City Hall, PO Box 708, Garibaldi, OR 97118
Office: (503) 322-3327 | Fax: (503) 322-3737
City Manager email: geoff@ci.garibaldi.or.us

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING
AGENDA

Monday, July 27, 2020 – 6:30 p.m.
Attendance:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Got to zoom.us/join
Enter the meeting ID: 865 5931 9734
Required meeting password: 663426
Optional call-in phone number: (346) 248-7799: enter meeting ID and password when prompted.

Please send public comments to geoff@ci.garibaldi.or.us if you would like written comments entered into the
record. The deadline for receipt is 12:00 pm Monday July 27, 2020.

REGULAR PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
I.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGINCE
II.

CALL TO ORDER

III.

PUBLIC HEARING:
Nothing Scheduled
CONSENT CALENDAR

IV.

A. Approval

of Minutes –Planning Commission Public Hearing Extension
05/27/2020…………………………………………………………………………………..3.

B. Approval of Minutes – Planning Commission Public Hearing 06/29/2020…………10.
Under the consent calendar, the Planning Commission may add anything to
Commission Business discussed during the workshop

I.

AGENDA NOTES (OPENING OF PUBLCI HEARING) ……………..……………………..20.

II.

PUBLIC HEARING –Conditional Use Application – Derek “Dirk” Sigurdson (CU-2020-03)

A. Application for Conditional Use
a. Exhibit 1: Applicant Form for a Conditional Use Application…………………25.
b. Exhibit 2: Sigurdson Boat Shop with Living Quarters…………………………35.
B. City of Garibaldi Staff Report……………………………………………………………49.
C. Written Testimony in Support…………………………………....(None Received to Date).
D. Written Testimony in Opposition………………………………………………………...57.
E. Written Testimony neither in Support or Opposition…………….(None Received to Date).
ADJOURMENT OF PUBLIC HEARING

V.

GUESTS – None Scheduled
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VI.
VII.

PUBLIC COMMENT
PRESENTATIONS:
Nothing Scheduled

VIII.
IX.

CORRESPONDENCE: None
OLD BUSINESS:
A. Remand of Conditional Use Application 2020-02 decision.
a. Agenda notes & instructions from City Council……………………69.
b. Planning Commission Final Order 05/29/2020……………………..70.

X.

NEW BUSINESS:
a. Consideration of Conditional Use Application: Derek “Dirk”
Sigurdson (CU-2020-03)

XI.

ADJOURNMENT

JULY 27, 2020 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING – Page 2 of 2

3

P.O. Box 708 / 107 6th Street
Garibaldi, OR 97118
Phone: (503) 322-3327
Fax: (503) 322-3737
Email: city@ci.garibaldi.or.us
Website: www.ci.garibald.or.us
The City of Garibaldi is an equal opportunity employer and provider

PUBLIC HEARING AND SPECIAL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
MINUTES (DRAFT)

Wednesday, May 27, 2020, 6:30 p.m.
Online meeting: Zoom (zoom.us.join)
I.

CALL TO ORDER
Planning Commission Chair Nathan Findling called the Public Hearing and special
Planning Commission meeting to order and opened the Public Hearing for an
application for a conditional use permit in the R-1 Zone by Nea-Kah-Nie School District
#56. at 6:30 p.m. Present were Commissioners Nathan Findling, Karna Inman, James
Buker, and Roger Cooper, City Manager Geoff Wullschlager, City Engineer/Planner
Pro-Tem Blake Lettenmaier, Administrative Assistant II Laura Schmidt. Citizens
present were Melissa Elmore, Whitey Forseman, Janmaire Nugent, and Paul Erlebach.
Others were present but did not identify themselves. James Fanjoy (Architect) was
present representing the applicant.

II.

