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AGENDA 
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Meeting: City Council Work Session and Special Meeting 
Date:  Tuesday, November 14, 2023 
Time:  6:00 p.m. 
Location: Council Chambers, City Hall 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

The Presiding Officer will call for statements from citizens regarding issues relating to the City. 
The Presiding Officer may limit the time permitted for presentations and may request that a 
spokesperson be selected for a group of persons wishing to speak.  
 

COMMENDATION 
 
( 1) Lifesaving Commendation to Corporal Joseph Bowman and Officer Rashad Gipson 
 
DISCUSSIONS 
 
( 2) Removal of Misdemeanor Language in Municipal Code 
 
( 3) Short Term Rental Information 
 
 
CLOSE WORK SESSION AND OPEN SPECIAL MEETING  
 
( 4) Tree Removal Permit Application for 51032BC00600 

If Council wishes to approve or deny the application  the appropriate motion is in order.  
   
( 5) Consideration of the Minutes of the  

October 3  Regular Meeting  
October 5  CH/PD Community Outreach  
October 10  Work Session/Special Meeting 

  October 16  Joint Code Audit  
  October 17  CH/PD 
 
( 6) Good of the Order 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
To join from your computer, tablet or smartphone  
Join Zoom Meeting 
https://zoom.us/j/99261084699?pwd=TkpjbGcxS0pCOGlMOCtSbSsxVWFMZz09 
Meeting ID: 992 6108 4699 
Password: 365593 
 

https://zoom.us/j/99261084699?pwd=TkpjbGcxS0pCOGlMOCtSbSsxVWFMZz09
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To join from your phone:  
Phone: 1.669.900.6833 
Meeting ID: 992 6108 4699 
Password: 365593 
 
View Our Live Stream: View our Live Stream on YouTube!  
 
Public Comment: If you wish to provide public comment via Zoom for this meeting, you may submit it by noon, the day of 
the meeting, to cityhall@ci.cannon-beach.or.us, or raise your hand using the Zoom feature.  Except for a public hearing 
agenda item, all Public to be Heard comments will be taken at the beginning of the meeting for both Agenda and Non-
Agenda items.  If you are requesting to speak during a public hearing agenda item, please indicate the specific agenda item 
number as your comments will be considered during the public hearing portion of the meeting when the public hearing item 
is considered by the Council. All written comments received by the deadline will be distributed to the City Council and the 
appropriate staff prior to the start of the meeting. These written comments will be included in the record copy of the meeting. 

Please note that agenda items may not be considered in the exact order listed. For questions about the agenda, please 
contact the City of Cannon Beach at (503) 436.8052.  The meeting is accessible to the disabled.  If you need special 
accommodations to attend or participate in the meeting per the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), please contact the 
City Manager at (503) 436.8050. TTY (503) 436-8097.  This information can be made in alternative format as needed for 
persons with disabilities.            
 
Posted: 2023.11.09 

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC5FP-JQFUMYyMrUS1oLwRrA/live
mailto:cityhall@ci.cannon-beach.or.us
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STAFF REPORT 

CHIEF SCHERMERHORN PRESENTING LIFESAVING COMMENDATION TO 
CORPORAL JOSEPH BOWMAN AND OFFICER RASHAD GIPSON  

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Agenda Date: November 14, 2023  Prepared by: Jason Schermerhorn, Chief of Police 
 
 
BACKGROUND 

Within (3) three days of each other in September 2023 Corporal Bowman and Officer Gipson 
administered Narcan to (2) two separate individuals saving their lives. 
 
 
 
 
 
ACTION 

Chief Schermerhorn will present Commendations and Lifesaving Medals to Corporal Joseph Bowman 
and Officer Rashad Gipson 
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STAFF REPORT 

REMOVAL OF MISDEMEANOR LANGUAGE IN MUNICIPAL CODE 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Agenda Date: November 14, 2023   Prepared by:  Bruce St. Denis, City Manager 
 
 
BACKGROUND 

At the November 7th, 2023 meeting Council adopted an Ordinance to remove the word misdemeanor 
from the municipal code under prohibition on attracting and feeding wild animals.  

 
 
 
 ANALYSIS/INFORMATION 

The word misdemeanor is used in other areas of the code and is listed in Attachment A. As the city 
cannot designate a violation as a misdemeanor, these references are being brought to Council for 
direction. Staff acknowledges there are other areas in these sections of code that need to be addressed. 
At this time the focus is on correcting the violation language to be compliant with the state.  
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

Provide staff direction regarding the amount of the fine. Staff will bring an Ordinance to the January 2nd 
Council meeting amending this language.  
 

 
 
List of Attachments      
A Cannon Beach Municipal Code – References to misdemeanor 
 
 
 
 
  



Cannon Beach Municipal Code – References to misdemeanor 

Chapter 4.01 SPECIAL EVENTS 

4.01.200 Violations. 

A. Violations of the terms and conditions of any of the following prohibitions in this chapter will
constitute a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of up to one million dollars, or by imprisonment in the 
County Jail for a term not exceeding six months, or by both: 

1. To stage, present, or conduct any special event without first having obtained a permit under this
chapter; 

2. To hamper, obstruct, impede, or interfere with any special event or with any person, vehicle or
animal participating or used in the special event; 

3. To carry any sign, poster, plaque, or notice, whether or not mounted on a length of material,
unless such sign, poster, plaque, or notice is constructed or made of a cloth, paper, or cardboard 
material; 

4. For any person participating in any special event to carry or possess any length of metal, lumber,
wood, or similar material for purposes of displaying a sign, poster, plaque or notice, unless such object 
is one and one-fourth inch or less in thickness and two inches or less in width, or if not generally 
rectangular in shape, such object may not exceed three-fourths inch in its thickest dimension. 

B. Violations of the terms and conditions of any of the following prohibitions in this chapter will
constitute an infraction and shall be punished as provided for by law: 

1. To participate in a special event for which the person knows a permit has not been granted;

2. To knowingly fail to comply with any condition of the permit;

3. For a participant in or spectator at a special event to knowingly violate any conditions or
prohibitions contained in the special events permit; 

4. For any driver of a vehicle to drive between the vehicles or persons of a special event when the
vehicles or persons are in motion and are conspicuously designated as a special event; 

5. The police chief may prohibit or restrict the parking of vehicles along a street constituting a part
of a special event if the police chief posts or cause to be posted signs to that effect. It is unlawful for any 
person to park or leave unattended any vehicle in violation of the posted signs. 

C. The police chief may, when reasonably necessary, waive parking regulations along a street
constituting a part of a special event. (Ord. 21-04 § 1) 

Chapter 5.12 BINGO AND LOTTO 

Attachment A



5.12.050 Violation—Penalty. 

    Any charitable, fraternal or religious organization which violates the provisions of this chapter is 
guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine not to exceed five hundred dollars. Further, a 
license may be suspended or revoked for repeated violations of the provisions of this chapter by the 
licensee after conviction in a court of competent jurisdiction. (Ord. 83-7 § 16; Ord. 77-10 § 6) 
 
 
 
 
Chapter 5.14 SOCIAL GAMING 

5.14.090 Penalties. 

    In addition to the suspension or revocation of any license hereunder, any licensee, firm, corporation, 
association, or person(s) associated with licensee who violates any provision of this chapter, may, upon 
conviction, be guilty of a misdemeanor and be fined in the amount not to exceed five hundred dollars for 
each violation. Each day that a violation is permitted to occur is considered a separate violation. (Ord. 
10-2 § 9) 
 
 
 
Chapter 12.28 HAYSTACK ROCK 

12.28.040 Violation—Penalty. 
    Violation of this chapter shall constitute a misdemeanor and be punishable on conviction by a fine of 
not more than five hundred dollars. (Ord. 83-7 § 8; Ord. 68-11 § 2) 
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STAFF REPORT 

SHORT TERM RENTAL INFORMATION 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Agenda Date: November 12, 2023   Prepared by:  Steve Sokolowski 

Community Development Director 
 
BACKGROUND 

During the September 12, 2023, Council meeting, the Council discussed several items concerning short 
term rentals.  Specifically, the Council asked staff to gather information from several communities 
around the area and present that information to the Council for their review. 
 
Staff contacted several communities and is providing this information to Council. The information is 
from the following communities: 
 

• City of Manzanita 
• City of Seaside 
• City of Gearhart 
• Lincoln City 

 
RECOMMENDATION 

Provide directions as determined by the Council. 
 
List of Attachments 
 

A. Short Term Rental Information 
 



Attachment A

































































































CANNON BEACH COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
163 E. GOWER ST. 

PO BOX 368 
CANNON BEACH, OR 97110 

Cannon Beach Planning Commission | AA#23-04 743 N. Ash St. 1 

 
STAFF REPORT: 
JAY ORLOFF, OF TOLOVANA ARCHITECTS, ON BEHALF OF OWNER PAUL WHITE, 
REQUEST FOR A TREE REMOVAL PERMIT TO REMOVE A 50 INCH SPRUCE TREE AS 
PART OF THE DEVELOPMENT.  THIS WAS A CONDITION OF APPROVAL BY THE CITY 
COUNCIL FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF AN ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT (ADU) IN 
CONJUNCTION WITH A NEW SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING ON E. TANANA AVENUE 
(TAXLOT00600, MAP51032BC). 
 

Agenda Date: November 14, 2023   Prepared By:  Steve Sokolowski 
Community Development Director 

BACKGROUND 
The proposed project was the construction of an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a 
new single-family dwelling on an undeveloped parcel, Taxlot 600, on E. Tanana Ave. The applicant was 
proposing to construct an ADU on the second floor of a detached garage located behind the single-
family dwelling. This proposal was brought before the Design Review Board as new dwellings that 
contain an accessory dwelling are subject to the design review requirements [CBMC 17.54.080(C)]. 
 
The subject property is an undeveloped 7,000 square foot parcel measuring 50 x 140 and zoned R1 
Residential Moderate Density. Adjacent neighborhood uses are primarily residential. The proposed 
accessory dwelling would be located above a two-car garage behind the primary dwelling and would 
provide 576 square feet of living area. Additional parking would be provided by two 9 x 18-foot parking 
spaces in the driveway adjacent to the west side of the home that would be accessible from E. Tanana 
Avenue.  
 
The City Council rendered a decision to approve, with conditions, the construction of the accessory 
dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family dwelling on E. Tanana Avenue 
(TAXLOT00600, MAP51032BC), APP#23-06, at its October 3, 2023, regularly scheduled City Council 
meeting. 
 
