PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA A
Monday — February 26, 2007 TN S,
L N
7:00 PM - Regular Meeting
City Council Chambers - 155 NW 2" Avenue it

Chairman Jim Brown, Commissioners John Molamphy, Dan Ewert,
Janet Milne, Bruce Holte and Jared Taylor

I. CITIZEN INPUT ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS

[l. NEW BUSINESS
North Baker Drive Update Page 2
Tree Plan for DR 06-11 — Knott Commons Page 18
Election of Vice Chair
lll. PUBLIC HEARINGS
MLP 06-16/VAR 07-01 — Willamette Valley Country Club for Minor Land Partition and Variance

to the Access Pavement Width Standards for Flag Lots — Hearing has been rescheduled for
March 26, 2007.

DR 06-10 — 1410 S Township Road - Site and Design Review approval for a two story
warehouse building — Hearing continued from January 8, 2007 and February 12, 2007
Page 19

TA 07-01 — Miscellaneous Minor Amendments to the Community Development Code
Page 62

IV. FINDINGS Note: these are the final, written versions of previous oral decisions. No public testimony.

None

V. MINUTES

February 12, 2007 Page 68

VI. DIRECTOR’S REPORT

VIl. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting location is accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter for the hearing impaired or for other
accommodations for person with disabilities should be made at least 48 hours before the meeting to Jill Thorn at 503-266-7001.
A copy of this agenda can be found on the City's web page at www.ci.canby.or.us
City Council and Planning Commission Meetings are broadcast live and can'be viewed on OCTS Chanrnel 5.

For a schedule of the playback times, please call 503-263-6287.




MEMORANDUM

TO: Planning Comm:"ssion

FROM: Matilda Deas, AICP, Project Planner
DATE: February 16, 2007

RE: N. Baker Drive

On September 1 3™ 2006 staff met with a group of citizens who had participated in previous
discussions regarding traffic, safety and parking issues on N. Baker Drive and adjacent
residential streets. Participants discussed previously reviewed options and then generated a list of
recommendations they believed the majority of both residents and industrial tenants in the area
would support. These recommendations reflected compromises made by both residents and
industrial tenants attending the meeting. Bob-Wescott volmteered to circulate the drafi
recommendations among the local industrial park tenants along N. Baker, and Randy Tessman
focused on the residential sector. The intent was to garner a broad base of support for the draft
proposal. A group of industrial park tenants met to review the recommendations and submitted a
revised version of the circulated document. A summary of both positions is presented in the
report section of this document.

Background
In November of 2005 the City of Canby received a petition from a Jarge number of homeowners
in the residential area north of Johnson Controls to close the curved access road between N.
Baker Drive and NW 6™ Avenue. The petition cited several concerns:
¥ The access road was narrow, unlit and dangerous
} Increased vehicular traffic generated from the new 127 lot subdivision on NW 3™ Ave.
{  Semi-truck and trailers not using the City’s designated truck route (driving illegally
through their residential neighborhood)

Staff presented the initial proposal to the Planning Commission as a new business item at the
January 23" regular meeting. After much discussion the Commission instructed staff to have the
City Engineer come up with a drawing using traffic calming devices and bring them back to the
Planning Commission for future discussion.

The City Engineer drew up a design for a cul-de-sac and one way treatment for the end of N.
Baker. However, the City does not have the right-of-way to build this solution as it would
require over 100 feet and we have only 40 to 60 feet. Johnson Controls did not support this
option as:

1) They can’t spare the land we would need for the right of way, and

2) They thought it would create a place for kids to hang out and spin circles.
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Additionally, the large cul-de-sac would have a significant impact on the house across from
Johnson Controls.

At this juncture Staff recommended the Planning Commission consider the following measures
at the regularly scheduled May 22" Planning Commission meeting;

i Make the road one-way south bound

i Post prominent “No Truck Traffic” signs on either side up to Knight’s Bridge Rd.

| Install additional street lighting to improve safety and minimize vandalism

} Recommend traffic calming measures if speeding is an issue

At the May 22" meeting, many citizens expressed frustration that 10 satisfactory solution had
been identified. The Commission directed Staff to go back for additional neighborhood input and
return with a more concrete proposal.

Report
Staff proceeded as described in the introduction above. The draft compromise proposal included
the following four recommendations:

1. Install clearly visible “Truck Route” signs on Knights Bridge Rd. at the point where
vehicles head up from the hill from crossing the bridge; and at Knights Bridge Rd. at
Holly (the City’s designated truck route)

Participants agreed that this was an importani step [0 take as the truck roule is not
clearly marked, and if drivers did a Map Quest or Google search for a business located
on N. Baker in the industrial park they would be routed along N. Aspen, not on Holly, the
designated truck route.

Participants also discussed the importance of notifying Map Quest and Google of the
City’s designated truck routes. All agreed it was a good idea 10 do so, but that there
could be a significant time lag before the request would be incorporated into the Google
and Map Quest programs. Therefore signage would be a very important initial step.

2. Install “No Trucks Allowed” or similarly worded signs a N. Ash and N. Aspen where
they intersect Knights Bridge Rd.

Participants agreed that these signs, in conjunction with the “Truck Route” signs would
help discourage truck traffic on these neighborhood streets.

3. Sign N. Baker as “One Way — Do Not Enter”. The signage would be on N. Baker before
the curved section that connects N. Baker to NW 6" Avenue. N. Baker would be one way
going south from NW 6% toward N. Baker. The stop sign at the intersection of N. Baker
and NW 6 would no longer be necessary. The hedge that is maintained by Mr. Ewert
could remain, but should be trimmed so that the head of an average height person would
be visible above the hedge, or to the City’s vision clearance standards.
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Participants agreed that streets designated and signed as “One Way — Do Not Enter "
would be more effective in prohibiting truck traffic than signs stating “No T rucks
Allowed”. In addition, by prohibiting north bound traffic on this section of N. Baker, the
on going problem with drivers ignoring the stop sign at the intersection of N. Baker and
N 6" Avenue would be resolved. The hedge maintained by My, Ewert could remain if
rimmed as noted above, because the most serious visibility issues surrounding the hedge
primarily affects north bound trajfic on N. Baker. A reduced hedge height would resolve
visibility issues for south bound traffic.

4. Tnstall “No Truck Parking-Tow Away Zone™ signage on N. Baker from NW 3™ Avenue
to the proposed one way portion of N. Baker at the curve.

Participants agreed that truck trailers parked along N. Baker make it very difficult, and
sometimes impossible for other trucks with trailers to navigate this portion of N. Baker.

Staff received no requests for changes to the draft document from residents. Staff did receive a
letter from a group of industrial park tenants who had met on November 15, 2006 to discuss the
draft proposal. The group agreed with points1 and 2, and requested point 4 be modified as
follows:
Eliminate the word truck from the signage and make the sign read “No Unattended
Parking-Tow Away Zone™. Johnson Conirols does not support the elimination of parking
on N. Baker.

The sroup disagreed with the 3" point and recommended the following:
« Leave the street two way

Tenants are concerned that traffic would proceed north beyond NW 5" Place and then
discover there is no turn around. They may then enter Johnson Control’s norihern
driveway and attempt to get back out onto NW Baker by passing through their parking lot
and exiting through the southern driveway. They believe this is an especially critical
point if all truck parking is disallowed on N. Baker, as it will increase congestion on
Johnson Control’s property.

« Tenants propose that the City owned property be used to improve and straighten the
road, and eliminate the hedge to address the following safety concerns:

1. The road is used frequently by pedestrians and runners, including high school
students. The current configuration makes it impossible for drivers to see
pedestrians and/or other vehicles, thereby increasing the risk for vehicular and
pedestrian/vehicular accidents.

5 The current configuration impedes the ability of emergency vehicles (especially
large ones) to access the industrial park.

The industrial tenants prefer the roadway be improved regardless of whether the road remains
two way or is changed to one-way.

(€3]
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Options

Since residents and industrial tenants agree on points 1 and 2 of the draft proposal, and staff
received no negative feed back from residents regarding the industrial tenants proposed ‘
modification to point 4, staff recommends the following actions regardless of what other actions

are agreed upon:

¢ Install clearly visible “Truck Route” signs on Knights Bridge Rd. at the point where
vehicles head up the hill from crossing the bridge, and at Knights Bridge Rd. at Holly.
Notify Map Quest and Google of the City’s truck routes.

¢ Install “No Trucks Allowed” or similarly worded signs at N. Ash and N. Aspen where
they intersect Knights Bridge Rd.

¢ Install “No Unattended Parking-Tow Away Zone” signs on N. Baker.

1. Sign N. Baker as “One Way-Do Not Enter” as described in point 3 of the draft proposal.
¢ Trim hedge to average person height or vision clearance standard.
The Canby Fire District does not have a problem with this. The indusirial tenants do not
suppori this. B

2. Keep N. Baker two way, but improve the roadway.

e Straighten the curve

¢ Remove the hedge.

¢ Install street lighting along curve.
The industrial tenant group supports this, but many residents don’t. This was not proposed
in the original petition submitted by residents. Many residents feel that improving the
roadway would only encourage additional vehicular traffic through their neighborhood.
Straightening the road would also make it easier for trucks to navigate the curve,
encouraging additional cut through illegal truck traffic in their neighborhoods. The Canby
Fire District has no problems with this option.

[S%)

Keep N. Baker two way.

¢ Trim hedge

Do not straighten roadway

¢ Install “no trucks allowed” signs

¢ Install speed table on NW 6™ Avenue to calm traffic.

¢ Install speed humps on N. Baker (between curve and Knights Bridge Rd.) to calm traffic.
« Install street lighting along curve

]

If N. Baker remains two way, residents prefer the actions listed under option 4. Canby Fire
Department said they would most likely use NW 6" Avenue, so a speed table would be less of an
issue for them, as Emergency Vehicles can navigate speed tables without the discomfort to
patients aften caused by speed humps.

The industrial tenant group does not prefer this option.
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4. Keep the road open in its current state.

Neighbors have had problems with the area for vears. Neighbors are concerned that the new
subdivision on NW 3" Avenue will generate an increase in traffic through their neighborhood.
Industrial tenants also expressed concerns regarding traffic generated by the new subdivision.

Process
ATl residential and industrial participants and petitioners have been notified of the February 26
meeting.

The Planning Commission is the advisory body to the City Council on issues like this under
CMC 16.06.120(A), but does not have any funding authority, so any decisions requiring funding
would require Council approval.

Attachments

Past staff memos; Planning Commission meeting minutes; initial citizen petition; compromise
proposal, industrial tenant response.

2.26.07 M. Baker Memo 5
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MEMORANDUM

T0: Planning Commission
FROM: John R. Williams
DATE: Mareh 30, 2006

1°d like to get some additional input from the Planning Commission on the N. Baker Drive
situation at your next meeting. But, 1 don’t have a final proposal to bring you yet, so we haven’t
done any public notice for this discussion. Here’s where we stand:

Following your discussion the City Engineer drew up a plan for a cul-de-sac and one-way
ireatment for the end of Baker (attached). It was designed to address both the trucks going north
and minimize the small vehicle traffic through the alley. Unfortunately, we don’t have the right-
of-way to build this solution (even a smaller version of it) as we only have 40 to 60 feet and need
over 100. Johnson Controls has informed us that they do not support this solution anyway. They
feel that it will create a nuisance area where kids will hang out and spin circles (we agree). Plus,
they say they cannot spare the land we would need. Also, the circle as shown would have a
significant impact on the house across from JCL

So, we are looking for alternative solutions. Right now, staff would recommend the following:
e Make the road one way (south-bound only?), and posting very prominent “No Truck
Traffic” signs on either side (and as far up as Knight's Bridge Road).
¢ Install additional street lighting to improve safety and minimize vandalism.
e Ask Matilda’s Traffic Calming Committee to recommend a design solution if speeding
concerns need to be addressed.

If you feel like this plan would address the concerns we heard, we’ll work up a map showing the
proposal and send it out to everyone involved in advance of your second meeting in April. If not,
please let us know what other ideas you have in mind.