PUBLIC HEARING – PUBLIC HEARING OF AN APPLICATION FOR
CONDITIONAL USE IN THE R-1 ZONE BY NEA-KAH-NIE SCHOOL DISTRICT #56.
Chair Findling read aloud the following statement: “This is a quasi-judicial continuance
of the public hearing of the Garibaldi Planning Commission originally opened on May 20th,
2020, to consider an application for a conditional use in the R-1 Zone within the City of
Garibaldi. This continuance was granted in accordance with a request for persons to present
and rebut new evidence, arguments or testimony regarding the application. The decision that
will be made here tonight is going to be whether or not the Planning Commission should approve
the requested conditional use.
“A copy of the staff report describing the proposed use has been available to the public since
May 13th, 2020, and City staff has been available for questions and comments regarding the
proposed use since that time. Notice of the hearing tonight has been provided to the public
through publication in the Headlight Herald on April 29th, 2020, and through public posting
at various locations in town on May 15th, 2020. Notice was provided to property owners within
250 feet of the location of the proposed use by posted mail in conformance with the City’s
municipal code on April 2th, 2020. Notice of this continuance was publicly posted at various
locations throughout town prior to this meeting.
“This continuance of hearing is an opportunity for the public to comment on the proposed use.
I would like to ask those present if there is any objection to the jurisdiction of this commission
or any of its members? This question is specific to the authority of the Garibaldi City Planning
Commission in approving or denying a request for conditional use within the City of Garibaldi.”
Hearing no objections, Chair Findling asked if any commissioners had a declared
conflict of interest or bias regarding the matter before the commission tonight. Chair
Findling notes that nothing had changed in a week.
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Chair Findling read the following statement: “At this time, I’ll ask the members of the
Planning Commission if they would like the City Planner Pro-Tem and the City Manager to
summarize, clarify, or revisit any part of the Planner’s staff report that was delivered on
originally on May 20th, 2020“
Chair Findling confirms with City Manager that the Architect’s rebuttal will be read
into the record later during the hearing and decides to hold any questions until then.
Chair Findling continues by reading the script as follows: “The decision that will be made
tonight is whether or not the Planning Commission will approve of the requested use. The
decision to approve or deny the use will be adopted through a final order that staff will prepare
after the meeting tonight. Any appeal to the decision made here tonight must be submitted to
the City Recorder within ten days of the date that the final order is signed. Once staff has
prepared the final order and I have signed it, the applicant will be notified along with anyone
else that requests or is required to be notified. Notification will be provided within five days of
the date that the order is signed. Are there any questions about this process?”
APPLICANTS TESTIMONY – “The Planning Commission now calls for the applicant to
present any new testimony regarding their application. Please keep in mind, that the
commission may ask questions of the applicant, but members of the public in attendance should
save any testimony for public testimony.”
Architect Fanjoy discussed the height of the proposed structure which was suggested
as a condition of approval to be 21.9 feet and requested the full amount of height
allowed of 24 feet.
Chair Findling asks City Planner Lettenmaier to explain how he came to the conclusion
of 21.9 feet. Lettenmaier stated he came up with that specific number from the
Applicant’s plans and agrees that it’s normal for things to change during construction
and he recommended to change the proposed condition of approval to allow up to 23
feet to minimize any obstructed views.
Cm. Inman questions whether the allowance of additional feet would obstruct the view
of the residences. Architect Fanjoy confirms it would.
PUBLIC COMMENT - “The Planning Commission will now call for any new public
testimony. If there are any comments on the proposed use, please keep those comments brief and
to the point. If there is an objection to a proposed use, the objection needs to address relevant
facts or information from the City’s municipal code, the City’s comprehensive plan, the
Planner’s staff report or relevant State law. Any material produced in relation to, support or
opposition of, the proposed use must be submitted to the Recorder to be included in the record.
Failure to address a pertinent criterion at this hearing will preclude an appeal based on that
criterion. Any party may request that the record for this hearing be held open for at least seven
days for a second extension of hearing; however, this request must be made prior to the close of
this hearing, and is subject to the requirements of ORS 227.178, and ORS 197.763 which
requires the governing body of a city or its designee to take final action on an application for a
permit, including resolution of all appeals within 120 days after the application is deemed
complete, and limits a second extension to the purview of the presiding body, the Garibaldi
Planning Commission. The City received and deemed the application complete on May 2nd,
2020.
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Comments are limited to three minutes. Persons wishing to speak must first be recognized by
the chair and must state their name and address. If you are representing another person or
entity, please state who that is and what your connection to that person or entity is.”
“I will take any Proponents’ testimony first.”
City Manager Wullschlager read written testimony in support of the application into
the record from Ms. Michele Aeder (previously read into the record on May 20th, 2020)
and Ms. Catherine Jason and Ethan Louis. The testimony submitted highlighted the
benefits to the community, the children attending the school, and the increased
opportunities that the structure would provide during inclement weather which is
currently restricted to the gymnasium. They also discussed how the new structure
would open opportunities for other activities within the gym such as physical
education and music study and that the project would add needed parking for the
school. There were no commissioner comments regarding the written testimony.
Chair Findling asked for any new oral public testimony in support of the application.
Neah-Kah-Nie Superintendent Paul Erlibach offered testimony highlighting the
importance of the project; in that it will assist the school district in delivering
recreational opportunities during inclement weather, reduce interference with
curriculum, and that it will provide the community with an asset for public enjoyment.
“I will now take any Opponents testimony. Please keep in mind that the applicant gets three
minutes to respond to each opponent. If the applicant gives any new information during their
rebuttal, the opponent in turn gets an additional three minutes to respond.”
City Manager Wullschlager read written testimony in opposition to the application
into the record from Ms. Melissa Elmore and Mr. Gaylord (Whitey) and Mrs. Melissa
Forsman. These written submissions highlighted the position that the application, as
submitted, does not meet Goal 3. – Community Development Pattern, of the Garibaldi
Comprehensive Plan and asked how the Planning Commission would ensure this
requirement would be met. They also asked for bicycle parking as suggested by the
City Planner, a traffic study per the potentiality of increased traffic, private property
security, site security, line of sight mitigation for scenic views of adjoining properties,
stormwater management, engineering study/report for stability of adjoining upslope
properties, adherence to CDC ventilation standards, noise mitigation, shading of
adjoining properties mitigation, and color schemes that would not generate increased
reflection of light on adjoining properties.
Chair Findling asked for any new oral public testimony in opposition of the
application. Ms. Elmore provided testimony stating that she felt the application as
presented was missing some of the elements needed for conformance with the
Garibaldi Municipal Code (GMC), and asked how the application would meet Goal 3
of the Garibaldi Comprehensive Plan by protecting adjacent properties. She also stated
that her testimony was not in complete opposition to the plan. She asked if any studies
had been done to ensure this, and while she supports children having alternatives for
recreation during inclement weather, she would like her concerns addressed.
Mr. Forsman reiterated what Ms. Elmore had discussed regarding the impact to
adjacent properties, as well as his concern regarding the height and noise.
Chair Findling stated that the Planning Commission would then start with rebuttal
testimony and reminded those in attendance that the height standard being suggested
would mitigate for height by not allowing a maximum building height of 24’ as
allowed for the zone.
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City Manager Wullschlager read the rebuttal testimony into the record from
applicants’ representative, Jim Fanjoy. This rebuttal stated that it would comply with
conditions of approval as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