During the appeal hearing, the City Council has concerns that the landscape plan as submitted requires 
the removal of multiple Sitka Spruce trees of varying diameter to accommodate the proposed 
development.  The Council wanted the applicant to see what can be done to save the existing tree located 
at the northeast corner of the property adjacent to the driveway access near the street, labelled as tree “S-
1” on the site plan attached to this decision.  The Council approved the appeal with the following 
condition: 

Prior to issuance of a building permit, if the applicant seeks to remove the tree labelled S-1 on the 

attached site plan, the tree removal application shall be reviewed by the City Council to determine 

whether removal of S-1 would be consistent with the requirements of Chapter 17.44 of the City 

Code. 
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Per the condition above, the Council is now reviewing the tree removal permit for subject tree S-1 on the 
site plan which is a 50-inch Spruce tree located in the front yard between the proposed home to be 
constructed and Tanana Avenue. 
The applicant states they would like to pursue the removal of the 50” Sitka Spruce (S-1) that was 
discussed at our City Council appeal last month. The owner would like it removed as it is part of the 
nurse log that is source of all the trees in the center of the lot of which are to be removed.  There is 
concern that there will be future unforeseen issues with the tree itself and/or its proximity to the 
structure. We will follow the recommendation of our Arborist to replant with a 2:1 ratio of new large 
conifer trees to include Redwood and medium deciduous trees. 
 
 
APPLICABLE CRITERIA 
 
17.70 – Tree Removal and Protection 

Section 17.70.020(D) which states: 

17.70.020 Permit Issuance – Criteria 

The city shall issue a tree removal permit if the applicant demonstrates that one of the following criteria is 
met: 

D. Removal of a tree(s) in order to construct a structure of development approved or allowed pursuant to the 
Cannon Beach Municipal Code, including required vehicular and utility access, subject to the requirements 
in Section 17.70.030(B) and (Q). 

The requirements from 17.70.30 are below: 

17.70.030 Additional Requirements 

B. For actions which require the issuance of a building permit, tree removal shall occur only after a building 
permit has been issued for the structure requiring the removal of the tree(s). 

Q. An application for a tree removal permit under Section 17.70.020(D), submitted under the direction of a 
certified tree arborist for removal of a tree(s) to construct a structure or development, must include the 
following: 

1. A site plan showing the location of the tree(s) proposed for removal, the location of the proposed 
structure of development, and the location of any other trees six-inch DBH or larger on the subject 
property or off site (in the adjoining right-of-way or on adjacent property) whose root structure might 
be impacted by excavation associated with the proposed structure, or by soil compaction caused by 
vehicular traffic or storage of materials. 

2. Measures to be taken to avoid damaging trees not proposed for removal, both on the subject property 
and off site (in the adjoining right-of-way or on adjacent property). 

3. The area where a tree’s root structure might be impacted by excavation, or where soil compaction 
caused by vehicular traffic or storage of materials might affect a tree’s health, shall be known as a 
tree protection zone (TPZ). 

4. Prior to construction, the TPZ shall be delineated by hi-visibility fencing a minimum of three and one-
half feet tall which shall be retained in place until completion of construction.  Vehicular traffic, 
excavation and storage of materials shall be prohibited within the TPZ. 

 

DECISION AND CONDITIONS 
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Motion:  Having considered the evidence in the record, based on a motion by Councilor (Name) seconded 
by Councilor (Name), the Cannon Beach City Council moved to (approve, deny, or modify in whole or 
part) the tree removal permit for the 50” Sitka Spruce (S-1) at Tax Lot 00600, with regards to the Paul 
White Accessory Dwelling Unit appeal, App#23-06, as discussed. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS 
Attachment A:  APP 23-06 Order and Findings 
Attachment B:  DRB Exhibit A-3 Topographic Survey 
Attachment C:  DRB Exhibit A-4 Sheet AS1.0 Site Plan 
Attachment D:  DRB Exhibit A-7 Sheet A2.1 Elevations 
Attachment E:  DRB Exhibit A-9 Sheet LS1.0 Landscape Plan 
Attachment F:  DRB Exhibit A-10 Tree Removal Application 
Attachment G:  DRB Exhibit C-2 Arborist Review 
Attachment H:  A. Wieneke Email, November 3, 2023 
Attachment I:  Tree Site Plan 
Attachment J:  Redwood Photograph 
 
 
 

 

 

 



CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL 

BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL 

OF THE CITY OF CANNON BEACH 

IN THE MATTER OF AN APPEAL OF A DESIGN REVIEW BOARD DECISION REGARDING 
CONSTRUCTION AN ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT (ADU) IN CONJUNCTION WITH A NEW 
SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING ON THE FOLLOWING PROPERTY: 

Paul White Appeal of a Design Review Board Decision Regarding APP# 23-06 for construction of an accessory 
dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family dwelling on E. Tanana Avenue (Taxlot 
51032BC00600) 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS AND ORDER NUMBER – SR#23-05 

Applicant: Paul White 
P.O. Box 726 
Cannon Beach, OR, 97110 

Zone: Residential Moderate Density (R1) Zone 

The above-named applicant applied to the city for the construction of an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in 
conjunction with a new single-family dwelling.  The property is referred to as Tax lot # 51032BC00600 which is 
an undeveloped parcel on E. Tanana Avenue.  The property is owned by Paul White 

The proposed ADU was reviewed against the criteria of the Municipal Code, Section 17.54.080, Accessory 
Dwelling and Section 17.44, Design Review Standards. 

The public hearing on the above-entitled matters was opened before the Design Review Board (DRB) on August 
17, 2023; the Design Review Board closed the public hearing at the August 17, 2023, meeting and concluded that 
the ADU be denied. The applicant sought review of the Design Review Board’s decision by the City Council. 

The City Council held a Scope of Review meeting as a non-public hearing item on September 12, 2023, and 
determined that the appeal will be heard on the record of the decision made by the Design Review Board, 
according to Section 17.88.160 of the Cannon Beach Municipal Code, according to Section 17.88.160 of the 
Cannon Beach Municipal Code. 

The public hearing on the appeal was opened before the City Council on October 3, 2023; the City Council closed 
the public hearing at the October 3, 2023, meeting and approved with conditions the construction of the ADU. 

THE CITY COUNCIL HEREBY ORDERS that the proposed ADU is APPROVED and adopts the findings of 
fact, conclusions and conditions contained in Exhibit “A.”  The effective date of this ORDER is 21 days following 
the signing of this order, subject to the findings contained in Exhibit “A.”  

Attachment A:  APP 23-06 Order and Findings
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This decision may be appealed to the State of Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) by an affected party 
by filing a notice of intent to appeal a land use decision within 21 days after the date of the decision sought to be 
reviewed becomes final. 
 
All information submitted to and utilized by the Design Review Board and City Council to make this decision are 
adopted by reference (including but not limited to applications, plans, documentation, written and oral testimony, 
exhibits, etc.). 
 
The complete case, including the final order is available for review at the city. 

 
CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL 

 

____________________________________________  _________________________ 

Mayor Barb Knop       Date 
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CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  

 

 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW – APP# 23-06 

JAY ORLOFF, OF TOLOVANA ARCHITECTS, ON BEHALF OF OWNER PAUL WHITE, APPEAL 
OF A DESIGN REVIEW BOARD DECISION TO DENY CONSTRUCTION AN ACCESSORY 
DWELLING UNIT (ADU) IN CONJUNCTION WITH A NEW SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLING ON E. 
TANANA AVENUE (TAXLOT00600, MAP51032BC). 

 

Agenda Date:  November 7, 2023   Prepared by: Steve Sokolowski, 
         Community Development Director 
SUMMARY & BACKGROUND 

In DRB 23-08 Tolovana Architects, on behalf of owner Paul White, requested approval for the construction 
of an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family dwelling on an undeveloped 
parcel, Taxlot 600, on E. Tanana Ave. The applicant is proposing to construct an ADU on the second floor 
of a detached garage located behind the single-family dwelling. This proposal is brought before the Design 
Review Board as accessory dwelling units that require exterior modifications to an existing dwelling are 
subject to review [CMBC 17.54.080(C)]. 
 

The City of Cannon Beach Design Review Board (DRB) rendered a decision to deny the construction of the 
accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family dwelling on E. Tanana Avenue 
(TAXLOT00600, MAP51032BC), DRB 23-08, at its August 17, 2023, regularly scheduled Design Review 
Board meeting.  

Jay Orloff of Tolovana Architects, on the behalf of owner Paul White, requested a review of the decision, in 
an application received September 1, 2023, within the 14-day appeal period, from the date the final order was 
signed for DRB #23-08 on August 22, 2023.  

The City Council held a Scope of Review meeting as a non-public hearing item on September 12, 2023, and 
determined that the appeal will be heard on the record of the decision made by the Design Review Board, 
according to Section 17.88.160 of the Cannon Beach Municipal Code, according to Section 17.88.160 of the 
Cannon Beach Municipal Code. 

The City Council rendered a decision to approve, with conditions, the construction of the accessory dwelling 
unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family dwelling on E. Tanana Avenue (TAXLOT00600, 
MAP51032BC), APP#23-06, at its October 3, 2023, regularly scheduled City Council meeting. 

 
APPLICABLE CRITERIA 
Approval criteria are in the Design Review Standards (17.44) sections of the Municipal Code:  These are 
excerpted below.   

17.44.080 Site Design Evaluation Criteria  

The City Council finds that the site plan does meet the applicable evaluation criteria, specifically items A, 
B, C, F which state:  

 

Attachment A:  APP 23-06 Order and Findings
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A. The arrangement of all functions, uses, and improvements has been designed so as to reflect and 

harmonize with the natural characteristics and limitations of the site and adjacent sites. 

 

B. In terms of setback from the street or sidewalk, the design creates a visually interesting and compatible 

relationship between the proposed structures and/or adjacent structures. 

 

C. The design incorporates existing features such as streams, rocks, slopes, vegetation (i.e., making use of 

a small stream rather than placing it in a culvert). 

 

F. The arrangement of improvements on the site do not unreasonably degrade the scenic values of the 

surrounding area.  

Findings: 

The location and design of the proposed house and garage/ADU are proposed to be located on the most 
buildable portions of the lot because there is a significant slope along the southeast corner of the property.  
The Council is concerned about the removal of several trees on the property but understands the slope does 
dictate the available footprint for the house, garage/ADU.  The improvements proposed are similar to other 
homes/properties in this residential neighborhood but the construction of the new house and garage/ADU 
will impact some of the existing scenic value of the surrounding area.  The Council raised concerns about 
the function of the on-site and off-street parking, but the applicant is meeting the parking requirements. In 
addition, the Council is concerned about the number of trees that are proposed to be removed as part of this 
development and whether it will harmonize with the natural characteristics and limitations of the site, as 
well as whether the improvements on the site could be rearranged to save one of the trees.  Accordingly, as 
discussed further below, the Council is placing a condition on the approval that requires Council review of 
the tree removal permit. 

17.44.090 Architectural Design Evaluation Criteria  

The City Council finds that the architectural plans meet the applicable evaluation criteria, specifically items 
B, C, D, G, H, O which states:  

B. The size, shape and scale of the structure(s) are architecturally compatible with the site and with the 

surrounding neighborhood. The structure is sufficiently modest in scale to enhance the village character of 

the community. 

