INTERVIEWS — CITY TREE BOARD

6:20 PM — Alisa Dunlap
6:30 PM — Ann Tierney-Ornie

10.

11.

12.

13.

CALL TO ORDER

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

PROCLAMATION - FIRST RESPONDER APPRECIATION WEEK

PROCLAMATION - GREAT AMERICAN SHAKEOUT

SEASIDE HIGH SCHOOL ASSOCIATED STUDENT BODY (ASB), Jim Poetsch and Students
COMMENTS FROM STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE, Lizzy Barnes

COMMENTS — PUBLIC — (please keep speaking time to four minutes)

DECLARATION OF POTENTIAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST

CONSENT AGENDA
a) PAYMENT OF THE BILLS — $435,181.17

b) APPROVAL OF MINUTES - September 12, 2016

UNFINISHED BUSINESS:
a) ADOPTION OF FINAL ORDER FOR A VARIANCE AT 341 S. PROM, APPEAL 16-041V
b) VACANCY - CITY TREE BOARD

SEASIDE CIVIC AND CONVENTION CENTER COMMISSION

NEW BUSINESS:

a) CLATSOP ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT RESOURCES (CEDR)F ANNUAL REPORT AND
UPDATE ON AFFORDABLE HOUSING, Kevin Leahy

b) RESOLUTION #3879 — A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
REGARDING CLATSOP ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT RESOURCES

> PUBLIC COMMENTS
» COUNCIL COMMENTS
> MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
> MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
) RESOLUTION #3880 - A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
REGARDING A PROPERTY PURCHASE FROM CLATSOP COUNTY
> PUBLIC COMMENTS
> COUNCIL COMMENTS
» MOTION TO READ BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED
> MOTION TO ADOPT — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED




d) ORDINANCE 2016-04 — AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SEASIDE, OREGON,
AMENDING 150.21 OF THE SEASIDE CODE OF ORDINANCES REGARDING PUBLIC
WORKS CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATIONS . '

»

>
>
>
>

OPEN PUBLIC COMMENTS

CLOSE PUBLIC COMMENTS

COUNCIL COMMENTS

MOTION FOR FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY — ALL IN FAVOR AND OPPOSED

MOTION FOR SECOND READING BY TITLE ONLY - ALL IN FAVOR AND
OPPOSED

e) APPROVAL - 2015 NORTH HOLLADAY DRIVE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT CHANGE
ORDERS FOR AUGUST 2016, Dale McDowell

1] UPDATE - NORTH HOLLADAY DRIVE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, Dale McDowell

14. COMMENTS FROM THE CITY STAFF

15. COMMENTS FROM THE COUNCIL

16. ADJOURNMENT

Complete copies of the Current Council meeting Agenda Packets can be viewed at: Seaside Public Library and
Seaside City Hall. The Agendas and Minutes can be viewed on our website at www. cityofseaside.us.

All meetings other than executive sessions are open to the public. When appropriate, any public member desiring to address the Council may be
recognized by the presiding officer. Remarks are limited to the question under discussion except during public comment. This
meeting is handicapped accessible. Please let us know at 503-738-5511 if you will need any special accommodation to participate in this meeting.
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PROCLAMATION

Whereas: Oregon first responders, both career and volunieer, include law enforcement officers,
firefighters, emergency medical technicians, 911 dispatchers, and search and rescue personnel
who bravely and selflessly risk their lives every day to protect Oregon families, visitors, and
businesses; and ‘

Whereas: Oregon first responders do not hesitate to risk their own lives in order to save the lives
of others, and their commitment to continued training, skill enhancement, and interagency
cooperation make them prepared to serve, protect, and rescue our citizens 24 hours per day, 365
days a year; and

Whereas: Oregon first responders are a vital part of every community, maintaining safety and
order in times of crisis, and volunteering in our schools and community organizations; and

Whereas: Acts of kindness and appreciation from citizens provide first responders needed
encouragement and support to confront the dangerous and uncertain situations they face every

day.

NOW, THERFORE, 1, Don Larson, Mayor of the City of Seaside, in the State of Oregon, do
*hereby proclaim September 21-27, 2016 as

First Responder Appreciation Week

n Seaside and encourage all citizens to join in this observance.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the City of
Seaside to be affixed this 26™ day of September, 2016.