•
•

Legally combining the two lots.
Installing compact car parking signage (for newly generated parking areas).
Installing bicycle parking as suggested.
All retaining walls comply with the Oregon Structural Specialty Code.
All outdoor lighting will be dark sky friendly.
The project does not impact clear vision areas
Parking arrangement as posited complies with the GMC parking standards for
R-1 zoning.
The school will provide adequate supervision during school hours to protect
children with respect to new parking areas and clear vision.
The school district will make the playground area available to the community
during non-school hours.
There is no planned increase for enrollment, and after-hours use is projected to
be but a small percentage of use with regards to increased foot traffic.
A traffic impact analysis is not required.
No foot traffic will be routed through adjacent properties.
Security cameras will be installed on the structure.
The retaining wall will hold back the hillside but is not designed to offer visual
separation.
Current drainage will be served by foundation and surface drainage. A
stormwater study was conducted by a civil engineer.
All plans have been reviewed by a civil engineer and are in compliance with
provision of ASCE7 and the Oregon specialty code with regards to seismic
events.
No sound study has bene preformed, but sound will be mitigated by current
design of the school building and ongoing playground sounds have been a part
of the area for almost a century.
The structure will not shade adjoining properties thought a computerized solar
model.
The zoning provisions of GMC provide for regulating development and
provides for multiple types of developments. View rights are not protected, and
the applicant will make concessions for harmonious development with
neighboring properties.