Noie: We are also working on solutions for NW 3% Avenue. The intersection of 3™ & Cedar is
being realigned to facilitate truck movements. We’ll also keep our eyes on 24 & Cedar —if a
four-way stop is needed that can be done as well. Finally, we’re considering a suggestion by
johnson Controls to eliminate all parking on the north side of 3™ (currently only truck trailers are
prohibited).

We can discuss all this under Director’s Report on April 10 — or send me an email before then

with your thoughts. Thanks. W .



MEMORANDUM

10: NW Canby areq residents & businesses s 0ot
FROM: John R. Williams, Community Development & Planning Director
DATE:; May 10, 2006

RE: Traffic calming & safety measures in your ared

NW 6" & Baker

The Canby Planning Commission has been discussing the narrow access road between N. Baker
Drive and NW 6 Avenue in response to neighborhood concerns. The Conimission has looked at
a lot of different ways to reduce problems on this road and is considering the following steps:
¢ Making the road one-way southbound (into the industrial area) and posting good signs
warning of this change;
¢ Posting signs on Knight’s Bridge Road at Ash and Aspen preventing through trucks from
entering the neighborhood.
These steps will preserve emergency service response into the industrial area while minimizing
conflicts. A street light is being added for safety as well.

The Planning Commission will be discussing this area and potential solutions at their May 22,
2006 meeting, beginning at 7:00 PM at the City Council Chambers, 155 NW 2™ Avenue. You
are invited to attend this meeting and participate in the discussion. If you can’t make the meeting,
you can submit letters in advance by email to williamsj@ei.canby.or.us or by mail to the Canby
Planning Department, 170 NW 2" Avenue, Canby OR 97013,

Other projects

We also wanted 1o let you know about other traffic calming and traffic safety projects in this
area. The City is responding to neighbothood concerns about problem intersections and
increased traffic from new developments.

e Concerns about conflicts between trucks, small cars, and pedestrians on NW 3 Avenue.
The City Council has directed that NW 3™ Avenue be posted as a no parking zone to
eliminate these conflicts and improve safety on the street. Also, the City is realigning the
intersection of NW 3™ Avenue and N. Cedar Street to make it easier for everyone to get
through.

e Problems on N. Elm Sireet at 2 Avenue and at Highway 99E. The City is looking at
possible solutions for both of these intersections. We would like to make it easier and
safer for everyone to use this street. No specific proposals are available yet but we
thought it was important to let you know this area is being worked on.

The map on the back of this page shows this area with some of the projects being considered. If

you have any questions or suggestions, please contact the Planning Department at (503) 266~
9404. Thank you.



MEMORANDUM

To: Planning Comumission _
FROM: John R. Williams, Community Development #)Planning Director
DATE: January 12, 2006 /

The City has received a petition from many homeowners in the emda);tlal area north of Johnson
Controls to close the small curving access road between N, Baker Drive and NW 6™ Avenue (see
attached photo). They’re concerned about increased traffic levels on this piece of road, which has
a very narrow roadway and tight turns. There have also been complaints about low lighting and
concerns about vandalism.

The City would like to resolve this issue before traffic starts being generated by the new
subdivision at 3™ & Cedar, and so we’ve scheduled your review for the January 23 meeting.

Background

This roadway is actually a tax lot owned by the City, not deeded right-of-way. It’s a little unclear
how this came about, but now we have a parcel with a roadway on it. The road surface is narrow

and winding, although it could be widened within the existing lot to create a full-sized street with
a right-angle turn similar to that already found on NW 6" Avenue,

Because of the existing layout, trucks are discouraged from taking the route and it is currently
used by smaller vehicles only.

Report
To understand our range of options, we asked utility and service providers for comments on this
issue. Here’s a summary of the results (full comment forms attached):

No concerns about closing road:

Canby Police Department

Lancaster Engineering (road network capacity issues)
Canby Disposal

Opposed to closing road:

Canby Fire District

Canby Public Works Department
Canby Post Office

Traffic Safety Comumittee

Willing to have road closed if easements remain and access is preserved through gates or
bollards.

NW Natural

Canby City Engineer i




Canby Utility Electric

Canby Utility Water

Canby Telephone Association
Wastewater Treatment Plant

Bicycle and Pedestrian Committee (7)

Options

Because of the concerns expressed in the responses and services located under the roadway, it’s
clear that the street must remain accessible to utility providers. Therefore, the choices available to
the city are: .

1. Keep the road open in its current state. Neighbors and some service providers do not
support this. The road is very narrow, and the visibility and lighting are poor. Neighbors
have had problems with the area for years and we’ve had reports of accidents or near
accidents. Neighbors are concerned that with the addition of 136 homes at 3" & Cedar,
traffic will continue to increase.

9 Close the road to vehicle traffic by installing bollards or crash gates, This would allow
emergency service and utility access for those infrequent times when it’s needed, but
prevent pass-through traffic. The Canby Fire District does not support this approach.
Because of the street configuration in this area, they would like to road to remain open
and be usable without delays. The Fire District does not favor a proliferation of gated
routes in Canby. If the Commission chooses this option, we will need to seek approval
from the Council to expend the funds to build the gates.

3. Build a standard road section with sidewalks and lighting. This is the option preferred by
{he Fire District and Traffic Safety Committee. However, area residents would not prefer
this plan due to the increase in traffic that would follow. Also, industrial businesses on N.
Baker would not be pleased to see the big increase in residential traffic going through
their area. However, this would distribute trips more evenly in the area and provide a
safer route for what is obviously a “demanded route.” As with option #2, we would need
to garner approval from the City Council to fund this road construction project.

Process ,

This issue arose after area residents submitted a petition. They have been notified of the January
23 meeting. Businesses on N. Baker have also been notified and we will bring any responses
from them to the meeting. We have notified utility providers as described above.

The Planning Commission is the advisory body to the Council on issues like this under CMC
16.06.120(A), but does not have any funding authority, so any decision requiring funding would
require Council approval.

Attachments
Maps and aerial photo; Residents” petition & letter from Mr. Harry Brogioli; service provider
request for comments responses.

L



MINUTES

CANBY PLANNING COMMISSION
7:00 PM  May 22, 2006
City Council Chambers, 155 NW 2"

Bt S T —.

PRESENT: Chairman Jim Brown, Commissioners John Molamphy, Randy Tessman,
Geoffrey Manley and Dan Ewert.

STAFF: Matilda Deas, Project Planner, Kevin Cook, Associate Planner,
Carla Ahl, Planning Staft

OTHERS PRESENT: Charles Burden, Terry Tolls, Jeff McCollum, Chuck Curry,
Lee Gellinger, Clayton Vorse, Elmer Gilbertson, Jan Milne, Sharon Henry, Tom Feller,
Terry Kirsch, Carl Curry, Chuck Curry, Warren Bueller, Bill Moss Don Burden Dave
LaRue, Pam Rockwood, Dan Leishner, Mary Rock, John Linkey, Gale Williams,
Anthony Davis, Jan Ashland, Joseph O'Connel, Bernie Levi, Jeff Egli, Scott Beck, Kevin
Cappell, Mr. Lawrence, Frank Russell, Larry Schonberg, Mr. Wescott, Paul Thalhofer

L CITIZEN INPUT None

il. OLD BUSINESS

North Baker Street traffic calming

Mr. Brown explained the options that were discussed at the last meeting
regarding the Baker Street closure. He explained that most speed bumps are not
approved by Emergency Responders but there are several that they would be wider
than the traditional speed bump and not as objectionable as the old ones. There was a
discussion to close the access all together, and one to make N. Baker a one way option
going southbound only.

Mr. Brown explained that the Planning Commission will listen to the issues and
then forward to the City Council a recommendation. The final decision would be made
by the Council.

Kevin Cappell stated he works for Willamette Plastic and uses Baker Dr. He
believed that it should be made into a two lane road. He questioned if this issue as a
conflict of interest for two of the Commissioners that live on either side of the
intersection. And he believed that Mr. Ewert would gain the property for his yard if the
intersection was closed.

Mr. Cappell stated that closing the intersection would not stop speeding on the
street, it would require stronger enforcement. He agreed the wide type of speed bumps
could make a difference.

Mr. Cappell did not believe closing the intersection would be a good solution

because it would leave just one way in and out of the industrial park. He stated that
Planning Commission May 22, 2006 1
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Baker and 3rd are heavily congested with truck traffic and that the intersection at 6th is
needed.

Mr. Brown explained that for there to be a conflict of interest a Commissioner
would need to receive a gain. But there has been no conversation by the City to vacate
the property.

M. Brown stated that most of the Planning Commissioners have served on the
Commission for many years. The Commission asks for citizen input to help them make
decisions and this shouldn't be a contentious process.

Mr. Lawrence stated the tall hedge is a hazard because it prevents drivers from
seeing around the corner. He suggested using a "bang bar" to prevent trucks from
using the road and place Truck Route signs that drivers can't miss.

Frank Russell stated his concerns that there will be an increase of traffic from the
subdivision at the Honda Pits. He believed that Berg Parkway should be extended to
3rd Ave to allow better emergency access.

Mr. Brown explained that connection has been looked at and is in the 20 year
plan. He stated that the Arndt Road connection was looked at last year and the
estimated cost was 22 million dollars. Mr. Brown explained that the Commission has no
funding authority.

Mr. Brown believed there was no consensus on the issue and question what
process there was for going forward to find alternative solutions. Mr. Manley believed it
would be appropriate to go back to the neighborhood for suggestions.

Mr. Tessman stated the intention at the beginning was to close the intersection.
Trucks are parking on both sides of the street. Employees are using Baker fo come and
go to work; they ignore the stop sign and speed through the neighborhood.

NMr. Brown stated he would like to have a concrete proposal brought back fo the
Planning Commission.

Mr. Ewert addressed the audience and explained that he has no gain in what
ever solution that is decided on and doesn't care what the solution is, he has had
concerns about this area since Darcy's Country Estates was approved and doesn't want
residential traffic to mix with the truck traffic. He stated he had nothing to gain either
way.

Mr. Tessman stated that N. Baker is not a street it is City Property. Mr. Westcott
explained that when he was on the City Council there was a trade for the preperty so it
could be right-of-way for the purpose of building a street. Mr. Brown explained there is
only enough funding in the budget for improvements to 4 blocks a year. So the N.
Baker intersection has never been funded.

[ll. NEW BUSINESS

Planning Commission May 22, 2006 2



N. Baker Compromise Proposal

On September 13 staff met with a group of citizens who had participated in previous
discussions regarding traffic and parking issues on N. Baker Street. Participants
reviewed previously discussed options and then crafted a recommendation they believed
the majority of both residents and businesses in the area could support. The
recommendations are as follows:

O Install clearly visible “Truck Route” signs on Knights Bridge Rd. at the point
where vehicles head up the hill from crossing the bridge; and at Knights
Bridge Rd at Holly Street.

Participants agreed that this was an important step 10 take as the truck
route is not clearly marked, and if drivers did a Map Quest or Google
search for a business Jocated on N Baker in the industrial park they would
be routed along N Aspen, not on Holly, the designated truck route.

Participants also discussed the importance of notifying Map Quest and
Google of the City’s designated fruck route. All agreed it was a good idea
10 do so, but that there could be a significant time lag before the request
would be incorporated into the Google and Map quest programs.
Therefore signage would be a very imporiant initial step.

O Install “No Trucks Allowed” or similarly worded signs at N. Ash and N.
Aspen where they intersect Knights Bridge Rd.

Participants agreed that these signs, in conjunction with the” Truck
Route” signs, would help discourage truck traffic on these neighborhood
Streets.

O Sign N. Baker as “One Way-Do Not Enter”. The signage would be on N
Raker before the curved section that connects N. Baker to NW 6™ Avenue. N,
Baker would be one way going South from NW 6™ toward N Baker. The stop
sign at the intersection of N Baker and NW 6" would no longer be necessary.
The hedge that is maintained by Mr. Ewert could remain, but should be
rimmed so that the head of an average height person would be visible above
the hedge, (or to City’s vision clearance standard).