C. The proposed materials and colors are compatible with the character and coastal setting of the city. 

D. The design avoids monotony and provides visual interest and charm by giving sufficient attention to 

architectural details and to such design elements as texture, pattern and color. 

G. The height of the structure(s) is architecturally compatible with the site and the surrounding 

neighborhood. The height of the structures contributes to the village scale. 

H. The height of the structure(s) is such that it does not unreasonably destroy or degrade the scenic values 

of the surrounding area. 

O. The design of the project ensures continued privacy for the occupants of adjacent structures. 

Findings: 

The home and garage/ADU proposed are similar to the design, colors, materials, heights, etc. of the other 
homes/properties in this residential neighborhood but the construction of the new house and garage/ADU 
will impact some of the existing scenic value of the surrounding area.  

Attachment A:  APP 23-06 Order and Findings
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There were concerns expressed regarding short term rental of the new home.  CBMC 17.54.080 provides 
regulations regarding accessory dwelling units and restricts their use as a short-term rental.  Item J of this 
section states:  

The property owner shall annually submit a notarized sworn statement that the accessory dwelling has been 

rented for periods of thirty calendar days or more.  

The City Council found that the proposed ADU is not available for short term rental use and that it does 
address some of the affordable housing issues the City of Cannon Beach is trying to address. 

17.44.100 Landscape Design Evaluation Criteria  
 

The City Council finds that the landscape plan meets the applicable evaluation criteria, specifically item A, 
and B which states:  

A. The design substantially complements the natural environment of Cannon Beach and the character of 

the site.  
B. The design harmonizes with and enhances the architectural design. 

Findings: 

As noted above, the City Council has concerns that the landscape plan as submitted requires the removal of 
multiple Sitka Spruce trees of varying diameter to accommodate the proposed development.  Two (2) 
existing Hemlock trees would be retained at the southern portion of the property and two (2) new Vine 
Maples would be planted on the northern portion of the property.  Additional understory vegetation would 
be planted in the front yard area between the house and vine maples.  In addition, the Council wanted the 
applicant to see what can be done to save the existing tree located at the northeast corner of the property 
adjacent to the driveway access near the street, labelled as tree “S-1” on the site plan attached to this 
decision.   The Council is requiring a condition of approval that the Tree Removal Permit is reviewed by the 
City Council and not just staff. 

 
DECISION AND CONDITIONS 
 
Motion: Having considered the evidence in the record, based on a motion by Councilor Hayes seconded by 
Councilor McCarthy, the Cannon Beach City Council unanimously moved to approve with conditions the 
Paul White application to construct an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) in conjunction with a new single-family 
dwelling on E. Tanana Avenue (taxlot00600, map51032bc), APP# 23-06, as discussed at this public hearing 
subject to the following condition: 
 
1. Prior to issuance of a building permit, if the applicant seeks to remove the tree labelled S-1 on the attached 

site plan, the tree removal application shall be reviewed by the City Council to determine whether removal 
of S-1 would be consistent with the requirements of Chapter 17.44 of the City Code. 
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Exhibit A-3

Attachment B:  DRB Exhibit A-3 Topographic Survey
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Exhibit A-4

Attachment C:  DRB Exhibit A-4 Sheet AS1.0 Site Plan
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Exhibit A-7

Attachment D:  DRB Exhibit A-7 Sheet A2.1 Elevations
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Exhibit A-9

Attachment E:  DRB Exhibit A-9 Sheet LS1.0 Landscape Plan
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Balden & Associates               
Arboriculture Services                        41500 Anderson Road 
                                                                                                   Nehalem, OR 97131 

Joe Balden                      503.368.7807 office 

Consulting Arborist PN0736                         503.801.3762 cell 

                    joebalden70@gmail.com     
                                           

 
 
March 28, 2023 
 
Paul White 
Pw412010@gmail.com 
 
Project: New construction E. Tanana St. Cannon Beach 
 
2/17/23 
Initial site review with client. 
 
2/22/23 
Received site plan with building layout. 
 
Tree inventory: 6 Sitka spruce. DBH 2x28”,2x36,”1x45”, 1x50” 
          2 Western hemlock DBH 32”, 36” 
 
Site plan review with tree locations in or near building footprint: 
 3 Sitka spruce 28‐36” DBH 
 
S‐1, S‐5,S‐6 (see plan for location) 
These trees are outside building footprint that are too close to retain.  
Noted; that these Spruce trees have a common root system due to growth on a nurse log. Root 
distribution is not in a normal spread whereby a large percentage of structural roots are not in 
adequate alignment for structural stability. 
 
Trees outside building footprint to be retained. 
H‐1, H‐2 
 
Submitted by 
 
Joe Balden 
Enclosure: Site plan 
 

Attachment F:  DRB Exhibit A-10 Tree Removal Application

3



Attachment F:  DRB Exhibit A-10 Tree Removal Application

4

jay
Typewritten Text
S-1

jay
Typewritten Text
S-2

jay
Typewritten Text
S-3

jay
Typewritten Text
S-4

jay
Typewritten Text
S-5

jay
Typewritten Text
S-6

jay
Typewritten Text
H-1

jay
Typewritten Text
H-2



4'
-9

"

5'-0"

x x x x xx
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
x

x
xxxxxxx

15
'-0

" 
RE

A
R 

YA
RD

5'-0"

15
'-0

" 
FR

O
N

T 
YA

RD

APPROX. EDGE/ STREET PAVEMENT - FIELD VERIFY

10'-0"2'-0"

8'
-0

"

36
'-0

"

50.0'

50.0'

14
0.

00
'

14
0.

00
'

(2) CAR GARAGE
W/ ADU ABOVE

20
'-0

"
24

'-0
"

1
AS1.0

SITE PLAN
1/8"=1'-0"

N
REF.

DECK ABOVE

COVERED
PORCH

63.50'

49.25'

EL  60.5'

GARAGE
AVERAGE GRADE CALCULATION:
59.00' +58.50' + 57.31' + 53.50' = 228.31'

    ÷       4
         GARAGE AVERAGE GRADE:        57.08'

HOUSE
AVERAGE GRADE CALCULATION:
64.25' +63.90' + 62.13' + 60.50' = 250.78'

    ÷       4
HOUSE AVERAGE GRADE:        62.70'

EL  64.25' EL  63.90'

EL  58.50'

EL  57.31' EL  53.50'

EL  62.13'

24'-0"

15'-0" 30'-0"

SIDE
YARD

SIDE
YARD

23
'-0

"
37

'-0
"

5'-0"

64.75'

PROPERTY LINE   50.00'

PR
O

PE
RT

Y 
LI

N
E 

  1
40

.0
0'

PR
O

PE
RT

Y 
LI

N
E 

   
14

0.
00

'

5'
 S

ID
E 

YA
RD

 S
ET

BA
C

K

15'  FRONT YARD SETBACK

15' REAR YARD SETBACK

PROPERTY LINE   50.00'

16'-0"

5'-0"

5'-0"

21'-0"
36

'-0
"

20
'-0

"
24

'-0
"

23
'-0

"
37

'-0
"

15
'-0

"

8'
-0

"
15

'-0
"

5'
 S

ID
E 

YA
RD

 S
ET

BA
C

K

14
0'

-0
"

14
0.

00
'

50'-0"

3'-0"

KI
N

G
 B

ED

Q
U

EE
N

 B
ED

Q
U

EE
N

 B
ED

20
'-0

"

20
'-8

"

(2) STORY HOUSE
LOWER FLOOR:  F.F. EL: 64.50'

1,067 SQFT LOWER FLR.
1,080 SQFT UPPER FLR.
   576 SQFT ADU
2,723 SQFT TOTAL LIVING
   576 SQFT GARAGE

T.O. APRON
EL.: 60.15'EL  59.00'

REFUSE &
RECYCLING

 UP

 UP

 UP

C.B.BA
SA

LT
 S

TO
N

E 
RE

TA
IN

IN
G

 W
A

LL

SILT FENCE,
CONFIRM IN
FIELD, TYP.

2
AS1.0

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

STUMP TO BE
REMOVED

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

STUMP TO BE
REMOVED

STUMP TO BE
REMOVED

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

TREE TO BE
REMOVED

EXCAVATED AND
BACKFILLED TRENCH

POST SPACING
6'-0" MAX.

GEOTEXTILE
FABRIC

EXISTING
GROUND

FLOW DIRECTION

ISOMETRIC VIEW

GEOTEXTILE FABRIC

FLOW DIRECTION

EXCAVATED AND
BACKFILLED TRENCH

6"

4"
2' MINIMUM

EXISTING GROUND

2X2 WOOD
SUPPORT POSTS
@ 6'-0" O/C MAX.

TYPICAL SECTION

2'
MINIMUM

2
AS1.0

SILT FENCE DETAIL
NO SCALE

CHECKED:

JOB:

FILE:

DRAWN:

MARK DATE

DATE:

COPYRIGHT 
TOLOVANA ARCHITECTS, LLC

DESCRIPTION

XX

2023

H
O

U
SE

 P
LA

N
S 

FO
R

W
H

IT
E 

RE
SI

D
EN

C
E

E.
 T

A
N

A
N

A
 A

V
EN

U
E

C
A

N
N

O
N

 B
EA

C
H

, O
RE

G
O

N
  9

71
10

7-19-2023

7-19-2023 PERMIT SET

PE
RM

IT
 S

ET

To
lo

va
na

 A
rc

hi
te

ct
 L

LC

P.
O

 B
ox

 6
48

To
lo

va
na

 P
ar

k,
 O

re
go

n 
97

14
5

AS1.0

SITE PLAN

Attachment F:  DRB Exhibit A-10 Tree Removal Application

5

AutoCAD SHX Text
ELEC VAULT

AutoCAD SHX Text
M

AutoCAD SHX Text
IRON ROD WITH YELLOW CAP,  ELEV = 64.96'

AutoCAD SHX Text
IRON ROD WITH YELLOW CAP,  ELEV = 40.13'

AutoCAD SHX Text
IRON ROD WITH YELLOW CAP,  ELEV = 54.68'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SPIKE NAIL WITH YELLOW CAP, IN TOP OF OLD STUMP ELEV = 67.80'

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING HOUSE 147 E. TANANA

AutoCAD SHX Text
LOW AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
WATER METER

AutoCAD SHX Text
TREE STUMP

AutoCAD SHX Text
TREE STUMP

AutoCAD SHX Text
TREE STUMP

AutoCAD SHX Text
50" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
28" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
36" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
36" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
36" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
36" HEMLOCK TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
32" HEMLOCK TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
WOOD FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text
TOP OF BANK