Chair Findling called for rebuttal from any person in opposition to the application. Mr.
Gaylord (Whitey) Forsman stated that he would like to see where there is an
accommodation with respect to height level. Mr. Jim Fanjoy stated that they are
accommodating by only building to 23’ not 24’ as is conditionally allowed in the code.
He went on to state that nowhere in the GMC is it stated what level an accommodation
must meet, in rebuttal to Mr. Forsman’s statement.
Ms. Elmore stated that it appears that security cameras would be installed and asked
if these were on the current site plans. She also referenced that within the current siting,
and with the proposed retaining wall, that there is access to her property, in addition
to asking to see the current solar model. Mr. Fanjoy stated that the cameras are
indicated on sheet E-1. Mr. Fanjoy further stated that he could add this to the record.
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With regards to people entering the property from the north, the district may be
persuaded to pledge to put up certain amount of cedar fencing or up to a certain dollar
amount for the security of neighboring properties. Ms. Elmore asked if there would be
a railing put along the retaining wall. Mr. Fanjoy submitted that the retaining walls
that are put in will have a guardrail wherever there is a drop, in excess of 30”, to ensure
that no-one falls into the play area. This was concluded by Mr. Fanjoy stating that the
applicant wanted to be accommodating to needs such as this.
Mr. Forsman requested to know what color the roof was going to be. Mr. Fanjoy stated
that it has not been chosen yet, but they would pick a color that coordinates with the
existing color scheme of the school. Mr. Forsman requests that it not be white or silver.
City Manager Wullschlager asks City Planner Lettenmaier if the conditions of approval
discussed between Ms. Elmore and Mr. Fanjoy was clear and if he was comfortable
with it. Lettenmaier confirms he agrees and is comfortable with it and can include it
in the Final Order.
Chair Findling pauses the hearing to take a quick break. Hearing is resumed at 7:48
p.m.
Mr. Fanjoy explained sun shadows during winter months. Ms. Elmore receives
confirmation that she will contact Superintendent Erlebach regarding the fencing.
Chair Findling requests neutral testimony and hearing none moves forward with the
hearing and asks, “Are there any questions from the commission about comments received at
this time?”.
Lettenmaier states that citizen comments with regard to sight distance and traffic
caused city staff to take a deeper look at this. He notes that although the application
meets the requirement in the code as it pertains to sight distance, he suggests a stop
sign shall be installed on 8th street at Cypress Avenue and the installation of a School
Zone speed reduction signs of 20 mph on 6th, 7th and 8th Streets near Cypress Avenue
and on 6th Street near Driftwood Avenue.
Chair Findling questioned Mr. Fanjoy about what will be underneath the structure and
he confirms it will just be the playground. He then questions the type of cameras that
will be used, and Mr. Fanjoy states the IT guy would be the best to answer that question
and provide specific information. Janmaire Nugent, Principal of Garibaldi Grade
School, states that the cameras will be hard wired and will be on the districts network
just as the ones currently installed are.
Chair Findling moves the hearing forward and asks, “Is there a request to keep the record
open?”. Discussion is had regarding procedure on keeping the record open.
Chair Findling closed the public hearing at 8:04 p.m. and reconvened the special
meeting of the Garibaldi Planning Commission at 8:05 p.m.

IV.

NEW BUSINESS

A. Consideration of Conditional Use Application – Neah-Kah-Nie School District
#56 (CU-2020-02)

Consideration of application CU 2020-02 was discussed.
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A vote was taking regarding the installation of a School Zone speed reduction
signs of 20 mph on 6th, 7th and 8th Streets near Cypress Avenue and on 6th Street
near Driftwood Avenue.
AYES: Findling, Cooper and Buker; NAYS: Inman; ABSENT: Parker.
A vote was taking regarding the installation of a stop sign on 8th street at
Cypress Avenue.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
A vote was taken regarding the Applicant providing up to $2,000.00 of
pedestrian prohibitive barrier improvements to the owner of lot identified on
Tillamook County Map # 1N 10W 21AB lot 08600.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
A vote was taken regarding the maximum building height being limited to
23’-0" above the existing playground asphalt elevation.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
Discussion was had in regard to Garibaldi not being a design review
community, as it pertained to the color of the proposed roof.
A vote was taken as a recommendation of approval that Neah-Kah-Nie School
District # 56 not select colors that are reflective such as silver or white on the
structure roof.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
Chair Findling motions to take a vote to approve the remaining conditions of
approval on page 15 of the hearing packet. Cm. Inman seconds.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
Cm. Buker motions to approve application CU 2020-02. Cm. Inman seconds.
Cm. Buker votes to approve the application as he believes it meets the
criteria.
Cm. Cooper votes to approve the application based on the current
conditions and staff reporting.
Cm. Inman votes to approve the application based on the information
provided by the contractor Mr. Fanjoy and the City staff.
Chair Findling votes to approve the application based on the criteria,
the architects, the rebuttals, the affirmation on drainage calculations and
the like.
AYES: Findling, Cooper, Inman and Buker; NAYS: None; ABSENT: Parker.
City Manager Wullschlager explained the Final Order process and the process of
appeal.
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ADJOURMENT
Chair Findling adjourned the meeting at 8:32 p.m.

______________________________
Chair: Nathan Findling
____________________________
Attest: Geoff Wullschlager
Transcription: Laura Schmidt
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING/PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
Monday, June 29, 2020, 6:30 p.m.
Online meeting: Zoom
Meeting ID: 845-9617-3592
Meeting password: 315717
I.

CALL TO ORDER
Planning Commission Chair Nathan Findling called the Public Hearing to order and
opened the Public Hearing for an application for a conditional use permit to build a
structure in the C-1 zone at 6:41 p.m. Present were Commissioners Nathan Findling,
James Buker, and Roger Cooper, City Engineer/Planner Pro-Tem Blake Lettenmaier.
Citizens present were Jay Harrison, Ahna Ortiz, Dale Mohr. Others were present but
did not identify themselves. Derek “Dirk” Sigurdson was present representing the
applicant.

II.