Participants agreed thal streets designated and signed as” OneWay-Do
Not Enter” would be more effective in prohibiting truck traffic than
signs stating no trucks allowed. In addition, by prohibiting north bound
iraffic on this section of N. Baker, the on going problem with drivers
ignoring the stop sign al the intersection of N Baker and NW 6" Avenue
would be resolved. The hedge maintained by Mr. Ewert could remain, if
wimmed as noted above, because the most serious visibility issues

i
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d traffic on N. Baker.

surrounding the hedge primarily affects north boun
bound

A reduced height hedge would resolve visibility issues for south

traffic.

O Install “No Truck Parking-Tow Away
3" Avenue to the proposed one way portion of N. Baker at the cur

Zone™ signage on N. Baker from NW
ve.
Participants agreed that truck trailers parked along N. Baker make it very
difficult, and sometimes impossible for other trucks with trailers to
navigate this portion of N. Baker.



November 15, 2006

N. Baker Proposal

Industrial Park Tenants Meeting Notes

Attendees:  DBob Westcott Wesco Parts Cleaners NWw 5% Ct
Stephan Wesicott Wescao Parts Cleaners Nw 5" Ct
Paul DuPoni Willamette Plastics Nw 5" Ct
Tony Helbling Witson Const. Co. NW 3" (& N Baker)
Steve Plant Hot Off the Press Nw 3"
Scott Scarborough  Potters Industries N Baker

Tom Kotzian Johnson Controls
Russ Daniels MEC NW

N Baker (& NW 3"
NW 3% (& N Baker)

The group reviewed the document entitled “N. Baker Proposal” provided by Matilda
Dees from the Canby Planning Department;

The group concurred with ihe first bullet point.
The group concurred with the second bullet point,

The group disagreed with the third bullet point and recommends the strect remain
two way. This is primarily due to the concern of the traffic that would proceed
Northerly, beyond NW 5% place and then discover there is no turn around. It is
anticipated they could possibly enter JCT's northern driveway and attempt to get
back onto NW Baker by passing through the JCI parking lot and exiting through
the southern driveway. This is especially critical if all truck parking is removed
o NW Baker as it will increase congestion on JCI property. Furthermore, the
group understands there i< & difference between city right of way where the
current “S” curves sit and the city owned property upon which the bushes and the
vard sit, It is the feeling of the group that the city-owned property should be used
to improve and straighten the road, thereby reducing the risk of vehicle: vehicle or
vehicle: pedestrian aceidents.

o TRegardless of whether the strect becomes a one-way of not, it is the
positien of the group {hat the carrent “S” curve should be straightened and
the hedge eliminated as described above in order to address safety
concerns:

1. The road is used frequently by pedestrians and runners, including
high school students. The current configuration makes it
impossible for drivers to see through the curve 1o see where
pedestrians are, making it too yisky that a pedestrian could be hit.

2. The visibility problem also makes vehicle to vehicle collisions
likely, especially if the road remains a two-way.

'
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1. The eéurrent configuration impedes the ability of emergency

vehicles 1o access the industrial park, especially large fire engines.

bullet with an exception: eliminate the word
“No Un-Attended Parking, Tow
n N Baker.

The group concurred with the fourth
«Truck” from the signage and make the sign
Away Zone”. JCI does not support the elimination of parking o
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Memorandum

To: Canby Planning Commiission;
From: Kevin C. Cool, Associate Planner
Date: 2/15/2007

Re:  Larios Project — 1410 S Township Read

We have received a revised site plan for the proposed Larios Building. The new plan shows
a reduced building size of 9,600 sq. ft. (10,200 previously proposed). The proposed {loor
area consists of 4,800 sg. ft. of office space and 4,800 sq. ft. of warehouse space.

The parking requirement is for 22 parking stalls, which is what the applicant is now
proposing on the revised plan.

A trash enclosure has been added to the site plan west of the parking area. The paved area is
approximately 10,056 sq. fi. and the proposed landscaping is 4,523 sq. tt. {45%}. Two
drywells are shown on site,

Tt is recommended that all conditions of approval from the original staff report remain with
the exception of condition 5. Staff will require detail sheets of the lighting plan,
landscaping, and stormwater to be submitted with the construction plans at the time of pre-
construction meeting.

“
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-STAFF REPORT-

APPLICANT:
Roderick J. Larios
26485 S. Harms Rd.
Canby, OR 97013

OWNER:
Roderick J. Larios
26485 S. Harms Rd
Canby, OR 97013

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:
Tax Lot 1819
of Map 3-1E-34C

LOCATION:
1410 S Township Rd.

COMP. PLAN DESIGNATION:
Light Industrial

£ APPLICANT'S REQUEST:

FILE NO.:
DR 06-10

STAFF:
Kevin C. Cook
Associate Planner

DATE OF REPORT:
December 29. 2006

DATE OF HEARING:
December 29, 2006

ZONING DESIGNATION:
Light Industrial (M-1)

The City has received DR 06-10, an application request to develop a new 10,200 sq. fi.
warehouse building with office space. The proposed office area will total 3,600 sq. ft.
and warehouse space will total 6,600 sq. ft. The warehouse space will be divided in
two and there will be two distinct office spaces. The offices will be tied to one
warehouse unit each as a rental package. Once of the warehouses is intended to be used
for a wholesale forest products business. There is an existing access to the site by way
of a 20 foot wide easement over lots 1816 and 1817 to the south; evidence of which is

required prior to permits (Condition 4).
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APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

City of Canby General Ordinances:

16.10 Off-Street Parking and Loading

16.32 M-a Heavy Commercial/Manufacturing
16.42 Signs

16.49 Site and Design Review

MAJOR APPROVAL CRITERIA

16.49.040 Site and Design Review Criteria and standards.
1. The Board shall, in exercising or performing its powers, duties or functions, determine
whether there is compliance with the following:

A.

The proposed site development, including the site plan, architecture, landscaping
and graphic design, is in conformance with the standards of this and other
applicable City ordinances insofar as the location, height and appearance of the
proposed development are involved; and

The proposed design of the development is compatible with the design of other
developments in the same general vicinity; and

The location, design, size, color and materials of the exterior of all structures and
signs are compatible with the proposed development and appropriate to the design
character of other structures in the same vicinity.

The Board shall, in making its determination of compliance with subsections B
and C above, use the following matrix to determine “compatibility.” An
application is considered to be “compatible,” in regards to subsections B and C
above, if a minimum of 65% of the total possible number of points (not including
bonuses) are accumulated for the whole development.

[t must be demonstrated that all required public facilities and services are
available, or will become available through the development, to adequately meet
the needs of the proposed development.

9 The Board shall, in making its determination of compliance with the above

require

ments, be guided by the objectives and standards set forth in this section. If the site

and design review plan includes utility facilities or public utility facility, then the City
Planner shall determine whether those aspects of the proposed plan comply with
applicable standards.

3. The Board shall, in making its determination of compliance with the requirements set
forth, consider the effect of its action on the availability and cost of needed housing. The
Board shall not use the requirements of this section to exclude needed housing types.
However, consideration of these factors shall not prevent the Board from imposing
conditions of approval necessary to meet the requirements of this section. The costs of
such conditions shall not unduly increase the cost of housing beyond the minimum
necessary to achieve the purposes of this ordinance. ,

1
|



4. As part of the site and design review, the property owner may apply for approval to cut
trees in addition to those allowed in Section 12.20.080 of the City Tree Ordinance. The
granting or denial of said application will be based on the criteria in Chapter 12.20 of the
City Tree Ordinance. The cutting of trees does not in and of itself constitute change in
the appearance of the property which would necessitate application for site and design

review.
DESIGN REVIEW MATRIX
Parking Signs
Screening of loading facilities from Dimensional size of sign (% of maximum 0f 1
public ROW [not screened /partially 0] 1] 2 perinitted)
screened / full screening] [x>75% / 50% - 75% / x<50%]
Landscaping (breaking up of expanse of 0] 1 Similarity of sign color to building color [no
asphalt) { some / yes] 0 1
Parking lot lighting [no / yes] 011 Pole sign [yes / no] 0 1
Location (behind the building is 01112 Location of sign [x>25' from driveway 01 1
best)[front / side / behind] entrance / within 25' of entrance]
Number of parking spaces (%o of min.} 0y 1] 2
[x>120% / 100%-120% / x=100%0]
Traffic Building Appearance
Distance of access to intersection Style (architecture) 041
[x<70"/ 70-100'/ x>100] o112 [not similar - similar to surrounding]
Access drive width (% of minimum) 0] 1 Color (subdued and similar is better) 0] 1
[x<120% or x>150% / 120%-150%] [neither/similar or subdued/similar &
subdued]
Pedestrian access from public sidewalk to | 0 2 Material 01
bldg. [1 entrance connected / all entrances [concrete or wood or brick is better]
connected]
Pedestrian access from parking lot to 01} 2 Size (smaller is better) 011
building [No walkways / Walkway next to [over 20,000 s.f. / under 20,000 s.1.]
bldg / No more than one undesignated
crossing of access drive and no need to
traverse length of access drive]




Tree Retention

Types of Landscaping

For trees outside of the building foot-
print and parking/access areas

( 3 or more irees)

[No arborist report / follows <50% of
arborist recommendation / follows
50%-~75% of arborist rec. / follows

# of non-required trees

[x<1 per 500 sf of landscaping / 1 or

more per 500 sf of landscaping]

Amount of Grass
[ <25%/25% - 50% / x>50%]

75% of arborist rec.
b oISt Y] Location of shrubs 0] 1

[foreground / background]

Replacement of trees removed that 0l 1 Automatic Irrigation) 0
were recommended for retention [no / yes]
[x<50% / x>50%]

Bonus Points

2 or more trees at least 3" in caliper 1] 2
Park/open space retention for public use 1] 2
Trash receptacle screening 1

IV.  FINDINGS:
A. Background and Relationships:

The property is located on the north side of S Township Road. The property is zoned M-1
Light Industrial and has a Comprehensive Plan designation of Light Industrial as well.
Surrounding properties are zoned Light Industrial.

B. Evaluation Regarding Site and Design Review Approval Criteria
Design Review Matrix Analysis

1. Parking

The applicant’s site plan shows 13 parking spaces. However, Section 16.10.050
requires a total of 20 spaces (13 for the proposed office area and 7 for the warehouse
area). Condition 5 requires the applicant to demonstrate compliance with the
parking standards prior to the issuance of a building permit; the applicant may reduce
the total office area, reduce the overall building footprint, produce an acceptable
parking agreement with on an adjacent lot, or utilize any combination of the three
options. Section 16.10.060 indicates one loading berth per an industrial use over
5000 square feet. Do area constraints, the applicant has not proposed a loading
berth. The Planning Commission has in the past, allowed a waiver to this standard.
Staff has recommended condition 21 in place of this requirement.



2. Traffic/Access

The City Transportation Engineer has cor
generale fewer than ten trips per day durin

nmented that the site is expected to
o the peak hour and would consequently

have an insignificant impact on the local street system.

3. Signs

The site is allowed a total of 306 square feet of signage. No signage is proposed.
Any future signs are subject to the City’s sign permit application review.

4. Lot Landscaping standards and Tree Retention

The applicant’s site plan shows areas that are proposed for landscaping. The
proposed landscaping will meet the minimum 15% required. However, a more
detailed landscaping/planting plan will be a requirement for the building permit

(Condition 9).

5. Building Appearance

Building elevations show a basic corrugated metal building. Staff believes that
although the proposed building is very basic it is, nevertheless, compatible with

existing development in the area.

Compatibility Matrix

Four of the six sections of the Design Review Matrix apply to this application. The
proposed application receives, i staffs determination, a total of 18 points out of a total
possible of 27 points, or 66.6% percent. The minimum percentage required to be

considered “compatible” is 65 percent, so this proposal is considered to be compatible.

Following is staff’s determination of the point totals.

