussed at previous meetings and the questions which
had to be resolved at this meeting were whether or not to grant & variance in the
parking reyuivements and the nroblem of emergencv zccess to the property from Knights
Bridge Road.

ra.oC
The Piarn@ng Commission received fron iMr. dack Fisher an agreement to 4edd 3 25
) Eset—wdges trip of landgfrom Xnights Bridge Road to the property where the apartment
compiex is to be located, as ap emeryency access to the project. Chairman Ross
declared that the agreement was in order.

Planning Consuliant Edwards recommanded appxwva% of the apartment complex, on
condition that the City be able to recuire the improvement of the other 28 parking
spaces in the future, 1f the Police Department or Fublic Works Department of the
City decided it was needed, and subject to the staif reports. The developars were
asked if they have received copies ov all staff veporis and replied that they had.
Regarding the Fublic mav?ﬁ staff report, submitted by J.J. Armstrong, part of the
report states: "Assessor's maps show 40,17 foot right-of-way width {on 6th Ave.).
if corvect, and 17 school will not dedicate for ?G?aE 50 foot richt-of-way, might
consider curbs <0 Teet back to back without sidewalk." The Commissioners f2lt that
the sidewaiks wora more fmportant than greater emef width--that 1t would be betier
to sacrifice a fes feet of street width in the interest of safety provided by side-
waiks,
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Commissioner Hulbert mentioned that he would Tike
side of 6th Ave. The improvement of 6th Ave. wil
Public Works Department, as curb, $iovm sewers, s
etc. will all have to be congiderad.

sea fencing along the south
have to be worked out with the

Pl o

dewalks dimensions of the street,

Chatrman Ross asked 17 anyone wished to speak in favor of the variance application.

John Arends presented a section of a hancbso? prepared by the Housing and Urban

ﬁev&i@@m&ﬂtg ‘Rental and u@uﬁe tive Housing for st&rwinc@me Families Section
‘vfa‘:

236 Basic Instructions™. The a agzmph on paf%ing states: "Car cwnership by the
elderly averages 8% to 20% of 9*&3 units. Where local park%ng requzremeﬁts appear
excessive, Sponsors should be advised to seek leccal ?anvnq varfances to permit
reduced ndrkang facilities.” Hans Juhr then asked if the Planning Commission was
thinking that it would be necessary to take out the existing sidewalks on the

north side of Gth Ave. and whether that would be the responsibility of the developers.
Chairman Ross answe {@d that this is what the City Council would require, probably,

in conjunction with the development of the sireet, and that ¢ wiil have to be

worked out with the Public Hovrks Department.,

The applicantz were asked who 1s to provide the wpcﬁmp of the landscaping and the
street within the development. They Fﬁp?:@é that the management, the owners, would
ba respsns:b?e for this. The driveway going through the development is te 21 feet
paved, and 15 ©o have 34 feel radius to the center Tine on the curbs. This has been
checked with the amby Fire Bﬁparu~~%1 and s acceptable to 9hﬂﬁq The street will
also be curbed all the way avound. As to ﬁhfkéﬁg along the curbs inside ?h@ develop-
ment, the Fire 3epﬁr§m&ut has reques! ad that "No ‘”k?ﬂg signs be placed to avoid
tms5 however, this cannct be enforced uy the City and is up to the management to
enforce and make sure thet peocple park only in twe spaces pf@”?f&i. If there s a
problem with overflow nartzmg, ther hey w;i? ave 0 provide the QX?ra a& paW&%nq
Spaces, % man sn Lhe @ausamca seemad w@dLP?nﬁﬁ a3 to whether {1 people living

""" 6'.3 &"P

o

in the ; 1 have bosxts and campers to park somewhere. He was
aSSM?Qd -*'wﬁ wﬁ@ %aﬂ aféﬁw@ o have boats and campers cannot qualify to live
in the

Chatrman Ross ashed fo fuw*ng propanen £8. 3h§?Q being rone, he asked for Gﬁpﬁﬁﬁﬁtﬁﬁ
There was & Tetier veuﬁév&d rom the Canby Elementary Schools {iswua? District #86)
MQ@WSEP the variance because they Tzel *%ﬂn parking is becoming wovre and wure of

& problem in the cify, so &ﬁy f@“?@?iu of the ?&?kgﬁg should not be changed.