PUBLIC HEARING – CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION – DEREK “DIRK”
SIGURDSON (CU-2020- 03)
PUBLIC HEARING OF AN APPLICATION FOR CONDITIONAL USE TO BUILD A
STRUCTURE IN THE C-1 ZONE. THE PURPOSE OF THE PROPOSED STRUCTURE
IS TO CREATE A BOAT SHOP WITH LIVING QUARTERS.
Chair Findling read aloud the following statement: “This is a quasi-judicial hearing of
the Garibaldi Planning Commission to consider an application for a conditional use in
the C-1 Zone within the City of Garibaldi. The decision that will be made here tonight
is going to be whether or not the Planning Commission should approve the requested
conditional use.”
“A copy of the staff report describing the proposed use has been available to the public
since June 27th, 2020, and City staff has been available for questions and comments
regarding the proposed use since that time. Notice of the hearing tonight has been
provided to the public through publication in the Headlight Herald on June 3rd, 2020,
and through public posting at various locations in town on May 29th, 2020. Notice was
provided to property owners within 250 feet of the location of the proposed use by
posted mail in conformance with the City’s municipal code on May 29th, 2020. Notice
of this hearing was publicly posted at various locations throughout town prior to this
meeting.”
“This hearing is an opportunity for the public to comment on the proposed use. I would
like to ask those present if there is any objection to the jurisdiction of this commission
or any of its members? This question is specific to the authority of the Garibaldi City
Planning Commission in approving or denying a request for conditional use within the
City of Garibaldi.”
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Jay Harrison noted an objection to the jurisdiction of Cm. Cooper due to a conflict of
interest because of conversations regarding the proposed construction and also there
was discussion of purchasing property. He goes on to say he feel this engagement is in
financial favor of the application and should excuse Cm. Cooper from any decision or
discussion, nothing personal.
Cm. Cooper replies that his inquiry was for a completely different project and basis
and it had nothing to do with the current application.
Jay Harrison withdraws the opposition.
Chair Findling asks if any of the Commissioners have had any ex-parte contact, all state
there was none. Cm. Cooper confirms his inquiry was for a completely different project
that never went forward because the property was already pending sale. Chair Finding
asked if the property was not pending would he be interested. Cm Cooper states he
would not.
Chair Findling states that “it is now Blake’s turn”.
City Planner Lettenmaier begins to summarize his staff report. He notes that there is
no address for the property at the current time because there is no building and
addresses are not assigned to vacant lots. It used to have an address when there was
an eatery on it.
He goes on to say “this is conditional use to build a structure in the C-1 zone. The
purpose of the proposed structure is to create a boat shop with living quarters above.
Request for a conditional use permit to construct a boat building business on this street
level and a residential use on the second level of the proposed structure in the C-1 zone.
The purpose of the proposed structure will be to provide a 3,648 square foot structure
that will have approximately 1,824 square feet at the street level for commercial boat
building business, and 1,824 square feet on the second story for residential living
quarters. The lot used to have a diner look located on it, until it was torn down and
since then it has remained a vacant lot. The substantive criteria under review for this
request are specified in Garibaldi Municipal Code, chapter 18.25. The commercial zone
C-1 chapter 18.185 conditional uses and the Garibaldi Comprehensive Plan.
Conditional uses that are permitted include boat dealers, cabinet or woodworking
shops, contractor storage, repair or sale shops, tire retreading, welding or machine
shops. Staff finds the proposed use implicitly falling into the conditional use as
permitted in the Garibaldi Municipal Code. As stated in the application, items B and D
conditionally permitted uses match the use being proposed coupled with the
conditionally permitted use A above boat dealers. Staff is recommending the Planning
Commission makes the determination of approving or not approving this application.
Should the Planning Commission approve this application staff recommends
approving the conditions of approval as found on page eight of the staff report.”
He goes on to explain, “what I just summarized in the word implicitly was used on
purpose because there's a little bit of a gray zone here. The conditional uses permitted
do not speak to boat manufacturing businesses. But if you combine A, B and D, you
sort of get a boat manufacturing business, although it's not explicitly said, and that's
why staff is not making a recommendation of approval or disapproval and it’s going
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He highlights the points in the staff report that are significant. He notes that the setback
will be dictated by the Uniform Fire Protection Code and that will be through the
building permit process.
City Planner Lettenmaier goes on to say, “Looking at the comprehensive plan when it
comes to air and water quality policies, the proposed project does not knowingly
adversely impact air and water quality. Staff recommends the applicant address any
such adverse impacts of the bulk building process, i.e. grinding, welding, painting, etc.
and provide appropriate mitigation measures. Hazards - staff recommends the
applicant address any such adverse impacts of the boat building process, i.e. grinding,
welding, painting, etc. and provide appropriate mitigation measures. Public Facilities
- there's an existing drainage culvert that runs diagonally, allegedly runs diagonally,
across the property. That shall be removed and a new drainage system designed by a
licensed and registered engineer in the State of Oregon that does not go underneath
any such proposed building.