CRITERIA

Parking

Screening of loading facilities
Parking lot landscaping
Parking lot lighting

Location of parking

Number of parking spaces

Traffic
Distance of access o intersection

Access drive width

Pedestrian access from public sidewalk
Pedestrian access from parking lot to building

Signs
Dimensional size of sign

Similarity of sign to building

PTS/
POSS

22
1/1
11
0/2
212

N/A
1/1
072
2/2
N/A

N/A

NOTES

Site is located far from ROW.
Landscaping softens parking area.
Parking lot lighting required (Cond. 8)
Parking in front.

Will be met with through condition 5.

Will use existing access.

Access width exceeds the minimum
required.

No pedestrian connection provided.
Walkway is adjacent to building.

Sign dimensions to be reviewed through
sign permit application.

L%



Pole sign N/A

Location of sign N/A

Tree Retention

Tree retention N/A  No trees exist on site

Replacement of trees N/A

Building Appearance

Style 2/2 Similar to nearby development.

Color 2/2 The colors are similar and subdued.

Material 0/1 Metal.

Size 1/1 Building is under 20,000 square
feet.

Types of Landscaping

# of non-required trees 0/1 Less than one additional tree per 500.

square feet of landscaping.

Amount of grass 3 0/2 Less than 25% proposed.
Location of Shrubs 0/1 In the foreground.
Automatic Irrigation 4/4 Automatic irrigation provided.

Bonus Points

2 or more trees 3" or more 0/2  None
Trash Receptacle Screening 0/1  No trash receptacle shown
Park/Open Space 0/0  No open space provided.

6. Availability of Adequate Public Facilities and Services

Service provider comments are shown in exhibit 2. CTA, Canby Utility (electric and
water), the Wastewater Treatment Plant, The Police Department, The Fire
Department, and NW Natural indicated that adequate public services are available, or
will become available through the development.

7. Development Standards

There are no lot size, minimum width, or frontage requirements in the M-1 zone.
Maximum lot coverage, building height, and vision clearance requirements have been
met.

CONCLUSION

Staff coneludes that, with conditions, the application will meet the requirements for site
and design review approval. In direct response 1o the criteria for site and design review,
staff has concluded the following:

1A.  The proposed development of the site is consistent with the applicable standards
and requirements of the Canby Municipal Code and other applicable City
ordinances insofar as the location, height and appearance of the proposed
development are involved; and .

1B.  The proposed design of the development is compatible with the design of other
development in the vicinity; and

gﬂ
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1C.  The location, design, size, color, and materials of the exteriors of structures and
signs are compatible with the proposed development and appropriate to the design
character of other structures in the same vicinity; and

1D.  The proposal is deemed compatible given that staff allocated a percentage of
65.5% on the design review matrix when 65% is considered compatible; and

1E.  All required public facilities and services exist or can be made available to
adequately meet the needs of the proposed development.

2. Public utility and service providers have indicated that the existing proposal can
be made to comply with applicable standards.

3. The proposed development will not increase the cost of housing in Canby.

4. The property owner is not applying to remove street trees.

RECOMMENDATION:

Based upon the application, elevations, the site plan received by the City, the facts,
findings and conclusions of this report, and without the benefit of a public hearing, staff

recommends that the Planning Commission approve DR 06-10 with the following
conditions:

Prior to the issuance of a building permit the design, location, and planned
installation of all utilities, including but not limited to water, electric, sanitary
sewer, natural gas, telephone, and cable television shall be approved by the
appropriate utility provider.

Prior to the issuance of a building permit a pre-construction conference shall be
held prior to construction and issuance of any building permit. Twelve copies of
the pre-construction plans shall be given to the City for review and approval by
Canby Utility, Canby Telephone, Willamette Broadband, the City, and other
required utility providers prior to the pre-construction conference. The
construction plans shall include, as appropriate, the plans for street design, storm
water, sewer, water, fire hydrants, electric, cable, telephone, natural gas, street
lights, and mail boxes.

Prior to the issuance of a building permit a revised set of all full size development
plans (including site plan, landscape plan, elevation, etc.) shall be submitted
which depicts each of the written conditions to the satisfaction of the City
Planning Department.

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, satisfactory evidence of a shared access
casement shall be provided to the Planning Department.

Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the applicant shall submit a revised
parking plan to the Planning Department. The revised plan shall comply with the

parking standards set forth in Section 16.10.050 of the CMC.

A sign permit application shall be submitted for all proposed signs.



10.

11.

12.

13;

14.

15.

16.

Fire lane access shall be maintained during and after construction of the office
building; the site plan submitted for the building permit application shall indicate
compliance the above.

Exterior lighting is required to provide a minimum of 0.5 footcandles with a 4:1
uniformity ratio on the pavement in the parking and circulation area. All site
lighting shall be "hooded" or "eutoff" so as not to direct light skyward.

A detailed landscape construction plan shall be submitted to the Planning
Department prior to the issuance of a building permit. The detailed landscape
plan shall show: the number of plants, plant spacing/location of planting, the type
of plants, the size of plants, the schedule of planting, and irrigation plans. All
landscaped areas shall be irrigated by an automatic irrigation system as proposed.
The landscape plan shall meet the minimum Jandscaping requirements set forth in
Section 16.49 of the CMC.

The landscaping shall be planted at such a density so as to provide a minimum of
95% coverage of the landscape areas with vegetation, within a 3-year time period.
Bark mulch and similar material shall consist of not more than 5% of the total
landscape area after the 3-year period. The plant spacing and starting plant sizes
shal]l meet the ODOT plant spacing/starting size standards. Trees are 1o be a
minimum of 2" caliper.

Wheel stops shall not be required in areas where sidewalks are at least 8 feet in
width and in areas where landscaping within 2 feet of the curb is limited to ground
cover and will not be damaged by vehicle overhangs. Wheel stops shall be
provided for all parking spaces located adjacent to landscaping or walkways that
do not meet the above criteria. The wheel stops shall be placed 2 feet in front of
the end space.

All interior sidewalks and access-ways shall be a minimum of five (5) feet in
width.

Bicycle parking shall be provided per the requirements of CMC 16.10.100.

An erosion control permit is required. All City erosion control regulations shall
be followed during construction as specified by the Canby Municipal Code

Any relocation of existing utilities required due to construction of the
development shall be done at the expense of the applicant.

All storm water shall be disposed of on-site. The design of storm water facilities
shall be approved by the City Engineer and Public Works Supervisor. The
applicant is responsible for obtaining approval from DEQ, if necessary, for private
drywells. !

A



17. ADA Ramps shall be provided as required by the Public Works Supervisor.

18. Commercial approach aprons shall be installed at the entrances to the parcel
to the satisfaction of the Public Works Departiment.

19, “Staple” type bicycle racks shall be provided at the front of the proposed
building. The racks shall accommodate a mininuum of five bicycles.

20. The existing fire hydrant shall be upgraded according to the Canby Fire
District’s specifications.

21. Upon change of use, loading docks will be required unless exempted by the
Planning Commission.

Exhibits:

1: Vicinity maps

2. Applicant’s packet

A Responses to request for comments

4, Pre-application meeting minutes + pre-app. comments
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(g SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION
) K FEE *See Fee Schedule Below
(\,\ P e \b‘uf”' Process Type |lI
OWNERS APPLICANT**
Name . ) Name C .
Rimesice £ /Roooaiie T LRRIDS N
[
Address 2LMBG ¢ fhwnS ¥D Address
City CAGY State O&__ zZip A0 5 City State Zip
Phone 503 2063 2427 Fax U3 24,54 Phone Fax
E-mail _CFORO> @ Yhna . Lo E-mai
Please indicate who is to receive correspondence (i.e. staff reports etc) and what format they are to be sent
Owner 7~ Email M US Postal M Fax
] Applicant ] Email i US Postal O Fax

OWNER’S SIGNATURE .Q\mpuhi\lL"i hal2

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

asgress 1MAD S TOWMSHip &) Ciwey 02 47013

3iZ 39 C )
Tax Map St Ji o 28T 84 wih TaxLots)_LE14 Lotsize L oSBATT
(Acres/Sq.Ft.)

Existing Use _ ALl W T
Proposed Use j,\J?»&JEW\}(\ i

Existing Structures __ JINE

Zoning jﬂ‘\%&‘ﬂg\:‘(rt%\ \ Comprehensive Plan Designation

Previous Land Use Action (If any) _W f!\

Total Fee = Size Component (based on acréage) Public

improvement Component FOR CITY USE ONLY
Size Component

$1,500 first 0.5 acres File # :Dﬂ /ﬁ(’p - | O

$100 for each additional 0.1 acres

from 0.5 acres up to 2.5 acres ; "

$100 for each additionat%ﬁ acres Date Received _/ J/’ 9//0(9 BY JT
from 2.5 acres up to 8.0 acres

$100 for each additional 1.0 acres Completeness
from 8.0 acres up to 13 acres &

$5,000 Maximum for 13 acres and above Pre-App Meeting

Public Improvements Component Hearing Date

0.3% of total estimated public improvement cost (to be
submitted with design review application). No Cap on cost

!
/

**|f the applicant is not the property owner, they must attach documentar\'y evidence of their afl B
agent in making this application.
CITY OF CANBY - SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION PAGE 1§

‘:.: : : ;-:,;-:? SRS

# 2.

" tabbles



Comprehensive Plan
Larios Project:

We are proposing to construct a building approximately 60 wide and 140° long. The
building will consist of two office spaces of 60x30. One on the main level and one on a
second story The remainder of the building will be warehouse space divided into two
warehouses of approximately 3600 square feet each, Each office will have the office
space and one warehouse as a single rental unit. One of the units has already been
spoken for. The use will be wholesale forest products and possibly some light
manufacturing. The other space will be rented to a business that conforms with the local
zoning.

At the pre application meeting it was confirmed that all applicable utilities were in close
proximity 1o this project. We will be using three phase 440 in both of the warehouses and
will a use a 4” water service to supply the required sprinkler system. Other utilities will
be of a regular nature. :

The location of this project is 1410 S. Township Rd. Canby, Or



SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION: LANDSCAPING CALCULATIONS

Site Areas
1. Building area LoD % Fr = Square footage of building footprini
2. Parking/hardscape ﬁ}, _é’i% L[ @ P = Square footage of all sidewalks, parking, & maneuvering areas
3. Landscaped area 3'3@"‘;57'9"@ = Square footage of all landscaped area
4. Total developed area L»?/“U\q = Add lines 1, 2 and 3
5. Undeveloped area ‘ = Square footage of any part of the site fo be lefi undeveloped.
6. Total site area Z?z“Mci = Total square footage of site

Required Site Landscaping (Code 1 6.49.080)

7. Zone = Fill in the Appropriate Zone and Percentages: R-1, R-1.5, R-2
Zones: 30% C-2, C-M, C-R, M-1, M-2 Zones: 15%C-1 Zone: 7.5%
8. Percent of required landscaping 0 '
=X {4
9. Total developed area QQ-H\{Q = Fill in value from line 4
10. Required square footage of ) T Mulfiply developed area by % of required landscaping
landscaping 2.2 b 7
11. Proposed square footage of g =1 Fill in value from line 3
landscaping 2306 7)

Required Landscaping within a Parking Lot (Code 16.49.1 2004))
Note: this section and the next apply only to projects with more than 10 parking spaces or 3,500 square feet of parking area

12. Zone

= Fill in the Appropriate Zone and Percentages:
R-1, R-1.5, R-2, C-2, C-M, C-R, M-1, M-2 Zones: 15%
C-1 Zone: 5%

13. Percent of required landscaping

14. Area of parking lot & hardscape

= Fill in area of parking and maneuvering areas plus alt
paved surface within ten (10) feet of those areas.

within 10 feet of parking lot

15. Required square footage of landscaping

== Multiply area of parking lot (line 14) by percent of required
landscaping (line 13)

within 10 feet of parking lot

16. Proposed square footage of Landscaping

= Calculate the amount of landscaping proposed within 10
feet of all parking and maneuvering areas.

SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION: LANDSCAPING CALCULATIONS

17. Number of parking spaces ‘3 = Total number of parking spaces T
18. Area of parking lot & hardscape = Area from line 14
gy Y
; 9. Number of parking spaces (line 17) divided by = Round up o the nearest whole number
20. Area of parking lot (line 18) divided = Round up to the nearest whole number
by 2,800 EREN -
21. Number of required frees in parking ot X = Teke the larger of the previous two rows
22. Nurpber of trees provided within 10 feet = Count the number of proposed trees within 10 feet
of parking lot D« of parking and maneuvering areas.

CITY OF CANBY - SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION PAGES jjgp
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CITY OF CANBY DESIGN REVIEW MATRIX

Parking Signs
Screening of loading facilities frem public Dimensional size of §ign (% of maximum 0
ROW [not screened /partially screened / permitted) .
full screening] [x>75% / 50% - 75% [ X<50%]
Landscaping (breaking up of expanse of Similarity of sign color to building color [no /
asphalt) some / yes] 0
Parking lot lighting [no / yes] Pols sign [yes / no) 0
Location (behind the building is best){front Location of sign [_x>25' from driveway 0
/ side / behind] entrance / within 25' of entrance]
Number of parking spaces (% of min.)
[(x>120% / 100%-120% / x=100%]
Traffic Building Appearance
Distance of access 1o intersection Style (arf:hitecture) ) 0
[x<70'/ 70-100'/ x>100] [not similar - similar to surrounding]
Access drive width (% of minimum) Color (subdued and simjlay is better) 0
[x<120% or x>150% / 120%-150%] [neither/similar or subdugd/mmltar & subdued]
Pedestrian access from public sidewalk to Material 0
bldg. [1 entrance connected / all enirances [concrete or wood of brick is better]
connected]
Pedestrian access from parking ot to Size (smaller is better) 0
building [Ne walkways / Walkway noxt o [over 20,000 s.f, / under 20,000 s.f]
bldg / Wo more than one undesignated
crossing of access drive and no need to
traverse length of access drive]
Tree Retention Types of Landscaping
For trees outside of the building foot- 0 # of non-required trees 0
print and parking/access areas [x<1 per 500 sf of !andscapmg'/ 1or
( 3 or more trees) more per 500 sf of landscaping]
[No arborist report / follows <560% of
arborist recommendation / follows
50%-75% of arborist rec, / follows 75%
of arborist rec.]

Amount of Grass 0

[ <Z5% 1 25% - 50% | x>50%]
|ocation of shrubs 0
ﬁorggrounﬁ)’ background]
Replacement of irees removed that 0 Automatic }rrigation) 0
were recommended for retention [no/y
[x<50% / x>50%]
Bonus Peints

2 or more trees at least 3" in caliper

Park/open space retention for public use

Trash receptacle screening

CITY OF CANBY - SITE AND DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION PAGE 8
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CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

P.O. Box 930, Canby, OR 97013 1503 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: October 25,2006
TO: O FIRE 0 CANBY POST OFFICE

0 POLICE 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR

[1 PUBLIC WORKS 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911

0 CANBY ELECTRIC 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION

0 CANBY WATER N TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

[l Darvin Tramel - WITP 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY

O Jeff Crowther —- WTTP 1 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT

0 CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION

O CTA 0 ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B

0 NW NATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE

0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 0 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION

0 CANBY DISPOSAL 0 PARKS AND RECREATION

0 CITY ATTORNEY (1 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER

0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM [0 BUILDING OFFICIAL

0 PGE ‘0O OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments t0 Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions:

L D L;uaf';gt\'{é.. Wab Coromumanls  faa Antin s> po e (31(}’&‘4)*’(4’(51 J7

- . t — i 0
B3 Vi Qb—o/%!c‘m_: o AL o fisovedien, 507 5 ’t/muwﬁinp«r S mn—rf«o

Please check one box and sign below:

D Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available
D Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
D Conditions are needed, as indicated

L] Adequate public services are not available and will not become available

Signature: X\'\ e it (E/Q»rww Date: [i- Q-0

'1 . ‘y
Title:  ( Rournmpe Agency: 1 apliie S ez,

““EXHIBIT

e 3



CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
P.0O. Box 930, Canby, OR 97013 {503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: October 25, 2006 |
LI = i | -
TQ: 0 FIRE . CEIVEDy caNBY POST OFFICE
01 POLICE WOl 17 15 O CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR
0 PUBLIC WORKS U0 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911
0 CANBY ELECTRIC!TY OF CANgy O CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
[ CANBY WATER “ O TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
0 Darvvin Tramel - WITP I CLACKAMAS COUNTY
01 Jeff Crowther - WITP O CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT
O CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION
O CTA 0 ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B
0] NW NATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE
0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 00 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION
[ CANBY DISPOSAL [ PARKS AND RECREATION
[0 CITY ATTORNEY 0 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER
0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM 0 BUILDING OFFICIAL
O PGE T OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions: | /\\/ - \‘\
Baey cle ’?@J{\ AN Tal \)\& Vigy i N \(\U’ J
DN J Q/g & f\uf\\ . C\B

—_

e

% _ Y ’ . \ o 4 . ?.
Vol e Yo SeRCIINL Dicyext. 2 £ i STO\OAN
(}Q\N\@\(\ e AN ff‘f\m\ﬁrj e g lne » lf“_xf\/\’{?\O cuX S i
cxo (a0 o OXR S, soil oh SN Yo e, A far L.

(
Please check one box a‘l)id sign below:

D Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available
L] Adequate Public Services will become available through the development

! w o
%ﬁondltlons are needed, as indicated

L] Adegquate public services are not available and will not become available

Signature: 7?9 Ef /%'Qgﬂapﬂ Dite: “ /l ®, ;! Oko

4 /

Title: 5} ke, df! %9\ b@\‘(:bm m wm@jﬁﬁ:@b y/&AmM

1t 1
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CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

F.0Q. Box 930, Canby, OF 97013 _ [503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: October 25, 2006
TO: 0O FIRE O CANBY POST OFFICE

0 PBOLICE 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR

0 PUBLIC WORKS 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911

0 CANRBY ELECTRIC O CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRAN SPORTATION

0 CANBY WATER O TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEERE

O Dervio Tramel - WITTE O CLACKAMAS COUNTY

O Jeff Crowther — WI'TP 0 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT

O CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPFORTATION

0O CTA 0 ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B

0 NWNATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE

0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 0 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION

0O CANBY DISPOSAL 0 PARKS AND RECREATION

b CITY ATTORNEY 0 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER

[ BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM ‘0O BUILDING OFFICIAL

0 PGE 0 OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The propetty is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 8 Township.

Please review the enclosed application and refurn comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.
Comments or Proposed Conditions:
Due 4o 4be  location of The T;?n;w‘i’* ol Cowtper~ foi™
Pt et Sequice  [acatinus bolte  Be  Llumited A Ahe
Eas¥y  Side  of Bu.ﬁtd.:.?w

Please check one box and sign below:

D Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available
@/Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
D Conditions are needed, as indicated

D Adequate public services are not available and will not become available

Date: fo-~300 C.

— . Gary Kordgnal
Title: L (e E) fesrtae Agency: ———3 ngyby Electric —

City Shops O{b




1p/31/28686 BB:49

5@32667238 SHOP COMPLEX PAGE 61

CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

P.0O. Box 936, Canby, OK 97013 : 1503) 266-7001 FAX 2661574
DATE: OQctober 25, 2006
TO: O FIRE D CANBY POST OFFICE

0 POLICE [T CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR

1 PUBLIC WORKS 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911

0 CANBY ELECTRIC 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPFORTATION

0 CANBY WATER 1 TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

O Darvio Tramel - WTTP 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY

O Jeff Crowther - WITP [ CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT

U CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION

O CTA 0 ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B

[0 NWNATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE

0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 0 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION

O CANBY DISPOSAL O PARKS AND RECREATION

0 CITY ATTORNEY [l CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER

O RIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM [ BUILDING OFFICIAL

0 PGE 0 OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions:

Natee Suc h;a_c;g,@p % PELNA LY. @ Cueh QA  AORSipE

of S &, TiwpaNcsl. _
YWAN T omemet. = 125 ¥ sz o mera.
apd, =93, 026°% WO 22 SR TIR
TUbk L ”%:?5/@”? Lo optret sve-

Please check one box and sign below:

E> Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available

D Adequate Public Services will become available through the development

D Conditions are needed, as indicated

B Adequate public services are not available and will not become available

)

i Date: /0 /3@} QL

Title: wml@t,‘:}‘)cff‘/; (arf&m,md Agency: __ (anby W?ier e e

cuB

5



CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

P.0. Box 930, Canby, OR 97013 [503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: Qectober 25, 2006
TO: O FIRE O CANBY POST OFFICE

O POLICE 1 CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR

0 PUBLIC WORKS 1 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911

0 CANBY ELECTRIC 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION

0 CANBY WATER O TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE

O Darvin Tramel - WT'TP 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY

0 Jeff Crowther —- WITP O CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT

0 CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION

0 CTA 0 ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B

0 NWNATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE

0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 0 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION

0 CANBY DISPOSAL 00 PARKS AND RECREATION

0 CITY ATTORNEY 0 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER

0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM [ BUTLDING OFFICIAL

O PGE ‘1 OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions:

Please check one box and sign _below:

&Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available
D Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
D Conditions are needed, as indicated

D Adequate public services are not available andill not become available

e
Signature: M%’”‘M’?‘;\w _Date: //"“ ‘3 & é

vy e R
Title: W /’/5‘&/{%/" @//Lé% Agency: Lt Jorge Tro /""ﬁ{

/]
ﬂ ﬂ Ganby Police Dept P




CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
PG, Fox 934, Canby, OR 97013 [503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: October 25, 2006
TO: 0 FIRE 0 CANBY POST OFFICE
O POLICE O CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR
O PUBLIC WORKS O CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911
0 CANBY ELECTRIC 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
0 CANBY WATER O TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
O Darvin Tramel - WETE O CLACKAMAS COUNTY
O Jeff Crowther - WITE 0 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT
O CITY ENGINEER 1 OREGON DEFT. TRANSPORTATION
l CTA 0 ODOT/REGION /DIST 2B
I NW NATURAL O STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE
0 WILLAMRTTEBROADBAND U CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION
[ CANBY DISPOSAL 0 PARKS AND RECREATION
0 CITY ATTORNEY n CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER
0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM [ BUILDING QFFICIAL
O PGE 0 OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review gpplication to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrigl)., The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return conuments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.

Ploase indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Conunission to consider. Thank you.
Comments ox Proposed Conditions:

Please check one box and sign below:

ﬁ@ndequate Public Services (of your agency) are available

U Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
[ | Conditions are needed, as indicated

D Adequate public services are not available and will not become available

~
Signature: gjm %j ZW%/Z»;» . pate: (27~ Ol

z

Title: f\,}bu Nghga‘ Q&F@rv 1S ov Ageney: J\) ) Nww

i\

narBAR A MR 1EC-AWNA YN MH=LG ) Wdgg:£n Gl=£0=AGN



CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT

REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
P.O. Box 930, Canby, OR 97013 [503] 266-7001 FFAX 266-1574
TR RV R
DATE: October 25, 2006 RECEIVED
4‘] R - £ :.
TO: TFIRE oeY 27 2 [1 CANBY POST OFFICE

POLICE CURRAK-MeLEOM CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR

0
0
0 PUBLIC WORKS 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911
0 CANBY ELECTRIC 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
1 CANBY WATER 0 TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
O Darvin Tramel - WTTP 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY
0 Jeff Crowther - WTTP 0 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT -

)@’\ CITY ENGINEER [ OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION
0 CTA O ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B
0 NW NATURAL O STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE
0 WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 1 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION
0 CANBY DISPOSAL 0 PARKS AND RECREATION
0 CITY ATTORNEY 0 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER
0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM [ BUILDING OFFICIAL
0 PGE T OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warchouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 S Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions;

E\’O Cry ] Lt s ians =
| 2 L = =y

4

U= I P
7 & % . Iy

f’fy }"5%\;:4‘;\ S

'\-\?i‘{‘&\?‘) (ﬁ&-&? <2§i Cﬂ\,«_c\ \\‘Abﬂ’\a ) \.