Y 3

DON LARSON, MAYOR
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Whereas, The State of Oregon has no greater responsibility than ensuring the
safety of its citizens and all those who visit our state; and

Whereas, Earthquake safety is a serious concern with much of our state at risk to
seismic shaking and tsunami hazards; and

Whereas, the best way to survive a natural disaster is to develop a preparedness
plan for your school, business, home and family; and

Whereas, being self-sufficient for two week after a natural disaster as well as
knowledge about what to do when disasters occur is vital. All citizens, businesses and
governmental agencies are encouraged to participate in earthquake drills where they
practice “Drop, Cover and Hold On,” on the Great Shakeout Day.

Whereas, Kate Brown, Governori of the State of Oregon, hereby proclaims
October 20, 2016, as the Great Shakeout Day.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Don Larson, Mayor of the City of Seaside, proclaim
October 20, 2016, as

THE GREAT AMERICAN SHAKEOUT DAY

and encourage all Seaside citizens to join in this observance.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the City
of Seaside 1o be affixed this 26™ day of September, 2016,

DONLARSON, MAYOR




CITY OF SEASIDE MEMORANDUM

To: Mayor & City Council

From: Planning Director, Kevin Cupples

Date: September 26, 2016

Appellants: Avrel Nudelman, 4126 SW 48™ Place, Portland, OR 97721

Local Property Address; 340 Beach Drive, Seaside, OR

Susan Calef, 3051 SE 23™ Street, Gresham, OR 97080
Local Property Address; 25 Avenue A, Seaside, OR

Location: 341 S Prom. (6 10 21AC TL: 11900, 11100, 10900)

Subject: 16-041VA- Appeal of Planning Commission Variance
Approval at 341 S Prom.

Background Summary:

The City Council verbally approved the Nudelman & Calef's appeal subject to
staff preparing an appropriate final order based on finding in the record that
would support their decision.

The Final Notice of Decision that supports the Council’s decision is attached.

City Council Action:

Adopt the attached Notice of Final Decision approving the Nudelman & Calefs’
appeal (file reference #16-041VA) and denying the original variance request (file
reference #16-017V) at 341 S Prom.

Once adopted, staff will mail copies of the Notice of Final Decision to all of the
neighboring property owners and parties to the decision.

Attachment;
Notice of Final Decision

16-041V CCFN Adoption Memo.doc 1



SEASIDE CITY COUNCIL
NOTICE OF FINAL DECISION

Date: September 26, 2016

To: Applicant, Parties, and Previously Notified Individuals

From: Kevin Cupples, Planning Director

RE: 16-041VA: Appeal by Avrel Nudelman & Susan Calef of the Planning

Commission’s Approval of Variance 16-017V- A request by Antoine
Simmons for a variance to the allowed building height and required
side yard setbacks at 341 S Prom. (6 10 21AC TL: 11900, 11100,
10900). The property is zoned Resort Residential (R-R) and the zone
currently allows a defined building height of 45 ft. The applicant is
requesting to build up to a defined height of approximately 60 ft on
the western portion of the property but the apparent height would be
approximately 52 ft due to a below grade story. The eastern portion
of the building would be setback 3 ft. along a portion of the southern
property line and 3’ along a portion of the northern interior property
line where the zone requires an 8’ setback. The applicant intends to
develop a 48 unit motel.

CITY COUNCIL DECISION:

On September 12, 2016; the Seaside City Council verbally approved the above
referenced appeal request and denied the original variance request (file reference #16-
017V) at 341 S Prom that was approved by the Planning Commission.

The Council’s decision was based on the information in the record that included the
appellants’ submittals, oral & written testimony during the public hearings, the original
variance submittal, minutes from the Planning Commission’s public hearing, and the
Commission’s final order.

The Council’s Final Decision to approve the appeal is supported by the findings,
justification statements, and conclusions adopted in conjunction with denial of the
original variance request (16-017V).

APPEAL PROVISIONS:

The Council’s decisions may be appealed to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) in
accordance with Oregon Revised Statute 197.830 which generally requires the
following:

The Notice of Intent to Appeal and the required fees must be filed at LUBA
within 21 days after the land use decision becomes final as described by OAR
661-010-0010(3). If the deadline is missed, LUBA will dismiss the appeal.
Under LUBA’s rules (OAR 661-010-0015(1)(b)), the date of filing a Notice of
Intent to Appeal is either the date the Notice is actually received by LUBA or
the date the Notice is mailed, provided it is mailed by registered or certified mail



and the party filing the Notice obtains a receipt stamped by the U.S. Postal
Service showing the date mailed and the certified or registered number.

If you have any questions regarding this decision or the appeal process, please contact
the Planning Department at (503) 738-7100.

The date of the final decision is the date the decision is reduced to writing and that
coincides with the date of this “Notice of Final Decision”: Monday, September 26,

2016.