There being no further opponen the public hearing was closed,

Mr irar E the &%p;h 2f the paw ing stalls is to be, to which he

ve it 2; faat deop and 9 feet wide, all paved. The City Attorney
S that arg? z‘ni be asked to Jggw an agreement w th the C?xy? stating

th will be witling o provide the extra parking at the resuest of the é?ty

oy T¢ wes also recommended that the Public Works Department Took at the

ne Y aroviding parking on one gide of 6th St. until rﬁ@ﬁ is greater. IT

pé S ricted to the north side of 6th Su., there would bz Tess possibility
of 25 ng out into the traffic.
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**Commissioner Shaw then moved that tie variance for reducing parking from 104 parking
spaces to 24 parking spaces be granted, subject to the following conditions:

t. That the developers submit a letter to the Planning Commission and City Council
agreeing to add the additional 28 parking spaces when requested to do so by the
City.

2. The N.W. 6th St. be improved with sidewalks on both sides, the details to be
worked out by the Public Works Department.

3. Compliance with all staff repor:s.
othion
X. This¥is based upon the intent of the applicant to build a project for elderly
residents.

The motion was seconded by Commissioner Johnson. During discussion which followed,
it was suggested that the Fire Department or Police Department could write to

the Council to say that the additional parking needs to be provided; then, since

the Council wi'l have the letter from the applicant assuring compliance, they can
require the applicant to put in the additional parking spaces. The motion passed
unanimously. The secretary was directed to write a letter to the applicant advising
them of the decision of the Planning Commission and the conditions of approval.
Commissioner Shaw also reguested that a Tetter be sent to the Public Works Department
requesting that they examine the possibility of restricting the parking on 6th

Avenue to the north side due tc the narrow street width.

The meeting recessed at 8:45 p.m.
The meeting resumed at 8:5C p.m.

Art Lutz & Co. Rzaltors, zone variancs on setback requirements for a house to be
built at 2880 I, Maple CE. This 15 a very unusual 10t having three street sides.
The Zoning Ordinance requires 25 feet on each street side; thus the variance is for
three feet on the north, 2 feet on the west and 5 feet on the south. Phil Mullard
and Mr. Good of Art Lutz & Co. were there and stated that the setbacks as preposed
on their plot rlan were measurad from the foundations, instead of the roof overhang,
as is required in the ordinance. Commissioner Shew suggested shifting the house
one feot to the west so that there would ba a full ten feet on the east side.

There followed some discussion over the 25 foot requirements on corner lots in the
Zoning Ordinance, and Eldon Edwards was asked to work up a change for the ordinance
changing the 2% foot setback to something less stvingent. Chairmen Ross then asked
for -further proponents. There beirg none, he asked for opponents. There being
none, the public hearing was closed.

**Commissioner Johuson then moved to zpprove the variance on setbacks to 20 feet on
the north, 22 feet on the west, 13 fe on the east.
Comnissioner Kahut seconded the motion, which passed, four yes and one no. The
secretary was directed o write a letter to the applicant stating the decision of

Tiavd 3

feat on the south and nine feet

<
the Planning Commission. My, Mullavd asked if the house was to be shivted one foot
to the west and was told that it was not. The application had bean approved as
presented, exczp: thalt the setbacks were figured from the roof overhang instead of
the foundation. If the house were shifted, it would have to go through ancther
variance. Eldon Edwards stated, for the record, that he doas nct feel that this
commits the Pianning Commission to & precedent for an 18 foot front yard setback,
as this is an unusual case.
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Bristol Gage Addition, Jack Bristol and Curtis Gage, Final Plat, subdivision to be

located on South Ivy St. south of S.W. 7 [Clackamas County Tayx Map 4 TE & AB Tax

Lot #3200). A% the request of Ron jatone, who was representing both of the next

two items on the agenda, the two were switched, so that the final plat for Bristol

Gage Addition could be handled before discussing the preliminary plat for the

Amundson Addition. The Commission received a letter from the First National Bank

stating that they have the funds in trust for the development of the Bristol-Gage

Addition. The Subdivisior Agreement with the City has also been signed and submitted

and the subdivision develcpment fee paid. The final plat presented tonight, Mr.