; @:

N o~ Y ) AR P RNV 2t
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Please check one box and sign below:

D Adequate Public Services (of your agency) are available
M‘ Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
D Conditions are needed, as indicated

D Adequate public services are not available and will not become available

s ,/ Date:_OC/?Z;'(LeA, %l}, 200
gwr A\ arLg Agency: /z,mm‘;,Ma;\xﬁg Ve
. Q =T e —

Signature:

Title: W@’S\_ﬁ
\ ) -

X
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CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS

P.O. Box 930, Canby, OR 97013 {503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574

DATE: October 25, 2006

TO: 00 FIRE 0 CANBY POST OFFICE
Il POLICE 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR
7 PUBLIC WORKS 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911
00 CANBY ELECTRIC fl CLACKAMAS COUNTY TRANSPORTATION
1 CANBY WATER [] TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
1 Darvin Tramel - WI'TP 0 CLACKAMAS COUNTY
0 Jeff Crowther - WITP 0 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT
[ CITY ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPORTATION
0 CTA (] ODOT/REGION 1/DIST 2B
0 NWNATURAL N STATE OF OREGON/REVENUE
[l WILLAMETTE BROADBAND f CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION
[ CANBY DISPOSAL 1 PARXS AND RECREATION
01 CITY ATTORNEY 0 CITY TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER
0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN COMM , 0 BUILDING OFFICIAL
0 PGE 0 OTHER

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a site and
design review application to construct two offices and a warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 8 Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comiments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November {3, 2006.
Please indicate any conditions of approval you wish the Commission to consider. Thank you.

Comments or Proposed Conditions:

Please check one box and sign below:

D Adegquate Public Services (of your agency) are available
'}E’j Adequate Public Services will become available through the development
L] Conditions are needed, as indicated

] Adeguate public services are not available and will not bewﬂable

i

Signature: /P>7/f {/17/(\/ }//4/(/ Date: o Bl 0

Title: ACSTLAATE ERNG Agency: CA—M?;’“F TE L 0

7
{
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PAGE B2
CANBY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS
.0, Box 930, Cuity, OR 97013 [503] 266-7001 FAX 266-1574
DATE: October 25, 2006
TO: 0 FIRE 0 CANBY POST OFFICE
0 POLICE [} CLACKAMAS COUNTY ASSESSOR
0 PUBLIC WORKS 1 CLACKAMAS COUNTY 911
0 CANBY ELECTRIC (] CLACKAMAS COUNTY '].‘RANSPORTATION
O CANBY WATER 0 TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
O Darvin Tramel - WITR O CLACKAMAS COUNTY
O Jeff Crowther — WITE 0 CANBY SCHOOL DISTRICT
n CIty ENGINEER 0 OREGON DEPT. TRANSPGRTATION
n CTA W ODOT;’REGION 1/DIST 1B
n NW NATURAL 0 STATE OF OREGONmEVENIJE
(W WILLAMETTE BROADBAND 0 CANBY BUSINESS REVITALIZATION
0 CANBY DISPOSAL O PARKS AND RECKEATION
o CIrY ATTORNEY o CITY TRANSFORTATION ENGINEER
0 BIKE AND PEDESTRIAN coMdM O BUILDING OFFICIAL

0 PGE 0 ofEER_ . e

The City has received DR 06-10 (Larios Project), an application from Roderick Larios requesting a stte and
design review application 10 construct two offices and 2 warehouse. The property is zoned M-1 (Light
Industrial). The property is located at 1410 § Township.

Please review the enclosed application and return comments to Kevin Cook by Friday, November 03, 2.006.
Please indicate any conditions of approvel you wish the Commission t0 consider. Thank you.
Comments or Proposed Conditions:

£ i P

____c‘,x:e_,__—-@—‘f

Please check one box and sign belaw:

m Adequate Public Services (of your agency) aré available
U Adequate Public Yervices will become available through ihe development
[ ] Conditions are needed, a5 indicated

L Adequate public services are pot available and will not become available

Signature: w é{i k] - Date: / / = ;1 i) (:_,:,
rige: DM ‘

A 4 K
gemey: __.——— canby Fire Dept -
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Pre-Application Meeting

1410 S Township Road/Larlos Building

September 12, 2006
10:30 am
Attended by:
Todd Gary, Canby Fire Depattiment, 503-266-5851 Kevin Cook, Planning Department, 503-266-7001
Pat Thureton, CU Weter Distribution Dept, 503-263-4309 RJ Larios, Larios Building, 503-297-3006
Rod Larios, Larios Building, 503-266-8660 Dan Mickelsen, Public Works Dept, 503-266-402}
Gery Stockwell, CU Electric Dept, 503-263-4307 Dirh Vu, Canby Telcom, 5(03-266-8201

This document is for preliminary use only and is not a coniractial document.

DEVELOPER, Rod Larios

e We plan on putting a large warehouse and an office on the site. This will be a two story
warehouse with offices on both levels. We plan on leasing out part of the warehouse and
utilizing the other half for a lumber consulting business.

CANBY UTILITY, WATER DISTRIBUTION DEPARTMENT, Pat Thurston

e Your water will be out at the sidewalk, relatively close to Rust Busters and storage facility
water meters. I don’t know what size of water meter you plan on using so I will give you the
information on a 17 meter. The System Development Charges for a 1" meter are $6,328 and
to put the water meter in is an additional cost of $775. The $775 is the cost from main to
meter, which will be placed after the sidewalk. You will take it from the meter to your
building.

¢ 1don’t know if are going to need any fire protection and that is a completely different issue
and it would be up to you to secure any easements or right-of-wiys that may be needed for a
fire service line. You would have to have someone come in and tap the line for whatever fire
service you need to have and then if your comfortable we would run your water service line
(only main to meter). You would have to have someone come in and trench from the meter
to the building, I suggest a 1” line, to your building.

CANRBY FIRE DEPARTMENT, DEPUTY FIRE MARSHALL., Todd Garv

e My comments I sent you deal with what type of building, because it is a wood building we
classify it as a Type 5. We have an appendix that we preview and this detenmines the
differences in hydrants, which your site will need (3). If you wenttoa metal building that
would change the critetia for the amount of hydrants for yout site. You can come to the Fire
Station and we can look at the different alternatives for your building types. There are (2)
hydrants available, but you will need to have a third.

e If you are thinking of sprinkling there are different alternative such as high pile storage over
12* which put you into different categories. You will want to check all your cheoices because
it may be cheaper for you do put in a hydrant versus putting in a fire sprinkler system. It
depends on what Fire, Life and Safety may change in your plans, so I would check this very
carefully.

[} 2

“tabbles' |
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CANBY UTILITY ELECTRIC DEPARTMENT, Gar

a3

[ need to know what your electrical requirements will be. Ihavea break down of what you
are responsible for and what Canby Utility is responsible for, Gary handed the information to
Mr. Larios.

After you give me your electrical information 1 can develop a cost sheet for you. You will
provide the trenching, backfill, staking and grade.

There is an existing transformer that serves the cabinet shop adjacent to you on the east side

and ] have a primary source to that transformer which can be extended into your parcel.

CITY OF CANBY, PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT, Dan Mickelsen

&

Your storm water has to stay on cite. I didn’t see anything depicting what you plan on using
whether a swale, etc. Some of your on site storm will have to g0 through DEQ for approval.
Your parking lot and roof storm water will have to go through some type of treatroent, like a
sedimentation manhole, swales, stc.

You will need to bring your sanitary to the manhole. Ineed to make sure you understand that
if you sel} the otber part of the warehouse you will need to have geparate sewer line for the
sanitary. We will need approved drawings of your sanitary and that is through DEQ also.
When you start your grading you will need to have an Erosion Control Permit through the
City of Canby and I will inspect the process. Like having a rocked construction entrance, we
do not want dirt brought out onto the road.

CITY OF CANBY, PLANNING DEPARTMENT, Kevin Cook

@

T want to make sure there is an access cagement already existing o get to your parcel. The
answer was yes.

Your parking spacing looks good.

The Plamming Comumission likes to see what you have planned for site/parking lot lighting.
You are required to have 15% landscaping for your lot. Our requirements are 1 tree per 8
parking spots.

The next step will be the Site and Design Review process.

You will need to put all the information discussed today on a set of construction plans and
when we do a pre-construction meeting, like this one, we will sign them. Ronda can either
fax or email you the signature block for the cover page of your construction plans. This set
of plans need to be completed before you start your construction.

The Planning Commission meets every 9™ and 4% Monday of each month.

1 will give you a copy of the Design Review Matrix and you need to meet a minimum of 65%
of the total points, they are broken up in chapters.

CANBY TELCOM, Dinh Vu

¢

We design our plan with the power and it will depend on the route Gary takes if we follow
him. If we need any trenching we ask you to provide it.

How many pllqnes lines do you want? The answer was 15-20 phones lines. We will be a
lumber consulting company and we will need the phone lines for the sales people.

5\
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City of Canby
Pre-Application Meeting Notice

PO Box 930, Canby, OR 97012 . S_O}-IGtM 021 exl: 298
City hops 1470 NE {eitonal Routl 5032667238
i Canty Plarning, Kevin Cook 5012600404 Canhy Pubhe Warks, Roy Hester 503-265-4021 « 259
CUB Wale® Dist, Pm Thurson 503.20:3-430% Canpy Teicphens, Dink Vit 503:206-82°1
QU Bleatria Dept., Gory Siockowel) 5622634307 N Neural G, Coileen D' Bricn 4035856604 xbid2
CUB. Operatinn Sypsrint, Larvy Hopler 502-266-145 Curanelend, Curt Meleod 503-684-3478
Fire Diatrict £62, Todd Gary 50 206-5851 C-anby Buikiing Inapesto, Bob Godon 5032600404
Clocksmas Ca., Wane Slefen S03-35834777 Willamette Broadband, Mike bance £03-9810-1253
JMlanningParks, Mutiide Deas 5032260404 Cal Surrain, Lancaster Enpneeting 5032480313
et
Steve Mayet, Orzgonird 5G5-294-5915
2ona Bosguet, Catby Wility SCAR66-1156

From: Shop Complex, Ronde Rozzel]

Date: August 29, 2006

Subject: Pre-Application Meeting for 1410 8 Towuship Road

Altached is a request for a pre-application meeling.

A meeting with the applicant has been scheduled for Tuesday, Septenuber 12, 2006 at 10:30 am
a( the City Shops Conference Room, 1470 NE Territorial Road, Canby.

Please come prepared to discuss any issues that the applicant will peed to addregs when submitting &
site and design review application.

If you are urgable ta attend the mesting, but have sommsnts please submit them in writing or catl
Ronda at 266-4021 ext. 298. They will be forwarded to the spplicant.

Comments:  FLERSE  SEE ETTRCNVERY

’ L 2
T::‘E%J L\/,/,g/_ ST 5, Ol

ASEure / Duts
e DS SOCARTE, | € CANEY TEL N

P Cinmpany - i

-

S2O0 Pra-App i
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07,/8008 THU 14:34 FaX +a- Ronda HReozzell & oIty

CanbyTelcom

faster higher fartner

Comments from Canby Telcom for Office warehouse at 1410 SE Township Rd :

&

&

The Developer/Owner is required to provide all trenches for placing telephone
service facilities to new building. Canby Telcom will provide eil necessary
materials to bring services to Walgteens.

CT will follow the power design as nuch e poséiblﬁ to minimize trenching.

1f the D-marc is required to be placed in a congmunication / power room, the
requirements are .

1. 4" scheduie 40 PVC from the telephone connection point outside, into the
communication / power room with a 36" sweep {rininum).

2. Minimum of 4'x4® %" plywood backboard,

3. #g srranded ground (MGN) provided at the backboard.

4- One 15 Amp electrical outlet located next fo / or on backboard.