AutoCAD SHX Text
LINDSEY TAX LOT 601  MAP 51032BC

AutoCAD SHX Text
HUNEKE 2539 S. HEMLOCK ST. TAX LOT 700  MAP 51032BC

AutoCAD SHX Text
JOHNSON 2759 S. HEMLOCK ST. TAX LOT 700  MAP 51032BC

AutoCAD SHX Text
PADGALSKAS CANNON BEACH, LLC 2601 S. HEMLOCK ST. TAX LOT 1000  MAP 51032BC

AutoCAD SHX Text
CKI CONTROL POINT #604 SPIKE NAIL WITH BLUE FLAGGING ELEVATION = 66.63'

AutoCAD SHX Text
CKI CONTROL POINT #605 SPIKE NAIL WITH BLUE FLAGGING ELEVATION = 57.92'

AutoCAD SHX Text
41

AutoCAD SHX Text
42

AutoCAD SHX Text
43

AutoCAD SHX Text
44

AutoCAD SHX Text
45

AutoCAD SHX Text
46

AutoCAD SHX Text
47

AutoCAD SHX Text
48

AutoCAD SHX Text
49

AutoCAD SHX Text
50

AutoCAD SHX Text
51

AutoCAD SHX Text
52

AutoCAD SHX Text
53

AutoCAD SHX Text
55

AutoCAD SHX Text
56

AutoCAD SHX Text
57

AutoCAD SHX Text
58

AutoCAD SHX Text
59

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
61

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
63

AutoCAD SHX Text
65

AutoCAD SHX Text
66

AutoCAD SHX Text
64

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.73

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.85

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.55

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.15

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.39

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.26

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.04

AutoCAD SHX Text
67.06

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.94

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.69

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.78

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.02

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.10

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.58

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.84

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.13

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.56

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.64

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.91

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.40

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.05

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.99

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.61

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.00

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.72

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.93

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.76

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.09

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.36

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.31

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.44

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.43

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.90

AutoCAD SHX Text
57.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.21

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.51

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.23

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.80

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.37

AutoCAD SHX Text
45.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
51.42

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
41

AutoCAD SHX Text
42

AutoCAD SHX Text
43

AutoCAD SHX Text
44

AutoCAD SHX Text
45

AutoCAD SHX Text
46

AutoCAD SHX Text
47

AutoCAD SHX Text
48

AutoCAD SHX Text
49

AutoCAD SHX Text
50

AutoCAD SHX Text
51

AutoCAD SHX Text
52

AutoCAD SHX Text
53

AutoCAD SHX Text
55

AutoCAD SHX Text
56

AutoCAD SHX Text
57

AutoCAD SHX Text
58

AutoCAD SHX Text
59

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
61

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
63

AutoCAD SHX Text
65

AutoCAD SHX Text
66

AutoCAD SHX Text
64

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.73

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.85

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.55

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.15

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.39

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.26

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.04

AutoCAD SHX Text
67.06

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.94

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.69

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.78

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.02

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.10

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.58

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.84

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.13

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.56

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.64

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.91

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.40

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.05

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.99

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.61

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.00

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.72

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.93

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.76

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.09

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.36

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.31

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.44

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.43

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.90

AutoCAD SHX Text
57.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.21

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.51

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.23

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.80

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.37

AutoCAD SHX Text
45.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
51.42

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
41

AutoCAD SHX Text
42

AutoCAD SHX Text
43

AutoCAD SHX Text
44

AutoCAD SHX Text
45

AutoCAD SHX Text
46

AutoCAD SHX Text
47

AutoCAD SHX Text
48

AutoCAD SHX Text
49

AutoCAD SHX Text
50

AutoCAD SHX Text
51

AutoCAD SHX Text
52

AutoCAD SHX Text
53

AutoCAD SHX Text
55

AutoCAD SHX Text
56

AutoCAD SHX Text
57

AutoCAD SHX Text
58

AutoCAD SHX Text
59

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
61

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
63

AutoCAD SHX Text
65

AutoCAD SHX Text
66

AutoCAD SHX Text
64

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.73

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.85

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.55

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.15

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.39

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.26

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.04

AutoCAD SHX Text
67.06

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.94

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.69

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.78

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.02

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.10

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.58

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.84

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.13

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.56

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.64

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.91

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.40

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.05

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.99

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.61

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.00

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.72

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.93

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.76

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.09

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.36

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.31

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.44

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.43

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.90

AutoCAD SHX Text
57.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.21

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.51

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.23

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.80

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.37

AutoCAD SHX Text
45.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
51.42

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
41

AutoCAD SHX Text
42

AutoCAD SHX Text
43

AutoCAD SHX Text
44

AutoCAD SHX Text
45

AutoCAD SHX Text
46

AutoCAD SHX Text
47

AutoCAD SHX Text
48

AutoCAD SHX Text
49

AutoCAD SHX Text
50

AutoCAD SHX Text
51

AutoCAD SHX Text
52

AutoCAD SHX Text
53

AutoCAD SHX Text
55

AutoCAD SHX Text
56

AutoCAD SHX Text
57

AutoCAD SHX Text
58

AutoCAD SHX Text
59

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
60

AutoCAD SHX Text
61

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
63

AutoCAD SHX Text
65

AutoCAD SHX Text
66

AutoCAD SHX Text
64

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.73

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.85

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.55

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.15

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.39

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.26

AutoCAD SHX Text
66.04

AutoCAD SHX Text
67.06

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.22

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.41

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.94

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.69

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.78

AutoCAD SHX Text
65.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.02

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.10

AutoCAD SHX Text
64.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.58

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.84

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.29

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.13

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.56

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.25

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.64

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.62

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.67

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.91

AutoCAD SHX Text
62.40

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.05

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.77

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.99

AutoCAD SHX Text
60.61

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.35

AutoCAD SHX Text
63.45

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.00

AutoCAD SHX Text
61.72

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.93

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.76

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.46

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.03

AutoCAD SHX Text
54.09

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.36

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.31

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.19

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.44

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.43

AutoCAD SHX Text
55.90

AutoCAD SHX Text
57.88

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.21

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.79

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.51

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.23

AutoCAD SHX Text
40.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.80

AutoCAD SHX Text
39.37

AutoCAD SHX Text
45.12

AutoCAD SHX Text
46.08

AutoCAD SHX Text
51.42

AutoCAD SHX Text
53.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
58.75

AutoCAD SHX Text
28" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
28" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
N 00°19'18" W    140.00'

AutoCAD SHX Text
N 89°40'42" E    50.00'

AutoCAD SHX Text
S 00°19'18" E              140.00'

AutoCAD SHX Text
S 89°40'42" W    50.00'

AutoCAD SHX Text
TREE STUMP

AutoCAD SHX Text
HOLLY TREE CLUSTER

AutoCAD SHX Text
48" SPRUCE TREE

AutoCAD SHX Text
TANANA   STREET

AutoCAD SHX Text
61

AutoCAD SHX Text
62

AutoCAD SHX Text
63

AutoCAD SHX Text
64

AutoCAD SHX Text
65

AutoCAD SHX Text
60



Treescapes Northwest 
Jeff Gerhardt, Consulting Arborist 
ISA Certified Arborist #PN-5541A 

City of Cannon Beach, Planning Department 
Attn: Robert St. Clair 
stclair@ci.cannon-beach.or.us 
(503) 436-8053

August 9, 2023 

Tree Removal Permit Application Review - E Tanana St Lot 

In order to accommodate new construction planned for a vacant lot, a tree removal application 
was submitted by Jay Orloff.  I reviewed the materials provided and made a site inspection on 
August 8th, 2023.  The proposed project would result in a significant loss of tree canopy in this 
forested neighborhood.  I recommend alternative plans that allow for the safe preservation of 
more trees be pursued. 

The permit application requests the removal of 6 large in diameter Sitka spruce trees (50, 45, 
36, 36, 28 and 28” DBH).  These 6 trees represent all of the Sitka spruce trees trees on the 
property (photo attached).  It is of my opinion that if removed, adverse impacts will extend 
onto neighboring properties.  Adjacent trees will have an increased exposure to onshore winds, 
root stability will be compromised, and soil erosion will occur.  I recommend alternative site 
plans be considered that strive to retain and protect a portion of the Sitka spruce trees on the 
property.  Additionally, a report from a Certified Arborist outlining tree protection measures 
during construction should be drafted and followed. 

Best regards, 

Jeff Gerhardt 

Treescapes Northwest CCB# 236534 
P.O. Box 52 Cell: 503-453-5571 
Manzanita, OR  97130 www.treescapesnorthwest.com

Attachment G:  DRB Exhibit C-2 Arborist Review
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Treescapes Northwest  CCB# 236534 
P.O. Box 52  Cell: 503-453-5571 
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Attachment H:  A. Wieneke Email, November 3, 2023
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Attachment I:  Tree Site Plan
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Attachment J:  Redwood Photograph
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 Minutes of the 

CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  
Tuesday, October 3, 2023 

Council Chambers 
 

Present: Mayor Barb Knop, Council President Nancy McCarthy, Councilors Brandon Ogilvie, Gary Hayes 
and Lisa Kerr  

 
Excused:   
 
Staff: City Manager Bruce St. Denis, IT Director Rusty Barrett, Recorder Jennifer Barrett, Chief of 

Police Jason Schermerhorn, Community Development Director Steve Sokolowski 
 
Other: Special Counsel Bill Kabeiseman 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA     
 
Mayor Knop called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. 
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved to approve the agenda; Hayes seconded the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried. 

The agenda was approved. 
 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
( 1) Consideration of the Minutes will be on the October 10th meeting.  
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Knop said please be respectful and kind and keep it under 3 minutes.   
 

• Jan Siebert-Wahrmund and Wes Wahrmund PO Box 778 - thanked the city staff who worked on the 
water report and aided in better accessing information.  

• Deb Atiyeh PO Box 1426 – spoke of the rising of current discontent in the community and being 
supportive and not dragging each other down.  

 
 
PROCLAMATION 
 
( 2) Proclamation No. 23-11, proclaiming October 2023 as Domestic Violence Awareness Month 

in Cannon Beach 
 

Schermerhorn introduced Mia Matias from The Harbor. Matias discussed the impacts and statistics of 
domestic violence, and the services The Harbor provides. Schermerhorn noted I forwarded an email 
about the purple light project which include ways you can help.  

 
Motion:  Hayes moved to adopt Proclamation 23-11, proclaiming October 2023 as Domestic 

Violence Awareness Month in Cannon Beach; Kerr seconded the motion. 
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Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  

 
Schermerhorn read the Proclamation. Mayor thanked Jason and Mia.  
 
RESOLUTIONS 
 
( 3) Resolution 23-20 for the Purpose of approving changes to the FY 2023-2024 budget by 

increasing appropriations in the general fund to allow for a specific purpose grant from 
Oregon Department of Transportation 
 

St. Denis summarized the staff report, and read the Resolution, noting we will be able to replace the two 
wheelchairs. Kerr added it’s a great program.  