Chair Findling interjects and asks what he means by “allegedly”. Lettenmaier explains
that it’s not our property and it hasn't been dug up with a backhoe to see if it's really
there. We can look at the inlet and outlet and assume it runs in a straight line.
Lettenmaier continues his report and states “Economy…staff believes that the
proposed project will supply construction and boosting the local economy during
operations. With that being said, staff recommends that the Planning Commission
members move to approve or not approve the application to authorize or not authorize
a conditional use permit to construct a boat shop with living quarters based upon
information in the application as presented within the staff report subject to the
recommended conditions of approval herein should the Planning Commission move
to approve.”
Lettenmaier concludes by saying “that summarizes the application”.
Chair Findling asks the Commissioners if they had any questions regarding the report.
He goes on to say that Cm. Parker asks, “What will the setback be and what do you
recommend?”
Lettenmaier responds, “The setbacks to the residential zone, which is north of the lot
will be 15 feet. The setback on the west side of the building adjacent to another
commercial lot/business is proposed to be five feet. But again, this is the setback that I
said would be dictated by the Uniform Fire Protection Code.” He goes on to explain
that different types of buildings have greater setbacks but all of that is up for the
building community development department, the building official and the fire chief
to make those determinations based upon the insurance services office in New York
that regulates those provisions.
Chair Findling states that Cm. Parker would also like to know what is the commercial
business on the west side. Lettenmaier responds that he believes it is a vacation rental.
Jay Harrison states “actually, there is a vacation rental and a full time rental…the house
has been occupied as a residence for over 90 years”. Ahna Ortiz states “it's been a
residence for me for 40 years”.
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Chair Findling mentions he notices that Dale Mohr’s hand is raised and explains there
is a part coming up to discuss public comment or question or objections or testimony
to or for it. He asks if it was something other than any of those and unmutes him to
hear his response.
Lettenmaier reminds Chair Findling that this time is for questions of him regarding the
proposed application.
Dale Mohr states that this format does not work well for him. Chair Findling states
there will be time for public comment but first they must get through the
Commissioners’ questions for the application.
Chair Findling continues to relay Cm. Parker’s questions and ask Lettenmaier to
explain the light fixtures.
Lettenmaier responds, “It is recommended in the conditions of approval should the
Planning Commission approve the application that all light fixtures will conform with
the Illuminating Engineering Society full cutoff fixtures required by dark sky
regulations”.
Chair Findling notes that he does not see any more questions from Cm. Parker at this
time, and states “I'm going to move on. I now ask the City Planner Pro Tem to relay
any correspondence or inquiry received to date. If you have submitted written
testimony or are present and would like to speak, please hold your comment until I
ask for the oral testimony.”
Chair Findling asks Lettenmaier if he had received any written correspondence.
Lettenmaier responds that he has received three written correspondences - one from
Ahna Ortiz and Jay Harrison, one from Larry (not audible), and one from Dale Mohr.
Lettenmaier reads them all into the record per instruction from Chair Findling.
Chair Findling asks if there are any other questions before proceeding? He notes that
Cm. Parker had two more questions and states she would like to know if those
aforementioned lights will come on by movement and what is the sound buffering
material being proposed?
Lettenmaier responds, “I don't know the answer to that. That is something that if you
wanted to make it a condition of approval that you could recommend that that be a
condition of approval as a Commission” and goes on to state that he does not know
what the sound buffering material they are proposing is.
There were no additional questions. Chair Findling moves the hearing forward and
reads the following, “the decision that will be made here tonight is whether or not the
Planning Commission will approve the requested use. The decision to approve or
deny the use will be adopted through a final order that staff will prepare after the
meeting tonight. Any appeal to the decision made here tonight must be submitted to
the city recorder within 10 days of the date that final order is signed. When staff has
prepared the final order and I have signed it, the applicant will be notified along with
anyone else who has requested or that is required to be notified. Notification will be
provided within five days of the date that the order is signed. Are there any questions
about the process?”.
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Chair Findling noting no hands were raised, moves forward by reading the following,
“Planning Commission calls for the Applicant to present any testimony regarding their
application. Please keep in mind that the Commission may ask questions of the
Applicant but members of the public in attendance should save any testimony for the
public comment”.
Applicant goes on to present his application by stating the following “Hello everyone,
thanks for giving me the opportunity to present a conditional use application. I am
excited about possibility of building a boat shop in Garibaldi. I grew up in Seaside, and
currently live in Bothell, Washington, and I’m eager to move back to the coast and start
this business. While traveling to Tillamook for football, basketball and baseball in high
school, I always enjoyed seeing the bay and the three graces while going through
Garibaldi. More recently, I've been making fishing trips to the area and have really
grown to love the town and the area. I think the appeal of a small town like Garibaldi