There is no construction fee for this project.
There will be & relocation fee if any existing telephone facilities must be moved,
please see * Development/Construction Fees * for informaiion.

Dave Hill Dinh Vu
Engineering Manayer Associate Engineer
503 266 8204 ) 503 266-8201

B3
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m; Ronda Rozzoll & city

faster higher farther

DEVELOPMENT/C‘ONSTRUC'I‘}'.ONF_EE;S

On Japuary 1, 2001 Canby TeiephWnt W
fees are chaxrged 0@ 3 DT addrfﬁ‘ gre to be paid by the dey prier

the commeneement pfworis Single family homes and d/@lﬂk‘eﬁre charged at
$170.00perddress and multiple dwelling units-are Hiilled at $60.00 per address.

Payment of development

fees can bé made at our office at 190 S.E. 2" Street, Canby

or mailed to P,0. Box $80, Canby, Or 97013,

Fees for relocating existing facilities are billed 2t our hourty rate of $65.00 pex howr
for labar, plus the cost of materlals. The requestor g required to complete and sign
a Request to Relocute Facjlities form,

For temporary service (Job shack), contact our Customer Care Center to place an

order.
Countact Information

To avold delsys, (t is Important to contact Canby Telephone as soon A% possible,

Inquiries or questions should be referred to:

'Engineering Manager
Assoclate Engineer
Ceonstruction Ingpector
Customer Care Center

Dave Hill 503 266-8204
Dinh Vu 503 266-8201
Ron Stenger 303 266-8250

503 266-8111

PAGE

B4
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See 05 0B UZ:18p Curran-Meleod, Inc. 5086248247
City of Canby
Pre-Application Meeting Notice

PO Hex 935, Canby, DR Y7015 SURR06-802 | exi; 29%

Ciy Shops | 270 NE Terute=ial Road 2052057738

T Canby Plannieg, fevan Ceok 5021689404 Canby tutlic Warks. Rey Healer 2022504021 % 250
GUR “ater Mist . Paz Thursien 0312633349 Cuoy Tukiphinc, Lt a 503-296-6201
CUA Slecme Fepl, Gary Swehuall $05-263=207 NW Natyrel Coz, Colloen el S03-5BS601 1 <Fial
CLIB, Opecation Supwins, Larry Hepler UN266-11 44 , Curr MeLtee 503 0Ra 34
Fue Diswiet #G2, Tody Sary £02:356.5851 Godon =03-2:36-940-
Cleeknmas Ce., Wuyne Siclert 503-3534777 W arm e Bl‘DﬁhbJ.'ld Ms:: Aanee 305.052-1253
ManpingPerg. Mauloa Deus 3200404 Cat Sumsain, Lancesrer Engineesing VITFO RN R

£
Steve Mayes, Oregon.a. NT-208.591 5
Donua Beequet, Canby Lupty S0 2001 150

QOZToM-NVEEND
Erom: Shop Complex, Ronda Rozzell
800z 0 € 9NV

Date: August 29, 2006 : THAIED ﬁﬁ

Subject: Pre-Application Meeting for 1410 S“Township Road

Adlzched 15 a request for a pre-application meeting,

A mieeting with the applicant has been scheduled for Tuesday, September 12, 2006 at 10:30 an
at the City Shops Conference Room, 1470 NE Territorial Road, Canby.

Plense come preparsd to discuss any issues that the appiicant will need to address when submitiicg a
site and design review application. .

Iyou are unable t attend the mesting, but have comments please submit them in writing or call
Rorda at 266-4C21 ext. 298, They will be forwarded tn the applicant.

C vmmcnts ﬂ m“ (},_j— Q['a T n/, 2 DCJ&: CLD MUJ‘

,'“:éﬁ??r“ S Zael e e
Wm—ﬁ, . S

e 20 Pre-Agy firm
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From: "Todd Gary” <tgary@canbyfirs.org>
To: *fzonda Rozzell" <RozzellR@ci.canby.or.us>
Date; 9/5/2006 2:20:28 PM

Canby Fire District comments for 1410 S Township Pre-application meeting

* Hydrant on Township and the private hydrant next to the mini storage
will have to be upgraded with @ §" storz fitting.

* Fire flow for 8000 sqft is 2500 gpm for 2 hrs with out fire sprinklers

this will require a additional hydrant with in 225'of  the building.

With the addition of fire sprinklers the fire flow would be reduced by

50% and the current hydrants will be adequate.( 2003 IFC appendix B & C)

* Storage method and guantity of stored product will dictate the need
for fire sprinkler system.

~ Canby Fire District recommends the use of fire sprinklers
* Access and fire lanes must stay clear during and after construction
* Clackamas County will do fire and life safety review

Todd Gary

Deputy Fire Marshal
Canby Fire Distriet
tgary@ocanbyfire.org
Office: 503-266-5851
Cell: 971-563-7359
Pager: 503-838-1405

cc: : "Troy Buzalsky" <TBuzalsky@canbyfire.org>

a2
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B9/B3/2086 12:80 5832861574 : CANBY PLANSBUILD PAGE  Wlsuz
City of Czuby
Pre-Application Meeting Notice
PO Box 830, Gunby, OR 99014 ' 503266-002] ext: 258
“City Shost 1470 NE Terterul Rosd 3052667233
TO: Cunby Plsaning. Kevin Cook 503-266+9404 Caavy Publc Works, Roy Hester £03-266-4021 x 259
(UB Water Dig., Pra Thurston 5032634309 Cenby Yelephene, Dinh Vu 503.266-8201
(CUR Blecwric Depl., Oary Stuclowel) 5032614307 WW Ruren] Gas, Colleen O71keh £03-985-6611 x§142
& UB Opetation Supering, Lorry Hepler 8032661 1 36 CurraneMeleed, Curt Melsod S03:084-3478
Firg Digtricy #63, Todd Gaty 503-206-3851 Canby Bailmg lnspecter, Bob Geden 403-266:9404
(fagkavnes Co., Wayrw Siefert 503-353-4777 waumnms Broadband, Mike Mancs 203-983-115)
Blensing/Parks, Madide Dess 022650404 ot Surmeein, Lnssgicr Englovering 303-248-0315
(=7
Steve Mayen, Orogonisn 503-294.59135
[smma Beequer, Cunby Liitiy S01266=1 156

From: Shop Complex, Ronda Rozzell
Date: August 29, 2006

Subject: Pre-Application Meeting for 1410 § Township Rosd

Y

Attached is a request for a pre-application meeting.

A meeting with the applicant has been scheduled for Tugsday, September 12,2006 at 10:30 am
at the City Shops Conference Room, 1470 NE Territorial Rosd, Cariby.

Ploase come prepared to discuss any issues that the applicant will need.to address when submining e
site and design review spplication.

If you are urable to anend the meeting, but have comments please submit them in writing ot call
Ronda at 266-4021 ext. 298. They will be forwardsd 10 the applicant,

Comments: g, fatheio AP

‘% C% q. g0l

Daw

Signanuce
Em U2 e aMd:éh._

Title @) Compeny =

#2806 Prgappp form
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CANBY PLANSEUILD

Gity of Canby
170 NW 2™ Ave,
Cenby, OR 87013
503)282-8404
¢ (503)268-1574

COMMERGIALANDUSTRIAL
PERMIT SUBMITTAL INFORMATION

BUILDING AND M ANICAL PERW

. . ’ ; ol
it building and mechanical apphication forme, commercial/ indusiria
gﬁé’:ﬁim,” sperﬁai inepection agreement and matrix, three (3) sets of plagns éind
specifications Including enginesring, ICBO reports and U.L, listinge to t BSS%@DO
Plumbing and Electrical permits are issued by Clackemas County, (603)3 s

FIRE AND LIFE SAFETY REVIEW

i f ' 353-4400.
Submit plang for Fire and Life Safety Review directly to Clackamas County, (503)

S:ergspsggucﬁun 108.3.5 for sceupancies fo be reviewed by the County. County -
approved plans are to be picked up at the County and delivered 1o the City by the applicant.

GRADING PERMITS

Se¢ 1097 UBC appendix chapier 33 for submittal requirements, engineared pl_ans showing
amounts in cubicpyards, soils engineering report, engineering geology report, liquefaction

study (unconeolidated sandy alluvium), stc.. The grading permit plan review time frame ie
the same a3 a building permit.

Deferred submitiale ave defined as those portions of the design that are not submitied at the
iime of the application and that are to be submitied io the building ofiicial prior to the issue
of the permit. Any items not submitted for review prior to the issuance of the building permit
ghall be governed by OSSSC Section 108.3.4.2 and lleted on the plans, aliow three weeks
for review, The deferred submiital processing fee le 100 percent of & building permiit fee

caleulated for the valuation of the particular deferred portlon of the project, with a set
rinimum fee of $250.00.

HASED OR PARTIAL PERMITS

Submit the Tr-County phased permit matrix with the application. The phaging fee is

$250.00 pius 10% of the total project building permit fee not to excead $1,500.00 for each
phase in addition (o the regular pemit fess,

FIRE SPRINKLER and Al SYSTEM
or submittal requiraments see chapter NFPA 13. Clackamgs County Fire and Life Safety

review required. Installation Inspected by the Ganby building department, ob §
tests by Fire Mershal, Canby Fire D&P&rs;ment. (sog) 2&&3&51 .p servation o

E; ‘
Submii plans, enginsering and fire sprinkler plans if neceesary,
032806
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City of Canby
Pre-Application Meeting Notice

PO Box 930, Canby, OR 87013 . 503-266-4021) ex1.. 208

City Shops 1470 NE Temitorial Road 503-266-7238

TO:! Canby Planning, Kevin Cook 503-266-9404 Canby Public Works, Roy Hester 503-2664021 x 259
CUB Water Dist,, Pat Thurgton 503-263-4309 Cunby Telephong, Dinh Vu 503-266-8201
CUB Electric Dept., Gary Stockwell 503-263-4307 NW Nature! Gas, Colleen O'Brien 503-585-6611 xB142
CUB, Operation Superint, Larmy Hepler 503-266-1156 . Curran-Mcleod, Cunt McLeod 503-684-3478
Fire District #62, Todd Gary 503-266-5851 Canby Building Inspector, Bob Godon 503.266-9404
Clackamas Co., Wayne Siefert 503-3534777 Willamette Broadband, Mike Mance 503-982-1253
Plannmg/Parks, Matilds Dess 503-266-9404 Cat Sumrpin, Lancagter Engineering 303-248-0311

et .
Steve Meyes, Oregoninn 503-294.5915
Donna Beequet, Canby Utility 503-266-1156

From: Shop Complex, Ronda Rozzell
Date: August 29, 2006

Subject: Pre-Application Meeting for 1410 8 Township Road

"

Attached is a request for a pre-application meeting.

A meeting with the applicant has been scheduled for Tuesday, September 12, 2006 at 10:30 am
at the City Shops Conference Room, 1470 NE Texrritorial Road, Canby.

Please come prepared to discuss any issues that the applicant will need to address when submilting a
site and design review application.

If you are wnable to aftend the meeting, but have comments please submit them in writing or call
Ronda at 266-4021 ext. 298, They will be forwarded to the applicant.

Comments: U‘L‘ilx"!'r'{'.& ARE Aol A5t € —G?-CFM g'Tﬁimr})SH;P
%3- ANl ehilid e unewld e Vocated o) & Thwpsyp

4 X

Smnamrc S A' A Q\ 5\ o]
Tmc DG?; @M /QJ Cnmpmy@/m \9L\ \*A_,l _{/U\

l

829406 Pro-App form /&\



Commercial and Yndustrial
Development Electrical Service

CUB Provides: Customer Provides:
1. Commercial and industrial quotes on a 1. All service requirements 10 CUB before quotes
case by case basis at the time of request for can be completed.
. service. * 2. All trenching', excavating, staking and grade.
2. Service from an cxisting distribution line 3. A permanent easement if not already
by the most direct roule at the least established.
expense 4 Conduit from the interior of the building to five
1. All equipment, vaults, transformers, . feet outside the building.
conduit** and wire. 5. Paymcnll'in advance of construction, the total
4 Line built, owned, operated and amount of CUB’s estimated cost to provide the
maintained by CUB base system to serve the development (or the

cost to provide that portion of a development
requiring service under a phased development

program)
*Quotes cannot be completed until CUB is ! Trenching can be jo%nt with telecommunications
provided with all service requirements. and gas.
#*To within five feet of the building. 2 A1l Fees must be paid before work can be
scheduled.