 
Motion:  Kerr moved to adopt Resolution 23-20 for the Purpose of approving changes to the FY 

2023-2024 budget by increasing appropriations in the general fund to allow for a specific 
purpose grant from Oregon Department of Transportation; Ogilvie seconded the motion. 

 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  

 
( 4) Resolution 23-21 to adopt the Commemorative Plaque and Tree Policy as presented by the 

Parks and Community Services Committee 
 

St. Denis introduced the Parks and Community Services chair, Stacy Benefield, noting the Parks 
Committee was delegated to creating the policy.  Benefield gave an overview of the review process used 
for this item, adding we determined that adding a naming or renaming policy would open up a can of 
worms. Benefield noted Karen La Bonte spoke with other municipalities who said they are moving away 
from naming. Kerr said for tree policy there are no markings. Benefield replied correct, they would be 
told where the tree was planted. McCarthy said there wouldn’t be any plaque at all, Benefield replied 
correct. Knop noted they can do a commemorative plaque, and added I am hoping that further down the 
line the plaques won’t be at the bandstand. McCarthy said I love the idea of a tree but like to see them 
being honored. La Bonte added this is something I asked a long time ago and was given an explanation 
of why we don’t do the plaque at the tree, so the bandstand was a great compromise to be able to do that. 
It surfaced again during this discussion and the committee felt the same and staff supported the decision. 
Kerr said if they did a tree they can also do a plaque to honor them. McCarthy said I can see why you 
wouldn’t put a plaque on a tree. Hayes asked will trees be planted in ODOT ROW at sunset, St. Denis 
replied that has become available to use recently, Hayes asked are there other sites, Benefield replied all 
over the city where trees are needed, that wouldn’t get in the way of power lines or sewer lines.  
 
Motion:  Hayes moved to adopt Resolution 23-21 to adopt the Commemorative Plaque and Tree 

Policy as presented by the Parks and Community Services Committee; Ogilvie seconded 
the motion. 

 
McCarthy said do we need to say anything in the resolution that a plaque with their name on it will be posted in 
the bandstand. Kerr added I think whatever the cost is of the plaque they will pay for the cost of the plaque 
through the policy. McCarthy asked but should it be in the resolution? Hayes replied I don’t think there are details 
in there either, but they can be presented with options. Knop added if you want a plaque there is an application 
and fee. La Bonte added when people say they want to donate a tree they paid for we let them know about the 
plaque policy. Knop said I don’t see the need to put it in the policy, but if you do, you can put it in the resolution. 
I don’t feel it at this time, and we can always make a change at a future time. Kerr replied I think it would be good 
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to be put in the policy. J Barrett will add language to exhibit A.  
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  

 
( 5) Resolution 23-22 for the Purpose of Repealing Resolution 23-09 the Cannon Beach 

Elementary School Rejuvenation Research Advisory Committee to add a Member Of The 
Clatsop Nehalem Tribe 

 
St. Denis summarized the staff report. Kerr said I am glad we are doing this.  

 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved to adopt Resolution 23-22 for the Purpose of Repealing Resolution 23-09 

the Cannon Beach Elementary School Rejuvenation Research Advisory Committee to 
add a Member of The Clatsop Nehalem Tribe; Kerr seconded the motion. 

 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  

 
PUBLIC HEARING 

 
( 6) APP 23-06, Appeal of Design Review Board’s denial of DRB 23-08, Jay Orloff of Tolovana 

Architects, applicant on behalf of Paul White for the building of a new accessory dwelling 
unit above a new garage.   
 

Knop stated this is a hearing regarding the appeal requested by Jay Orloff of Tolovana Architects, 
applicant on behalf of Paul White for the building of a new accessory dwelling unit above a new garage. 
 
Knop asked does anyone object to the jurisdiction of the City Council to hear this appeal at this time? 
No.  
   
Does any Councilor believe he or she has a personal bias to declare? No. 
   
Does any Councilor believe he or she has a conflict of interest? No. 
  
Has any Councilor had any ex parte contacts or made a site visit? Site visits were declared.  
 
Is there any additional correspondence?  Sokolowski said there was a letter from Michelle Johnson that 
was forwarded. 
 
Knop requested the staff report. Sokolowski read the staff report.  
 
Knop stated the appeal will be reviewed against the criteria of Municipal Code, Chapter 17.44.080-
17.44.100, Design Review Criteria. The hearing will be held on the record and no new evidence will be 
allowed into record. The pertinent criteria to be considered are noted in the staff reports;  Testimony, 
arguments and evidence must be directed toward those criteria or other criteria in the Comprehensive 
Plan or Municipal Code which the person testifying believes to apply to the decision; Failure to raise an 
issue accompanied by statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker and the parties an 
opportunity to respond to the issue precludes appeal based on that issue.  In addition, failure of the 
applicant to raise constitutional or other issues related to proposed conditions of approval will preclude 
an action for damages in circuit court; Persons who testify shall first receive recognition from the 
Mayor, state their full name and mailing address, and if appearing in a representative capacity, identify 
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whom they represent. Testimony is limited to matters which were raised at the Design Review Board 
hearing in writing or orally.  
 
Knop asked is there a presentation by the applicant?  

Jay Orloff from Tolovana Architects, PO Box 563, and Paul White, PO Box 726 
Orloff said I hope you listened to the DRB meeting and reviewed my narrative. Steve gave a clear 
definition of the project, adding the DRB was only for the ADU and not the home. Orloff read through 
the DRB criteria, noting the site has trees on it, and all trees are located in the center, and any 
development allowed would be located in the tree area which would require removal. White added all 
the trees are coming off a nurse log and an arborist told me if one came down, they all would which 
would create a disaster. These are not trees with value on their own. Orloff added we will retain two 
large Spruce on the site. Regarding values, Lindsey is the only one affected by views and it would not be 
the ADU that impacts the views, it would be the house. Regarding the architect design, the ADU is 
allowed use in R1, but seems to be confusion with multifamily and ADU. With an ADU the owner is 
required to sign a sworn statement that it is not a short term rental (STR) and only rental for 30 days or 
more as a long-term rental (LTR). Regarding parking, there is confusion on parking and public use of 
the ROW. Requirements are two for residential and one for the ADU. Orloff gave an overview of 
parking, adding a similar layout was recently done on Ocean. For the landscape criteria, we proposed 
planting two additional trees, giving overview. The ADU is on the backside and heavy landscape would 
be irrelevant as there is no street value. We concentrated on north side at the front and side of house, and 
preserving two large Hemlocks on site. The ADU is in the back of site and rather than driving up and 
seeing a garage the site is presented to see the house first. I was taken a bit back by DRB and supported 
by some of the comments, but understand what they are trying to do, preserve trees and natural 
environment, but we presented a nice plan that accomplishes this. There are not clean flat lots available, 
these are the sites that are left. What we presented to DRB was appropriate for this site.  
 
Kerr said you said the owner wants to have a home in Cannon Beach. It doesn’t sound like it will be 
used as a home is Cannon Beach, sounds like the owner already has a home in Cannon Beach and the 
home would be a STR with the ADU as long term. The argument doesn’t resonate very well, they want 
a STR not a home. A reason the rule of ADU being a LTR is to encourage LTR in the community and 
other is you don’t want one property with people coming in and out with a constant turn over of people. 
This is an accessory to a STR, it’s a little disingenuous. I don’t understand how parking will work. You 
have a garage for one car and other two behind. Orloff replied there are two in the garage and one off to 
the side and clear access in and out on the property line. You were on the board to approved 663 Ocean 
with the similar situation. R Barrett pulled up plan and Orloff pointed out parking locations. Orloff 
answered councils questions on the stie plan about parking. Orloff added people are concerned about 
parking on the street, but we have the required spots. McCarthy said will you show the trees to be 
preserved and removed, Orloff pointed them out, adding the removals are all in the building footprint. 
The one one the top is being removed as it is in the footprint of the building and driveway which would 
case root damage, but proposed adding two more.  McCarthy asked is there way to preserve the tree and 
not harm it, Orloff replied I can talk to the arborist but our arborist recommended the removal. Orloff 
reviewed the landscape plan, giving an overview of what would be planted. Kerr asked how many feet 
from stream corridor, Orloff replied a couple hundred feet, the property is completely outside the stream 
corridor. Orloff noted there is a neighbor that doesn’t stay in the house because of these trees. Hayes 
asked if there was no ADU would you still remove the trees, Orloff replied yes because of the garage. 
Hayes asked what arborist recommended the removal of trees, White replied Joe Balden. White added I 
never told anyone what my intentions are with the property and that is not a requirement of the permit. 
Kerr replied several people have informed us of that, whether true or not. And there is nothing in the 
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code to prohibit it, but the intent of the code is to prevent that situation on one lot to avoid a STR and 
LTR.  
 

Knop asked are there presentations by proponents? 
There were none 
 

Knop asked are there presentations by opponents? 

Jan Siebert-Wahrmund PO box 778 - The proposed project would result in a significant loss of tree 
canopy in this forested neighborhood. I recommend alternative plans that allow for the safe preservation 
of more trees pursued. The permit application requests the removal of six large in diameter Sitka spruce 
trees. These six trees represent all of the Sitka spruce trees on the property. It is of my opinion that if 
removed adverse impacts will extend onto neighboring properties adjacent trees will have an increased 
exposure to onshore winds root stability will be compromised and soil erosion will occur.  I recommend 
alternative site plans be considered that strive to retain and protect a portion of the Sitka spruce trees on 
the property. Additionally, a report from a certified Arborist outlining the protection measures during 
any construction should be drafted and followed. 
 
Pete Lindsey PO Box 454 – I lived next door to the lot and from my many years of experience the trees 
in discussion are on the west boundary of the property and Jonathan on the other side. I am quite 
concerned because in the 2007 storm with 130MPH gusts a tree limb speared through my kitchen. I am 
concerned with removal of trees to provide access to garage on the west side of the property. It may 
dramatically alter the wind patterns are they come in from various directions and trees might start falling 
on my and Jonathan’s property.  
 
Andrew Tonry PO Box 664 –I thought I was going to say I am all for the ADU. But there is a loophole 
that needs to be closed. Whatever the truth is, it shouldn’t be a possibility or a concern of ours. We all 
want it and it should be fast tracked. McCarthy replied will you explain what you are talking about, what 
do you want fast track? Tonry replied you are afraid someone can move into a ADU and STR the house, 
you cant do it reverse, but you can in this way. There should be no STR of the two. 
 
Knop asked is there a staff response? 
Sokoloski said regardless of the ADU and home the tree permit would be applied for and is something 
that could be appealed at some time. It will also be reviewed by staff.  

 

Knop asked does the applicant wish to make additional statements? There was none.  
 

 
Knop stated I will lose the public hearing and move to consideration. 
 