Tatone stated, was identical to the preliminary plat which the Ptanning Commission

approved. Eldon Edwards expressed a desire to have all final plats submitted to

him prior to the meeting at which the Planning Commission is to take action on

them, so that he can check through it to see that all conditions have been met

and that no errors have been made. The City Attorney suggested that this be made

a matter of policy that the Commission receive a Tetter of approval from the City

Planning Consultant for all final plats. After reviewing the plat, the Commissioners
**dacided that &l was in order. Commissioner Kahut moved to approve the final plat

for the Bristol-Gage Addition, as presented. Commissioner Cutsforth seconded the

motion, which was passed unanimously. The secretary was directed to write a letter

to the appiicant, stating the decision of the Planning Commission.

Charles Driguers and Zarosinski~Tatone Engineers, preliminary plat for Amundson
Estates Subdivision, to be located on N. Pine, beiween N.t. 10th and W.E. i4th,
Clackamas County Tax Map No. 3 1E a4 BA, tax Lots 200 and 300. This 1% the second
submission of a plat Tor the Amundson Addition by ©he two applicants. At the May
12, 1976 meeting, the plat was denied as presented, mostly because the applicants
did not want to continue N. Qak St. through from 10th to 14th, thus eliminating

a through street which the Planning Commission feels is necessarv. The plat had
been changed so that Oak St. goes through as requested, thus changing some of the
Tots. In keeping with discussion of the last meeting regarding the possibility of
using a few feet of the Tot in the N.K. corner of the subdivision as a feotpath-
type access to tne new City Park area which abuts this land to the west, Commissioner
Shaw asked whethar they would be witling %o dedicate & few feet on the N.W. side

of Lot 1 in the N.W. corner of the subdivision as an access to the park. Perhaps
it would be a good idea o have & piace like this for the children o walk inte the
park, instead of having to go all of the way avound to the other accessas,

Eldon Edwards resd from the Subdivisien Ordinance, Section 27, subsection 3, item
{c}: "Pedestrian Ways. In blocks over 800 feet in length a pedestrian way with a
minimum width of 10 feet shall be provided through the middle of the block when
desirable for public convenience. If unusual conditions require blocks longer than
1,200 feet, pedestrian ways may be required. When desirvabie for public
convenience, pedesirian ways mey be required o connect to cul-de-sacs or to pass
thyrough unusually shaped biocks.” This indicates that 10 feet are needed or the

ey

pedestrian way. It was also sugges

path from being used by motor vehicles. It was also understood that the City would
be responsible for putiing up a Tence to separate the path from adjacent homes and
that the Citywould also be vesponsibie for maintaining both fence and path.

Sidewalks were proposed on Pine and on the east side of (ak up to 13th, then out fo
Pine on the south side of 13th; alse the south side of the cul-de-sac. The
Comnissioners wanted to have the sidewalk put on the west side of Gak all the way
through the subdivision, and on the west side of Pine all the way. They felt that
sidewalks really served no purpose in the short cul-de-sac, but they wanted to see
sidevalk on the south side of 13th .
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City Attornay Reif brought up the fact that there were three questions from

the §taff report submitted by J.J. Armstrong which were stressed at the last

meeting as oeing points which should be dealt with specificaily on the next

submission of the plat. He stated that when there are important engineering

questions listed in preliminary staff reports, then the plat is denied and the

plat comes back, he thinks the Planning Commission should deal with them to be

sure they are resolved. Chairman Ross replied that engineering questions are to

2ﬁ handled by the Public Works Department, that the Planning Commission cannot handle
ese.