can be enhanced by businesses that build and create. In an efficient village like
Garibaldi it's even more enhanced by building and creating products that support the
fishing industry. I lived in Santa Cruz, California for some time and always thought it
was great to see the local surfboard shops selling their boards to the local professional
surfers. Similarly, I hope that my boat shop can at some point be a place where local
fishermen and charter captains come and get the boat of their dreams.
The proposal is for a building that consists of approximately 3600 square feet of shop
space, taking up the entire first floor, a second story residential unit approximately
1800 square feet is also contained in the proposal. A boat shop in many ways is similar
to a number of uses that are called out conditionally allowed in the C-1 zone. Two that
are most similar would be woodworking shops and welding or machine shops. Those
two applications would most certainly cause the same concern from neighboring
properties. Most likely being the issue of sound. I can understand how neighbors
would want to make sure that sound from the business doesn't negatively impact their
quality of life, especially since properties bordering are residential and a commercial
property that is used as a residence.
I did quite a bit of research into sound pollution from metal welding, cutting and
grinding, although there substantially more costs, I am proposing that the external
walls and roof be built with prefabricated insulated panels with an R-value that will
significantly reduce any emitted sound from the boat building process. The
specification for those types of panels indicates that sound from the frequencies of
metal grinding, which has the biggest potential for sound pollution, can be reduced by
approximately 40 decibels. The result will be that the sound emanating from the
building during the time of the loudest manufacturing processes, or when they're
occurring, will be similar to that of an indoor conversation between people.
Another concern that I didn't address in my application, related to welding, is the
emission of fumes. This may change, but I plan on building welded aluminum boats.
The primary welding process for aluminum boats is BIG and/or TIG, which are two of
the more cleaner welding processes. To conform to OSHA requirements the shop will
include a fume extractor. The type of extractor that I plan to use collects welding fumes
directly at the welding source. Rather than venting the fumes outside, the extractor
filters the fumes and collects the potentially harmful byproducts ensuring that virtually
no hazardous particles leave the building.
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Similarly, the bulk painting process, especially if sprayed as opposed to rolled, can emit
potentially harmful VOCs. I plan to use the same fume extractor as used during
welding if it can support both welding fumes and VOCs. This is something that I'm
still researching. If the welding fume extractor doesn't support VOCs, then an
additional extractor will be added. The proposal includes a residential unit that I plan
to live in with my family and so the fumes from the welding and painting process isn't
just a concern for the neighbors but also something that is a significant concern for me
as well. It's an area where I fully intend to take extra precaution to ensure the safety for
my family, workers at the shop, and neighbors.
Something else that is important to note is my intent is not to create a major
manufacturing operation at this location. In reality, the size of the building wouldn't
support that anyway. I plan to build a small-scale shop where I manufacture a single
boat at a time and do a significant amount of building process myself. There are a lot
of parts of the building process that are relatively quiet - fairing, painting, rigging as
examples. As a result, a large portion of the shops operation time will produce very
little noise impacting the neighbors at all.
In summary, I think that a small-scale craft boat shop would be a great addition to the
town. From my perspective, Garibaldi is an ideal spot for this business. It'd be an honor
for me to join the rich fishing heritage of the town. I'm confident that any possible
negative impacts of the manufacturing process can be mitigated and that this business
can be one that the community would be proud to call its own. Thank you.”
Chair Findling asks if the Commissioners have any questions for the Applicant. He
states he has a couple from Cm. Parker to relay. Cm. Cooper asks for confirmation that
the boats would be aluminum and the applicant confirms they would be. Cm. Cooper
then asks how long they would be and Applicant responds that the building can
support up to about 30 feet.
Chair Findling goes on to relay Cm. Parker’s questions (noting she was communicating
by email) by stating that she would like to know a few things: how long the Applicant
has been a boat builder, how long/big they're going to be (he notes this has been
answered), and if the cutoff lights will go on and off by rain or by movement.
Applicant responds by saying, “I built a kayak once in my childhood and that's the
bulk of my experience, jokingly, I'm not currently a boat builder. I'm a mechanical
engineer. I have a degree in mechanical engineering. I've always kind of built things
and this is a craft that I want to learn and basically build a business …”
Applicant goes on to explain in regards to the lighting question that that level of detail
in the planning process has not happened yet and that the property is currently in the
pending sale state until approval or denial of this application.
Chair Findling clarifies the building use and then relays Cm. Parkers last question,
which was if the Applicant looked at other properties. Applicant responds that he
briefly looked at a property across the street but it potentially had drainage issues and
it was not a big lot, so he concluded that he would not be able to build the appropriate
building there.
Chair Findling notes that Cm. Buker has his hand raised. Cm. Buker questions if
repairs would be part of the business. Applicant responds that it would be.