Kerr the intent of renting ADU as LTR includes the idea that the main house is not a STR, but that is not 
explicit in the code. My biggest issues is the trees and what Joe Balden said in his report. We also got 
letters indicated that this project would negatively impact the scenic value of the surrounding 
neighborhood and the parking thing doesn’t make any sense to me. People are going to park on the 
street, they are not going to move every time someone wants to get in and our of the garage. Architects 
are clever and creative and can figure out a way to preserve more trees on the property. Hayes added I 
want to address STR. We can deny this and the house would be built and it can be a STR and then we 
have no ADU. It is not a huge victory. We can address it in the code audit. We can deny the ADU but 
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the trees will still be removed. I don’t understand why the one tree so far from the footprint needs to be 
removed. Kerr said what about the parking, Hayes replied the parking is not ideal but probably 
workable. Ogilvie added that may be in fact what happens. Hayes added I don’t think we can rely on 
what people are imaging as the worst case scenario and need to rely on code. Ogilvie asked am I correct 
that the code allows this parking configuration, Sokolowski replied that is correct. It’s not the function, 
it’s whether they are meeting the requirements. In addition to garage there is a long driveway which is 
used in other homes to meet the requirement. I see your functional concerns, but from a code 
requirement they are meeting it. Hayes said what you said about tree removal permits to follow, 
Sokolowski replied, yes they have to be reviewed and if approved there is a 14 day review period which 
could be appealed. Kerr said we received a letter from neighbor to the west saying they were concerned 
about the scenic value of their property. Kerr said it should be developed in a way that doesn’t remove 
every single tree. I realize to build a house on the property there is no one to do it without some trees 
coming down, but it could be minimized to prevent the wind corridor that could impact other homes.  
Not sure how to wrap my head around this, but there is a letter from the city arborist saying it could 
cause a problem. Kerr asked what the degree of the slope is, Sokolowski gave a rough overview, adding 
its fairly significant. There are no wetlands in this area or property, a creek a little southeast but nothing 
on this street. McCarthy asked do you see any way that there could be an alternate plan and alternate 
design to reduce the number of trees or prevent the wind situation that might occur if the trees removed. 
Sokolowski replied that’s a difficult question to ask I would look to the architect, the house and garage 
not as high as the tree canopy but there are going to be structure there that are going to impact the winds 
themselves as far as the garage and the homes structure you basically replacing the trees with the homes 
and the garage. The other thing that Joe Balden said in his report is that these spruce trees have a 
common root system due to growth on a nurse log root distribution is not a normal spread whereby a 
large percentage of the structural roots are not in adequate alignment for structural stability so you do 
have two arborist saying different things. One for the person building and one objective in terms for city 
response. It’s not a question I think I should have to answer. Hayes asked is there anything in the code 
about wind patterns, Sokolowski replied I don’t believe I have anything that specifically addresses that. 
Kerr added I feel our code is inadequate for a situation like this and so is our tree code. Knop replied but 
that’s what we have to work with. Ogilvie said we are asked to make a decision and the fact remains, if 
we deny the ADU they can still build a garage in the same location. Knop added and the trees will be 
gone. Hayes replied make a decision based on the code we have not the code we want.  
 
Knop said a modification we can make would be to save the one tree. Kerr replied I would like to see 
that. Ogilvie asked is it true that the DRB asked for no modification of the proposal, Sokolowski replied 
I don’t know that a redesign of the project was discussed. Ogilvie asked there were no conditions, 
Sokolowski replied yes no formal conditions but there was discussion.  Kerr asked if the council 
approves this because we have no choice based on code, can we put a previous that the tree on northern 
most edge of property be preserved? Can we do that? Is it within our ability? Kabeiseman replied this is 
one of the toughest questions about redesigning on the fly, sometimes it’s a simple answer and 
sometimes has significant ramifications at this level. What you are doing is making a decision based on 
application in front of you. A redesign or pushing something back could cause repercussions we don’t 
know about.  A redesign may have ramifications so it’s difficult to tell. McCarthy asked can we make 
condition that permit of trees be reviewed by the Council? Kabeiseman replied any condition has be tied 
to a criteria so I think you can make a condition like that. Knop asked so reviewed and approved? Kerr 
said if we can do that, that would be good. McCarthy added at least let us look at it.  
 
 
Motion: Hayes moved to tentatively approve the requested design and direct staff to prepare 

findings and support of approval and bring them back to the city council on November 7 
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2023 for a final decision on the basis the council approves the tree removal permits.  
 
McCarthy said after review, does that allow us to approve or deny? Hayes said we can add language that 
the tree removal application come before Council fore review before reviewed or denied. McCarthy said 
are we are allowing the ADU but the tree removal permit comes to council, how does it tie together? 
Kerr replied you review together. Sokoloski added typically there would be a review of ADU and 
submit for building permit for construction and the tree permit is reviewed at the same time. In this 
instance instead of staff administratively acting as a tree removal permit it comes to council and council 
makes a decision.  
 
Amended Motion:  Hayes move to tentatively approve the requested design, and direct staff to 

prepare findings in support of approval and bring them back to the City Council 
on November 7, 2023, for a final decision, on the condition the tree removal 
permit applications come before the City Council for review and approval. 
McCarthy seconded.  

 
Sokolowski said we can include this in the findings that you review. McCarthy said if I was the 
applicant what would I do. They haven’t gotten absolute approval the next step would be to get the tree 
permit, then come back to council, we as a council review tree permit? What do we do then if we don’t 
like the fact that trees are being removed are they denied. Kerr replied if they modify their design so 
they don’t take out the northeast tree, this is one area we can have some say over it.  
 
Brandon the issue before us is on the ADU, are you asking for control of all the trees on the property of 
just the one the ADU are affecting. Kerr said this is in the driveway. Ogilvie asked do you want control 
over every single tree in the footprint of the ADU? Hayes said Ogilvie’s question is good one, we are 
talking about control of a tree that has nothing to do with the ADU whatsoever. Ogilive said it’s 
admirable, I want to save trees but trying to work within the framework. Kerr replied but Kabeiseman 
said we can do it. Ogilive added I am asking what the council intentions are. Sokolowski replied we 
have a tree permit removal application and I need to understand other than the tree on the NE corner by 
the driveway are the other trees to be removed follow the tree removal process, maybe a discussion to 
have with Kabeiseman. Typically before the building permit is issued you go through the tree removal 
process. Are the remainder that are part of the footprint and discussion go through the typical removal 
process? I want to be clear too. Kabeiseman said I think you can structure it so its just the one tree that 
comes back. Hayes replied that is my intention. Sokolowski replied in this case that one would come 
back to you, but the others would follow the permitting process we typically follow. When I draft the 
findings and conditions I want to be clear that it reflects what you are asking. Knop said the other trees 
are for the house that we have no control over. The condition we are setting is to save the one tree. 
Hayes replied that was the intention of the motion, not sure if I need to change the motion, but Ogilvie’s  
questions disturbs me.  
 
Amended Motion:  Hayes moved to tentatively approve the requested design, and direct staff to 

prepare findings in support of approval and bring them back to the City Council 
on November 7, 2023, for a final decision, on the condition the tree removal 
permit applications for the NE tree come before the CC for review and approval;  
Ogilvie seconded the motion.  

 
Sokolowski said I think what I would like to do then is work with the applicant to potentially if they can 
address the condition when we consider the findings that staff brings back to the consideration to have it 
all at the same meeting. McCarthy said I am still concerned about the wind patterns, not sure we can do 
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anything about it. My underlying reason for looking at all of the trees to push the application to make a 
redesign on the lot to save as many trees as possible.  
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  
 

 
( 7) Continuation APP 23-05, Appeal by Red Crows, LLC/Jamie Lerma of Planning 

Commissions approval of AA 23-04, upholding an administrative appeal submitted by Janet 
Stastny of the City’s approval of a Tree Removal Permit.   
 

Knop stated this is a hearing regarding the appeal by Red Crow, LLC/Jamie Lerma of Planning 
Commissions approval of AA 23-04, upholding an administrative appeal submitted by Janet Stastny of 
the City’s approval of a Tree Removal Permit.  The property is located at 743 N. Ash St. (Tax Lot 05602, 
Map 51019AA), and in a Residential Lower Density (RL) Zone. 
 
Knop asked does anyone object to the jurisdiction of the City Council to hear this appeal at this time? 
No 
   
Does any Councilor believe he or she has a personal bias to declare? No 
   
Does any Councilor believe he or she has a conflict of interest? No 
   
Has any Councilor had any ex parte contacts or made a site visit? Site visits were declared. 
 
Is there any additional correspondence? Sokolowski replied no.  
 
Knop requested the staff report. Sokolowski said there was a supplemental staff report provided after the 
original staff report came out. The applicant has submitted new plans for staff to review. We have not 
fully reviewed them at this time. Mick Harris the appellant representative, requested an additional 30 
day continuance to give staff the opportunity to review the proposal. Staff did not object, but it’s up to 
the Council. Kerr asked this is a proposal that could potentially not damage or cut down the tree, 
Sokolowski replied yes. Knop asked do you want to hold the public hearing or wait until staff reviews? 
Sokolowski replied we may no longer need a hearing if the applicant withdraws, or we are back here to 
consider. They also agreed to extend the 120-day notice.  
 
Motion:  Kerr moved to continue the hearing to give staff the opportunity to review the revised 

plans; McCarthy seconded the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  
 
ACTION ITEMS  
 
( 8) Appointment of City Committee/Board/Commission 
 
Knop said we have one applicant and asking Landrum would you like to speak.  
 
Landrum said I am a retired engineer and project manager and worked in ship building, oil and gas 
Projects, and utilities. Most recently as the operations manager and Inn at Haystack Rock and recruiter for 
the 2020 census. I feel this would be a good fit for me. I have an affinity for the parks and been a 
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volunteer at both the library and Farmers Market. I have more time on the hands than I had in the past and 
would like to put it to good use in the city. Ogilvie said thank you for putting application. Hayes asked 
what interests you most with their committee, Landrum replied I worked with Stacy at the Farmers 
Market and have known Les for quite a few years. I have a connection with the committee. Hayes asked 
are the particular activities that interest you, Landrum replied just being involved with the parks. They're 
all lovely and I like the tourist to come in and see and we want to make sure that they stay there. 
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved move to appoint Thomas Landrum to the Parks and Community Services 

Committee beginning immediately; Kerr seconded the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.  
 
( 9) Tolovana Hall Lease Terms 

 
St. Denis read the staff report. Ogilvie asked are you ok with the proposed language, Andrew Tonry 
replied I need to review the language. After reading Tonry replied yes, I am good with the revisions.  
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved move to approve the Tolovana Hall Lease revised amendment; Hayes seconded 

the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried. 
 