Mr. Tayoqe was asked whether there would be any deed restrictions placed on the
subdivision and replied that he was sure that there will be some, although he does

not yet know what they will be. Chairman Ross, in summary, stated that the lots
are all of sufficient size; Oak St. is planned as & through street; we need to

g§§erm;2e what deed access to park would be required and exact placement of
idewalks.,

**Commissioner Johnson then moved to approve the preliminary plat subject to deeding
to the City 10 feet north-south and 20 feet east-west on the ncrth end of lot 1
block 2 plus & sidewalk on N. Pine, and a sidewalk on the south side of 13th, and
sidewalk on the west side of N. Qak and subject to staff reports.

The motion was ssconded by Commissioner Cutsforth.

A Tetter car be drafted to the City Council recommending that any fencing along

the pathway be up to the City and that a turnstyle or something be installed at

the entrance so¢ that it is only a pedestrian way an¢ no motorized vehicles wili

have access to it., There was no provision put into the motion for street improvement;
Subdivision Ordinance requires that the developer improve the street to the existing
pavement. Section 32 reads: “Improvement Reauirements. If any part of the
subdivision is within the City, the following improvements shall be installed at

the expense of the subdivider: ’ o

{1) Strests. Al streets, including alleys within the subdivision, streets
abutting or only partially within the subdivision, and the extension of the
subdivision streets to the intercepting paving line of existing streets

- within which subdivision streets intersect shall be improved to the following
minimur standavds:

{a) The roadway shall be Smproved in accordance with standards
gdopted by the City for acceptance of streeis for maintenance.

The entive width of the right-of-way shall be brought
up to proper grade,

2. Concrete curbs shall bz installed on all streets as per standards.

)
‘G
Ey

Other street improvements installed at the subdivider's aption,
siich as permanent surfacing and stveet trees shall be in
accordance with Cily standards for such improvements.”

This clearly defines what the subdivider 15 requived to do. Alss Mr. Tatone is
familiar with these requivements since he has worked so often with the Planning
Commission on subdivisicns within the City.
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it was decided o amend the motion to inciude the ¥act that the reasen for the
dedication is for access to the ity Park. The maker of the motion and the
second both concurred.

*5The motion then vead: t©o approve the preliminary pilat, subject to:

i, Deeding to the City 10 feel north-south and 20 feet east-west on the north
end of Lot 1 Block 2 for access to the City Park;

2. A sidewalk on N. Pins;

3. A sidewalk on the south side of 13th:

4. A sidewalk on the west Sié@ of N. fak: and
5. Staff reporis.

The metion then pessed unanimously, and the secretary was divected to write a
Tetter to the appiicants informing them of the decision of the Planaing Commission
and the conditions of approval of the preliminary plat.

hould be vesponsible for the sidewalk in front

Mr. Tatone su %mi% that the (ity s
hich is to be dedicated to the City. The Plarning
ot

of the ten feet oV the nmopewtj % i
Commission agreed that this was rea
A

onabie. The filing of the deed to this dedication
is to be on the plat. The Cihy ﬂ#

rRsy 1 to handle the deed of the ten fset.

*2"

Further Business: There was %
for sethacks on corner lots

4 Paggiﬁn of the problem of the 25 fool requirement
12
zone variance for Art Lutz &
o

which was encountered earlier in the meeting with the
Qm The Commissioners felt that it need not be that
g a
v

e m

f&r from the Sf@ﬁ@?ﬁyg s¢ long as the vision clearance on the corner is maintained.

don Edwards is to tvy %o work out & betier setback reguivement. The secretary was
&Eﬁ@ divected to write a letier fo Bob Hill, the Building Inspector, reminding him
that the seibacks are to be measursd from the Ffurthermost projection of the structyrs,
or the reof overhang.

Chatrman Hoss renmis
the current fiscal
hetore then. Afz
best date for ith

zsng close $o the end of

4 by the City must be held
8th of June would ba the
he commissionars, the

& @ @
i

e}
3O eb T G W
p}.mma

City Attorney, % 4 ﬂummnath¢,ﬁr and wives,
husbands or gu i .‘ke reservations for a full
tablis at the Benihana of 7 el . 4th Ave. in Fertland,

Regpectfully s §m»ix~§,

= 5

WV«-/,/} " -,f_~~' h
/ f 1 / bv/xﬁ‘-«{f‘%” ;;R./}
Mw ~ie Dinteman, Secveiary
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