IN ADDITION TO CONSIDERING THE PUBLIC HEARING TESTIMONY & ALL THE
INFORMATION IN THE RECORD, THE CITY COUNCIL’S FINAL DECISION WAS
SPECIFICALLY SUPPORTED BY ADOPTING THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION.

REQUEST SUMMARY:

16-017V: A request by Antoine Simmons for a variance to the allowed building height
and required side yard setbacks at 341 S Prom. (6 10 21AC TL: 11900, 11100, 10900).
The property is zoned Resort Residential (R-R) and the zone currently allows a defined
building height of 45 ft. The applicant is requesting to build up to a defined height of
approximately 60 ft on the western portion of the property but the apparent height would
be approximately 52 ft due to a below grade story. The eastern portion of the building
would be setback 3 ft. along a portion of the southern property line and 3’ along a
portion of the northern interior property line where the zone requires an 8’ setback. The
applicant intends to develop a 48 unit motel.

DECISION CRITERIA, FINDINGS, AND CONCLUSIONS:V

The following is a list of the decision criteria applicable to the request. Each of the
criteria is followed by findings or justification statements adopted by the Council support
their conclusion. '

REVIEW CRITERIA #1: Variance Section 7.031, the property owner must
demonstrate by written application that all of the following circumstances exist:

1. The manner in which exceptional or extraordinary circumstances apply to
the property which do not apply generally to other properties in the same zone or
vicinity, and result from lot size or shape legally existing prior to the date of this
Ordinance, topography, or other circumstances over which the applicant has no
control.

2. How literal interpretation of the provisions of this Ordinance would deprive
the applicant of rights commonly enjoyed by other properties in the same district
under the terms of this Ordinance.

3. That the special conditions and circumstances do not result from the
actions of the applicant, and

4, Evidence that granting the variance will not confer on the applicant any
special privilege that is denied by this Ordinance to owners of other lands,
structures, or buildings in the same district. No nonconforming use of
neighboring lands, structures, or buildings in the same district and no permitted
use of land, structures or buildings in other districts shall be considered grounds
for issuance of a variance.

FINDINGS & JUSTIFICATION STATEMENTS:

1. Mailed notice of the original request and the appeal of the Planning Commission’s
decision were mailed to the affected property owners and all the parties to the
decision.




2. The applicant’'s submitted justification, site plan & elevation drawings are adopted by
reference. A summary of the applicant’s proposal and justification include the
following:

a. Project Narrative: This project will replaoe the existing hotel between Beach
Drive & an undeveloped portion of 6" Street.

b. The existing hotel was originally built as a house in the 1920 and it has
undergone a number of expansions and remodels. It is generally in poor
condition and in need of replacement.

c. The vacant property on the westerly portion of the property has been vacant
for many years. It has been neglected and an eyesore adjacent to the Prom.
The goal is to develop a hotel that fits the context of the location.

d. This property is the only vacant parcel in the south prom vicinity. It is
bordered by the 5 story 52 foot high Promenade hotel and 6 story 64 foot
high Sand & Sea hotel to the south in the RR zone and the 8 story 84 foot
high Worldmark Timeshare to the north in the C2 Zone . These adjacent
buildings are considerably higher than the allowed 45 foot average height
maximum for this project. The building is designed in a more traditional style
that the adjacent building s in order to convey a more welcome, friendlier
appearance than the more contemporary neighboring buildings. It will have a
sloped roof with numerous dormers and open decks on the westerly facade
to add to the coastal experience. The tower at the northwest corner is the
tallest roof at 90 feet, while the main roof and dormers are 60 feet average in
height, 65 feet at the peak.

The easterly portion of the property is 50 feet in width. If side yard setbacks
of 8 feet were applied on both the north and south side yards, the parking as
configured would not be possible. Therefore, a portion of the north and south
property setbacks have been reduced to three feet, less than those allowed
for zero lot line setbacks in zoning section 5.070 in R-2 andR-3 zones. There
is only a garage at the southwest corner of the adjacent parcel that would
abut this development.

e. The literal interpretation of the ordinance would limit the allowed average roof
height of the proposed development to 45 feet from the lowest point of the
property, or 37 feet at the westerly property line, based on the slope of the
site. This would reduce the development by two stories, or 26 units, more
than half of the proposed total and render the project infeasible.

f.  The special condition represented by the adjacent properties has not been
created by the applicant.

g. Itis recognized that the granting of this variance will not confer any special
privilege that is denied to owners of other lands, structures, or buildings in the
same district. It is understood that the adjacent parcels were in compliance
with the original land use zones when they were developed, therefore the
non-conforming use of neighboring land is not a basis for this variance.

























