Tonry asked is this still at our discretion, if we don’t want to rent do someone do we have to? St. Denis 
replied it depends on our reason. Tonry replied if we didn’t feel it was a fit, too messy or loud. Hayes 
added we are going to hear from city attorney on first amendment issues. Tonry replied I wouldn’t want 
the change if we are required to allow everyone. Kerr noted there is nothing in this contact that gives 
you the option. Tonry said I thought when the Friend of Haystack Rock wanted to do a donor 
celebration and it was going to be private it was a good fit. If someone wants to have a Thanksgiving 
dinner I don’t think that would be a good fit. Hayes noted it says may allow, but doesn’t mean you have 
to. Kerr added if I was you I’d wait until the first amendment. J Barrett noted the date to start is January, 
and we can put on the November for clarification. Tonry noted will talk to his board as well. Ogilvie 
said if you are to establish criteria for your possible rentals that could go a long way to allow you to be 
selective.  

 
( 10) One-Time Holiday for Staff 
 
St. Densi summarized the staff report, noting it’s a very small time for us. I’ve volunteered to answer the 
phones and had no calls.  
 
Motion:  Hayes moved move to approve the one-time granting of December 29th for SEIU and 

December 31st for the GUILD as a city holiday as a gesture of support and thanks to City 
Staff; Ogilvie seconded the motion. 

 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion carried.. 
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
(11) Water Resiliency Phase 1 – Seismic improvements Construction Project Award 
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St. Denis read the staff report. We will rebuild the project, there seems to be a good amount of interest. 
We had 5-6 contractors at the pre-bid but only two bids were received, and we are trying to find out 
why. Ogilvie noted this is the third time this has happened and its an endemic in the construction 
industry, but I also think we need to adjust our expectations and accept and work with that. La Bonte 
said Ogilvie’s points are well taken, there have been others for different projects. We’ve gone back and 
looked at ways to reduce the scope by having our own team take on some of the responsibilities to save 
money and review the time frame. That is what’s happening with this project as well as the previous 
ones. La Bote added projects this size are planned years in advance and whether chasing loans or grants. 
We started this process 5 years ago and the engineering company did what you said and did a deep dive 
and put a healthy contingency. All we can do now is reduce our scope if we can with city staff or change 
the time frame along with the expectations, or lastly the last resort to ask Business Oregon to amend the 
loan amount and ask for more. Others have had to do this, and it’s your last resort. Hayes asked Windsor 
made the estimate 5 years ago, La Bonte replied yes they were one of the 3 who reviewed this. When we 
went through the process to award for a full design they applied for the job as did other firms that new 
our infrastructure. McCarthy added as I understand the loan also has a time limit and you were talking 
about having to change the timing of it, how does it affect the agreement of the loan. La Bonte replied 
the time frame is typically 2 years, however you can ask for an extension like we did on Matanuska. It’s 
not a detrimental thing to ask for a date extension, they understand there are delays. They are more 
focused on the delay in getting the project planned, designed and executed. Once executed it’s not 
difficult to ask for more time. McCarthy said so it’s easier to ask for more time than money, La Bonte 
replied yes.  
 
(12) Cannon Beach Elementary School Rejuvenation Design Review Board Update 
 
Knop asked has everyone had a chance to listen to the meeting? Ogilive said I did not. St. Denis 
summarized the staff report. St. Denis gave an overview of the recent revisions made for DRB. St. Denis 
and CIDA Architect Dustin Johnson answered Council’s questions.   
 
INFORMATIONAL/OTHER DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
(13) Monthly Status Report  
 
Kerr asked for details on the permit type and value. J Barrett gave an overview and will provide more 
information to Council.   
 
(14) Mayor Communications 
  
none 
 
(15) Councilor Communications 
 
Ogilvie said the housing task force meeting is Thursday.  
 
 
 
(16) Good of the Order 
 
Kerr asked when will Sea Turtles and STR be on a future meeting. J Barrett gave an update on the 
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progress of both items.   
 
Ogilvie said the History Center requested a line item in budget. I don’t have an opinion and think this is 
a discussion to have with the budget committee. Knop added we will discuss at preliminary budget 
meeting. J Barrett to email Andrea to let her know will discuss at prelim budget meetings.  
 
St. Denis said the bus will resume in October, giving an overview of the schedule.  
 
Thursday COE at 6pm.  
 
ADJORNMENT  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:41 p.m. 
 
        ATTEST: 
 
         
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Jennifer Barrett, Recorder  Barb Knop, Mayor 
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Minutes of the 
CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  

Work Session  
Thursday, October 5, 2023 

Council Chambers 
 

Present: Mayor Barb Knop, Council President Nancy McCarthy, Councilors Brandon Ogilvie, 
Lisa Kerr, and Gary Hayes. 

 
Excused:   
 
Staff: City Manager Bruce St. Denis, IT Director Rusty Barrett, and Administrative Assistant 

Tessa Schutt. 
 
Other: CIDA Architects Leslie Jones and Mya Paluch in person. Principal Jennifer Beattie via 

Zoom. Emerick Executive Vice President Jordan Fell in person. Landscape Architect 
Joyce Jackson in person. Geotech Solutions Principal Don Rondema 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA     
 
Knop called the work session to order at 6:02 p.m. 
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved to approve the agenda; Hayes seconded the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion 

carried unanimously. The agenda was adopted. 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT  
 
Knop reminded the body to keep their comments kind, respectful, and under three minutes. 
 
Deb Atiyeh, PO Box 1426: Atiyeh thanked the representatives present and commended their reputations. 
Atiyeh shared her feelings about the goal of the City Hall/Police Department project, which she said 
would accommodate employees and future growth.  
 
Randy Neal, PO Box 1092: Neal expressed concern about the cost of the project and shared cost-per-
square-footage comparisons he had read about other similar facilities in Oregon. 
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund, PO Box 778: Siebert-Wahrmund voiced her support for restoring the forest 
corridor mentioned by Neal as a buffer between the Police Department and drivers on Highway 101. 
Siebert-Wahrmund said she had seen a desire for this effort during her time in Cannon Beach and would 
love to see this effort undertaken collaboratively with ODOT. 
 
Hayes said that he hoped everyone who spoke would remain at the meeting until the end when the 
Councilors would respond to their comments. 
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Tom Landrum, PO Box 865: Landrum shared several observations he had made while reviewing the 
plans. He suggested that the numerous angles in the roof of the proposed City Hall would increase the 
project cost. Landrum said that it did not look like there were offices planned for the City Manager or 
Mayor. Additionally, he said that he did not notice any radio dispatch area at the proposed Police 
Department, which would be a great place to set up a communications hub for emergency preparedness. 
Finally, Landrum expressed concern for what appeared to be a wooden fence around the Police 
Department and a lack of toilets in the holding cells. 
 
 
DISCUSSIONS 
 
( 1)  City Hall & Police Station Community Outreach Event 
 
St. Denis said the purpose of the evening was to discuss the status of the plans for City Hall and the 
Police Department. He introduced the representatives from CIDA, Geotech Solutions, and Emerick.  
 
Jones thanked the body for providing public comment and mentioned that she would attempt to address 
some questions throughout her presentation. She began by updating the body about updates to the plans 
for the Police Department.  
 
Knop asked for questions from the public about the proposed Police Department plans. 
 
Sam Steidel, PO Box 501: Steidel expressed concern about the entry and said that a police station does 
not need to feel as welcoming as other types of building. He said that the façade would likely be 
sheltered by trees in the future and recommended moving the front door. 
 
Tom Landrum, PO Box 865: Landrum said he liked the plans and echoed Steidel’s concern about the 
placement of the front door. He expressed support for the Police Department and City Hall being in 
separate locations. Jones addressed Landrum’s comments about holding cells and explained the intent 
behind the plans. 
 
Deb Atiyeh, PO Box 1426: Atiyeh asked where expansion would be facilitated in the future. 
Schermerhorn said he responded to an email from Atiyeh to explain that there were additional offices 
planned within the facility for staff expansion. 
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund, PO Box 778: Siebert-Wahrmund shared her preference for the plan set with a 
regular pitched roof. She expressed support for the use of cedar shake and said that the use of cement 
should be limited. Siebert-Wahrmund echoed Steidel’s sentiment about severe weather impacting the 
front entrance. Beattie responded to Siebert-Wahrmund’s comments by saying that they considered the 
full lifecycle of building materials used, which may be factored into choices for siding. 
 
Hayes responded to comments about the standardized size of office spaces. Jones responded that the 
team relied on standardized square footage for these spaces and provided detail about these 
measurements.  
 
Hayes asked Schermerhorn for information about the necessity of lockers. 
 
The Council and present representatives discussed pricing. 
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Jones then introduced the updated plans for City Hall. Jackson walked through the landscape plan. The 
Council discussed ADA parking options.  
 
Rondema provided geotechnical information. 
 
Jones presented the City Hall floor plan. 
 
Following the presentation, Knop invited the body to give public comment.  
 
Tom Landrum, PO Box 865: Landrum expressed concern for angular designs increasing costs and 
implying a less efficient use of space. 
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund, PO Box 778: Siebert-Wahrmund recalled the earlier ADA parking discussion 
and expressed concern about the potential removal of trees implied by proposed parking options. 
Jackson clarified the representation of trees on the plans. Siebert-Wahrmund said that she hoped the 
option would not be considered. She then provided feedback about proposed design elements and 
material options. 
 
Deb Atiyeh, PO Box 1426: Atiyeh said she did not hear the geotechnical update about the Southwind 
site. The Council informed her that this information had been provided. She asked clarifying questions 
about building materials. 
 
Tom Landrum, PO Box 865: Landrum noted that an “artsy” exterior would be covered by the trees that 
line Gower St. 
 
 
( 2) Good of the Order 
 
No comments were made. 
 
 
ADJORNMENT  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:11 p.m. 
 
        ATTEST: 
 
         
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Tessa Schutt, Administrative Assistant  Barb Knop, Mayor  



 
Minutes of the 

CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  
Special Meeting and Work Session  

Tuesday, October 10, 2023 
Council Chambers 

 
Present: Mayor Barb Knop, Council President Nancy McCarthy, Councilors Brandon Ogilvie, 

Lisa Kerr and Gary Hayes  
 
Excused:   
 
Staff: City Manager Bruce St. Denis, IT Director Rusty Barrett, Administrative Assistant Tessa 

Schutt 
 
Other:   
 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA     
 
Knop called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved to approve the agenda; Hayes seconded. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion 

passed unanimously. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Knop reminded the body to keep their comments under three minutes, state their name and mailing 
address and to be kind and respectful.  
 
No public comment was provided. 
 
DISCUSSIONS 
 
( 1) Clatsop Community College – State of the College 
 
Clatsop Community College Board Chair Trudy Van Dusen Čitović presented their report. 
 
 
( 2) Utility Rate Study 
 
Ron Logan and Duncan Wallace introduced the discussion. Logan, Wallace, and Gabbard responded to 
clarifying questions from the Councilors. 
 