—

High Voitage Service
CUB will provide high voltage service (over 600 volts) under certain conditions. These will be
negotiated with the customer. .

Services of 800 amp and lower require an external CT meter can

With services greater than 800 amps internal gear "CT" is allowed.
Temporary construction service is quoted at the time of request and placement is established by
mufuzl agreement. )

Note: In all cases where service requires additional construction in excess
of that normally provided by CURB, the customer will contribute in advance.
Y

i
i
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City of Canby
Pre-Application Meeting Notice

503-266-4021 ext.s 298

0 Box 930, Cunby, QR 97013
503-266-7238

City Sheops 1470 N8 Territoriel Road

TO: Canby Phanting, Kevin Cock 503-266-9404 Canby Public Works, Roy Hester 503-2066-402! x 259
CUB Water Dist,, Pat Thurstan 503-263-4309 Canby Telephone, Dinh Vu 503-266-8201
CUB Btectric Dept., Liary Stockwell 5032634307 NW Nalural Ges, Collecn O’Bricn 503-585-6611 x8142
CUB, Operation Superint, Larry Heplor 5032661156 Curren-Meleod, Curt Melcod 503-684-3478
Fire District #62, Todd Gary 503-266-5851 Canby Building Inspestor, Bob Godon— 503-266-9403
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Subject: Pre-Application Meeting for 1410 8 Township Road

Attached is a request for 2 pre-application meeting.

A meeting with the applicant has been scheduled for Tuesday, September 12, 2006 at 10:30 am
at the City Shops Conference Room, 1470 NE Territorial Road, Canby.

Please come prepared to discuss any issues that the applicant will need {0 address when subrnitting 2
site and design review application.

Ifvou are unable 1o atteud the meeting, but have comments please submit them in writing or cell
Ronda at 266-4021 ext. 298. They will be forwarded to the applicant.
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STAFF REPORT

TITLE: Land Development & Planning Ordinance update
APPLICANT: City of Canby

FILE #: TA 07-01

STAFF: John Williams, Community Development & Planning Director

REPORT DATE:  February 16, 2007

HEARING DATE: February 26, 2007

APPLICATION SUMMARY

This application contains many fairly minor modifications 10 Canby’s Land Development &
Plamming Ordinance (Canby Municipal Code Title 16). Some of the modifications fix
typographical errors or inconsistencies, others are more substantive changes recommended by
staff. The last similar application was processed in 2002.

Staff's intent with applications like this is to keep the subject matter fairly routine and un-
controversial, separating out items that may generate more interest or require additional public
process. A variety of “more significant” code changes are needed at this time. They include
updates to code sections dealing with storm water disposal, site lighting, parking standards,
public street design standards, sign regulations, subdivision design, and annexations. These items
were purposefully left out of the current application to simplify and target discussion of the more
complex issues.

The proposals were reviewed in detail by the Planning Commission at a workshop on February
12, 2007. The Commission made about a dozen changes, which are reflected in the attached
proposal.

APPLICABLE CRITERJIA

Section 16.88.160 Amendments to text of title

This is a legislative land use amendment. In judging whether or not this title should be amended,
the Planning Commission and City Council shall consider:

1. The Comprehensive Plan of the city, and the plans and policies of the county, state, and

'
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ITL.

local districts, in order to preserve functions and local aspects of land conservation and
development;
2, A public need for the change;

3 Whether the proposed change will serve the public need better than any other change
which might be expected to be made;

4. Whether the change will preserve and protect the health, safety and general welfare of the
residents in the community;

5. Statewide planning goals.

The Planning Commission will hold a public hearing and make a recommendation to the City
Council on this proposal. The City Council will make their decision based on the record of the
Planning Commission’s hearing and deliberations but does not usually hold a new public hearing
(though the Council may hold such a hearing if it so chooses).

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

It’s probably already clear from the size of this packet that many changes are proposed in this
amendment — items have been accumulating for five years in our working file to be addressed
with this code update. Staff believes that the great majority of the changes are very minor and
will serve just to make the code easier for staff and citizens to use.

For clarity’s sake staff has chosen to present the changes in a separate book-formatted attachment
(Exhibit A). In this attachment, proposed code changes are provided on the right-hand page with
accompanying explanations on the left. The rationale for each proposal is provided in the exhibit.
Only pages in the code with changes on them are provided in this exhibit. Page numbering is
based on the existing code.

To facilitate review of the many changes proposed, staft has created the following list of all the
changes considered to be noteworthy for one reason or another. This list contains page references

to allow a more detailed review in Exhibit A.

Code chanse proposals of note

1. Creation of major and minor public facility definitions (see 16.04 p. 13: 16.16 p. 3 etc).
Our current code is silent or unclear about what zones public projects such as pump
stations, transit shelters, and park restrooms are allowed in. This proposal creates
definitions allowing “minor public facilities” outright in most zones while requiring
“major public facilities” to obtain conditional use permits in most zones.

2. Simplifying & clarifying the process for some of our more routine application types. For
example, changes are proposed to the processes for Code Interpretation (16.05),
Temporary/Hardship Permits (1 6.44), Non-Conforming Structures (1 6.52), and
Modifications (16.89.090). The changes are mostly based on problems staff has observed
over the last five years.

Staff Report - T4 07-01 — Page 2
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3. Allowing driveways to single family homes or their accessory structures to be unpaved
providing that a 20 foot paved area is provided adjacent to the public street and provided
that emergency service provision is addressed (16.10 p. 7). Public Works and the Canby
Fire District were involved in the creation of this language, which will give homeowners

more flexibility and mitigate storm water disposal issues we have seen.

4. FEliminating the requirement for manufactured homes in the R-1 to have a garage or
carport (16.16 p.2). Currently the code requires this but does not require “stick-built”
homes to have a garage or carport. Staff believes the requirement should be uniform —
either require all homes to have it, or require none. The Planning Commission discussed
this at length in the workshop on February 12, and gave staff direction to eliminate the
requirement for manufactured homes.

5. Limiting the allowed height of detached accessory structures in residential zones. This
may be the most «gqubstantive” change proposed in this entire application. We*ve received
a variety of complaints from citizens whose neighbors have been allowed to build
accessory structures like shops or garages up to 22 feet high within 3 feet of a property
line. Staff agrees that the rules should be tightened up. The Commission discussed this
change in detail and changed staff’s flat height limit to a step-up standard. See more
details at 16.16 pages 4 and 5.

6. Changing the allowed height for freestanding signs to 30 feet (the height of Fred Meyer’s
Highway 99E signs). Currently our code allows signs up to 45 feet high! This change is
proposed for ail commercial and industrial zones. Staff believes that no existing signs are
taller than 30 feet. See 16.22 page 4.

7. Eliminating our code’s prohibition on off-premises signs (billboards). Current case law
states fhat rules forbidding off-premise signs are unconstitutional limits on freedom of
speech because such rules prohibit signs based on content, not size or location. Canby
needs to follow the example of many cities by removing this section of code and related
language in Chapter 16.42.

8. Putting recent Planning Commission interpretations into code —as with a decision
involving setbacks on mixed-height structures (16.16 p.5) and nonconforming Structure
allowances (16.52 p.1 and 2).

9. Adopting standards for the design of pedestrian pathways in subdivisions. We've had
problems with these in recent years and are attempting to ensure that any new connections
that are built are safer and more useful (16.64 p.4).

10. Adding one month to the application timeline for annexations (16.84). We’ve had a hard
time completing all steps in time to get proposals to the County elections office in time.

In staffs estimation, the remainder of proposed changes are simply clarifications,
simplifications, or corrections designed to make the code more useful and comprehensible.

IV. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
1. Staff concludes that the proposed amendments comply with the Comprehensive Plan of
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the City, and the plans and policies of the County, State, and local districts, and will
preserve functions and local aspects of land conservation and development;

Z. Staff concludes that there is a public need for the change. Changes are required in order {0
keep Canby’s Land Development and Planning Ordinance up-to-date and functional.

3. Staff concludes that the proposed amendments will serve the public need better than any
other change which might be expected to be made.

4. Staff concludes that the proposed amendments will preserve and protect the health,
safety, and general welfare of the residents of the community; and

5 Staff concludes that the proposed amendments comply with the Statewide Planning
Goals.

RECOMMENDATION

Based upon previous public meetings and the findings and conclusions stated in this report, and
without benefit of a public hearing on the matter, staff recommends that the Planning
Commission recommend approval of TA 07-01 to the City Council.
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MINUTES
CANBY PLANNING COMMISSION
7:00 PM — February 12, 2007
City Council Chambers — 155 NW 2" Avenue

PRESENT: Chair Jim Brown, Commissioners Janet Milne, John Molamphy,
Bruce Holte and Jared Taylor

ABSENT: Commissioner Dan Ewert

STAFF: John Williams, Community Development & Planning Director

OTHERS

PRESENT:

I CITIZEN INPUT  None
II. PUBLIC HEARINGS

DR 06-10 — 1410 S Township Road — Site and Design Review approval for a two story
warehouse building — Hearing continued from January 8, 2007 and continued until
February 26, 2007.

1l NEW BUSINESS
The election of a Vice Chair was moved to the February 26, 2007 agenda.
Iv. FINDINGS

SUB 06-06/DR 06-11 — 296 and 346 S Knott Street — Commissioner Milne moved to
approve the findings for SUB 06-06/DR 06-11 as modified in the Oral Decision to
remove Holte and add Ewert to the Ayes. Motion seconded by Commissioner Taylor
and passed 2-0 with Commissioners Molamphy, Holte and Taylor abstaining.

DR 06-12 — 1157 Highway 99E - Commissioner Milne moved to approve the findings
for DR 06-12 as modified in Condition 21 to add “with the exception of the trash
enclosure.”  Motion seconded by Commissioner Holte and passed 2-0 with
Commissioners Molamphy, Holte and Taylor abstaining.

V. MINUTES
January 22, 2007 - Commissioner Milne moved to approve minutes of January 22,

2007 as presented. Motion seconded by Commissioner Taylor and passed 2-0 with
Commissioners Molamphy, Holte and Taylor abstaining.

Planning Commission — February 12, 2007 Page 1of 2
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VL. DIRECTOR’S REPORT
John Williams presented a request from an industrial property owner to construct a
concrete tilt building with metal details around the office and entry. The building would
look similar to the REI building in Tualatin. John stated that under Canby’s current code
this building would not be permitted in the Pioneer Industrial Park due to the overlay
zone's prohibition on metal building exteriors.

The Commission agreed that this was a good-looking building that would enhance the
industrial park, but did not want to remove the prohibition entirely. The prohibition is
intended to prevent all-metal buildings that over time degrade and rust. After discussion,
the Commission directed staff to return with language that would allow metal detailing
on offices and around entry points.

Vil. ADJOURNMENT

WORK SESSION

Immediately following the adjournment of the regular Planning Commission meeting a
work session was held in the Conference Room of City Hall. Those present were Chair
Jim Brown, Commissioners Janet Milne, John Molamphy, Bruce Holte, Jared Taylor,
and John Williams, Community Development and Planning Director

John Wiliams presented an overview of the proposed amendments to the Land
Development and Planning Ordinance update (TA 07-01). This application contains
many minor modifications to Canby’s Land Development and Planning Ordinance
(Canby Municipal Code Title 16). Some of the modifications fix typographical errors or
inconsistencies, others are more substantive changes. The last similar application was
processed in 2002.

Members of the Commission had an opportunity to ask questions and make
suggestions to the staff for the final document to be presented at the Planning
Commission meeting on February 26, 2007. The Commission made a number of
changes and directed staff to work on some additional language in several spots.
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