The Council generally agreed to adopt the proposed rate increase for 2024, but requested additional 
volumetric rate scenarios from FCS Group before they would adopt the 10-year study. 
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( 3) Chamber of Commerce Quarterly Report 
 
Jim Paino introduced Sierra Spinler, Allen Barber, and David Holder, who assisted him in delivering the 
Chamber’s quarterly report and presenting new initiatives to accommodate the community and its 
visitors. Copies of the presentation materials can be found in the meeting packet. 
 
Paino presented specific information about the Chamber’s financial status and DMO. 
 
Mayor Knop called a five-minute suspension of the meeting. 
 
 
( 4) Council Retreat Dates 
 
The Council requested Barrett send out recommendations for meeting dates for the Council Retreat. 
 
St. Denis requested the Council discuss agenda items 5, 6, and 7 at the Council Retreat. 
 
Motion:  Hayes moved to table agenda items 5, 6, and 7 until the Council Retreat; Ogilvie  

seconded the motion.  
 
Vote:   Hayes, Ogilvie, McCarthy, Kerr, and Knop voted AYE; the motion carried. 
 
( 5) Parking Initial Discussion 
 
The agenda item would be tabled until the Council Retreat in December 2023. 
 
 
( 6) TSP Initial Discussion 
 
The agenda item would be tabled until the Council Retreat in December 2023. 
 
 
 
( 7) Tourism Lodging Tax/Tourism and Arts Commission Initial Discussion 
 
The agenda item would be tabled until the Council Retreat in December 2023. 
 
 
 
( 8) Prohibition on Attracting and Feeding Wild Animals 
 
Suggested they amend the fine to not more than $500 (at officer’s discretion) and remove the 
“misdemeanor” part. 
 
 
 
CLOSE WORK SESSION AND OPEN SPECIAL MEETING  
 
( 9) Consideration of the Minutes of the  
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September 5  Regular Meeting  
September 12  Work Session 
September 13  Work Session Joint Code Audit  

  September 18  Work Session City Hall/Police Station Update 
  September 19  Work Session/Special Meeting 
 
 
 
Motion:  Hayes moved to approve the minutes of September 5, 12, 13, 18 and 19; Ogilvie  

seconded. 
 
Mayor Knop requested a roll call vote. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion 

passed unanimously. 
 
 
 
(10) Good of the Order 
 
 
Knop said that three of the Council would be heading to Eugene for the LOC conference. 
 
McCarthy questions if there was a 1% art regulation for the new building.  
 
 
 
ADJORNMENT  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:09 p.m. 
 
        ATTEST: 
 
         
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Tessa Schutt, Administrative Assistant  Barb Knop, Mayor  
 



 

 

Minutes of the 

CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  

Work Session 

Monday, October 16, 2023 

Council Chambers 

 

Present: Mayor Knop, Council President Nancy McCarthy, Councilors Brandon Ogilvie, Lisa 

Kerr and Gary Hayes  

 

Planning Commissioners Les Sinclair, Dorian Farrow, Erik Ostrander, Anna Moritz and 

Mike Bates in person.  Aaron Matusick and Clay Newton via Zoom.  

  

Design Review Board Members: Anita Dueber and Harvey Claussen in person. Dave 

Doering via Zoom. 

 

Excused:  Design Review Board Member Michelle Valigura  

 

Absent:   

 

Staff: City Manager Bruce St. Denis, Community Development Director Steve Sokolowski, 

Planner Robert St. Clair, and Recorder Jennifer Barrett 

 

Others: Urbsworks representative Marcy McInelly in person. Keith Liden and Ethan Rosenthal 

on Zoom 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA     

 

Mayor Knop called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m. 

 

Motion: Ogilvie moved to approve the agenda as presented; Hayes seconded the motion. 

 

Vote: Ogilvie, Hayes, Knop, McCarty and Kerr voted AYE. The vote was 5:0 and the motion 

carried. The agenda was approved. 

 

 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

 

Jan Siebert Wahrmund PO Box 778, requested to receive materials one week before the meeting to be 

able to review ahead of the meeting.  

 

 

DISCUSSIONS 

 

( 1) Code Audit Joint Work Session with Planning Commission and Design Review Board 

 

Marcy McInelly gave an overview of the wetlands process. McInelly presented a PowerPoint 

presentation, a copy is included in the record. McInelly discussed options for the code rewrite public 

engagement. McInelly answered questions. Sokolowski noted the public engagement discussion is a 
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result from it being brought up. Discussed the dune process for community engagement. Discussed the 

level of public involvement. Discussed the public engagement budget and if it could fit within the 

current fees. McInelly gave an overview and noted what may fall into contingency and what would need 

additional funds. Discussed having a smaller committee to vet speakers and briefing materials. Bates and 

McCarthy offered to help. Kerr, Dueber and Newton will also help. McInelly said I will move forward 

with that. Discussed timeframe for public engagement. Knop added the scheduling topic is important 

and when we have it too. McInelly how about 4-6 weeks apart, focus on one first, speaker and briefing. 

Would need assistance of smaller group throughout the 3-month period. Knop noted my other concern is 

budget.  

 

McInelly gave an update on the wetland overlay adoption. Sokolowski gave an overview of the 

comments received so far, adding the Planning Commission will have a challenging and interesting 

hearing, a discussion ensued. Discussed the notification process and get people to attend the meetings. 

McCarthy asked can we send out a one subject bulletin notice, Sokolowski and St. Denis replied yes. 

Moritz added perhaps someone can help write something up to make it easier to read and offered to 

help. Sokoloski will send the notice that was sent to individuals to the Planning Commission, Design 

Review Board and City Council.   

 

Discussed the next steps.  

 

(2) Good of the Order 

 

McCarthy said during Coffee with Councilors it was brought up during conversation about the city 

hall/police station format where people can speak before Council speaks. After we ask our questions ask 

if they have any questions.  

 

 

ADJORNMENT  

 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:08 p.m. 

 

 

        ATTEST: 

 

         

_________________________________  ____________________________________ 

Jennifer Barrett, Recorder  Barb Knop, Mayor  
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Minutes of the 
CANNON BEACH CITY COUNCIL  

Special Meeting 
Tuesday, October 17, 2023 

Council Chambers 
 

Present: Mayor Barb Knop, Council President Nancy McCarthy, Councilors Brandon Ogilvie, 
Lisa Kerr, and Gary Hayes. 

 
Excused:   
 
Staff: City Manager Bruce St. Denis, IT Director Rusty Barrett, Lieutenant Chris Wilbur, and 

Administrative Assistant Tessa Schutt. 
 
Other: CIDA Architects Leslie Jones and Angelica Juengel in person. Principal Jennifer Beattie 

and Mya Paluch via Zoom. Emerick Executive Vice President Jordan Fell in person.  
 
 
CALL TO ORDER AND APPROVAL OF AGENDA     
 
Knop called the special meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
 
Motion:  Ogilvie moved to approve the agenda; Hayes seconded the motion. 
 
Vote: Hayes, McCarthy, Ogilvie, Kerr and Knop voted AYE: the vote was 5:0 and the motion 

carried unanimously. The agenda was adopted. 
 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT  
 
Knop reminded the body to keep their comments kind, respectful, and under three minutes. 
 
No comment was made. 
 
 
DISCUSSIONS 
 
( 1)  City Hall & Police Station Milestone Approval 
 
St. Denis explained that schematic design had been underway for a while, and had reached a point of 
entering design development to fill in details. He suggested holding one more meeting on November 6, 
2023, to review the budget and approve CIDA to enter the design-development phase. 
 
St. Denis turned the floor over to Jones to present updates to the design. Jones began with updates to the 
Police Department design. They discussed traffic pattern and geotechnical findings, and the proposed 
line-item budget. 
 
St. Denis said there were multiple options for elevation and asked whether the Council wanted to discuss 
them at that time. 
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Knop requested public comment. 
 
Les Sinclair, PO Box 1394: Sinclair recalled discussions about adding a center lane to US HWY-101 
near the Police Station and expressed support for this option. 
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund, PO Box 778: Siebert-Wahrmund said she hoped the forest corridor would be 
restored as previously discussed. She expressed her preference for Option 1, as did her husband, Wes. 
Siebert-Wahrmund shared her desire for cedar siding and cautioned the body to avoid using cement for 
environmental reasons. She said that radiant heat outdoors seemed strange and environmentally 
unfriendly but asked that dog kennels be placed indoors when the weather is cold as an alternative. 
Siebert-Wahrmund expressed confusion about the square footage increase. 
 
Mary Beth Cottle, PO Box 492: Cottle agreed with Siebert-Wahrmund about Option 1 without a split 
roof and echoed her sentiment about making the building more environmentally friendly by avoiding 
petroleum products. Cottle agreed with Siebert-Wahrmund about keeping dogs indoors. 
 
St. Denis asked Jones to explain the additional square footage. Jones clarified that the added square 
footage accommodated adequate staff entrance and a change to the vestibule. She said the team had been 
considering reducing that area to reclaim some space. 
 
Jones and Fell answered clarifying questions about the budget from the Council. Kerr expressed her 
visceral support for Option 1. 
 
St. Denis asked if the Council was prepared to authorize CIDA to continue to the design-development 
phase. The Council agreed they were ready to move into the next phase. St. Denis recommended the 
Council approve both sites move forward at the same pace and suggested they take a formal vote on the 
matter at their meeting of November 6, 2023. 
 
Knop requested public comment about the Police Department. 
 
No comment was made. 
 
CIDA moved into their presentation about the City Hall design. Jones explained that budget information 
would be held until the following meeting to ensure all desires were appropriately incorporated.  
 
Knop requested public comment regarding the City Hall schematic designs. 
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund, PO Box 778: Siebert-Wahrmund asked for clarification about materials 
provided. She explained that she and her husband preferred Option 3. 
 
Sam Steidel, PO Box 501: Steidel suggested staining recessed façades darker to create a more residential 
feel. He said he did not see a danger in a flat roof because building materials had improved. 
 
Les Sinclair, PO Box 1394: Sinclair said he and his wife both felt strongly about Option 3 regarding the 
covered awning. He said he preferred the façade on Gower St in Option 1. Sinclair shared his 
preferences about parking options. 
 
Deb Atiyeh, PO Box 1426: Atiyeh said that her neighbor has a flat roof that is always covered in water 
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and debris.  
 
Jan Siebert-Wahrmund: Siebert-Wahrmund asked a clarifying question about bump-outs. 
 
The Council held a discussion sharing their preferences for design options and directed CIDA to return 
to the November 6, 2023, meeting with options for review combining their general desires. 
 
 
( 2) Good of the Order 
 
Kerr said she wanted to discuss the charette brought up the night prior. The Council told her they would 
need more information about the cost before making any further decisions.  
 
Knop reminded the body of a work party that would meet at the 2nd St parking lot on Saturday from 
10:00-12:00.  
 
 
ADJORNMENT  
 
The meeting was adjourned at 8:14 p.m. 
 
        ATTEST: 
 
         
 
_________________________________  ____________________________________ 
Tessa Schutt, Administrative Assistant  Barb Knop, Mayor  
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