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Chair Findling moves the hearing forward by reading the following, “The planning
Commission will now call for any public testimony. If there are any comments on the
proposed use, please keep those comments brief and to the point. If there is an objection
to the proposed use, the objection needs to address relevant facts or information from
the City's Municipal Code, the City's Comprehensive Plan, the Planner’s staff report or
relevant state law. Any material produced in relation to support or opposition of the
proposed use must be submitted to the recorder to be included in the record. Failure
to address a pertinent criterion at this hearing will preclude an appeal based on that
criterion. Any party may request that the record for this hearing be held open for at
least seven days for an extension of hearing. However, this request must be made prior
to the close of the hearing and is subject to requirements of ORS 227.118 and ORS
197.763 which requires the governing body of a city or its designee to take final action
on the applicant for permit, including resolution of all appeals within 120 days after
the application is deemed complete. The city received and deemed application
complete on May 13, 2020. Comments at all limited to three minutes, keep them
concise.
Persons wishing to speak must be recognized by the chair, must state the name and
address. If you're representing another person or entity, please state who that is and
what your connection to that person or entity is.”
Chair Findling noting as there are not hands raised, he will start with proponents of
the application first and states, “if you have testimony that is supporting the
application positively, then put your hand up now”.
Cm. Parker states that she does not that think that lights going on and off because of
rain would be good for neighbors and that she's not comfortable with the Applicant’s
lack of experience. She says too big, start smaller.
Chair Findling notes he does not see any proponent testimony, so he moves forward
to take opponents testimony and states “please keep in mind that the Applicant gets
three minutes to respond to each. If the applicant gives any new information during
the rebuttal, then the person who proposed the opposition also gets three minutes.”
Chair Findling notes that Jay Harrison has his hand up and unmutes him so he can
give his testimony.
Mr. Harrison notes that City Planner read his initial statement, but he had a few things
to reiterate and cover. He expresses they oppose the Application. He references GMC
185.020(B) and states he believe this business will have a substantial impact on
surrounding properties and that noise issues need to be addressed more clearly. He
raises the question “should we require the doors be closed during grading”? He goes
on to say that he feels the building design will not allow proper drainage and the
flooding will increase even with a new drainage system.
He then references staff report page 2 item 2 and notes that it states there has not been
a soil analysis done and that there is an oil tank underground where the restaurant
once stood. Mr. Harrison disagrees and states that a soil analysis has been done in that
area and contents have been leached into the soil, something seriously needs to be
considered. He requests that any drainage engineering design include all adjoining
property owners, he suggests that this may have to include all the houses on 10th and
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11th Street starting from the top of Acacia. He feels his property will be negatively
impacted with a 5-foot setback in the application. He strongly objects to any building
being within five feet of a residence. The requested residential 15-foot setback for any
building design is a minimum.
Mr. Harrison goes on to state, in accordance with GMC 18.210.110 regarding section
C(1)(b) that a traffic impact study may be required and he recommends one be done.
He expresses concern that the design will block the line of sight of anyone backing out
of his driveway.
Mr. Harrison concludes by saying “before the board could approve this application,
we respectfully ask you to take a hard look, listen to the neighbors, look at the noise,
the chemicals, the site blockage and also the traffic beyond what the property owner
proposes and consider the adjoining residences impact”.
The Applicant responds by stating he understand the concerns and he focused a lot on
the sound and fumes. He believes that there's a lot of technology that will allow him to
build a property that, with regard to fume extraction and sound absorption, does not
have negative impacts to the to the surrounding neighborhoods. He goes on to explain
that in regard to the line of sight issue he cannot comment on as he does not know what
those regulations are. He notes that in the City Planner’s staff report it indicated that
there needs to be some sort of traffic analysis. With regard to the drainage and flooding
issues he states it is also a big concern to him as well. He states he thinks that by putting
in a new system it could address a lot of the issues that the neighbors are having and
improve things. He concludes that quite a bit of time and work will go into making
sure that that's the case.
City Planner Lettenmaier chimes in with regard to the sight distance, and states, “we
have a sight distance triangle enforcement in our code and speaking to both the
opponent and to the Applicant, I would look at the southeast corner of (the proposed)
building and the overhang portion there…that the southeast corner of that overhang
would not be allowed to have a post supporting the overhang at the very southeast
corner of the overhang, but if that could be engineered to have a structural cantilevered
element to that end of the overhang the rest of the midpoint in the west end of the
overhang could have posts but that furthermore most east corner would have to have
a cantilever support”.
Applicant responds by saying “or it just be shorter…if it wasn't able to be cantilevered.
Just make that overhang partial of the building not the entire width.”
City Planner Lettenmaier responds by saying “that would work too. We got to have
that 15 by 15-foot triangle at that corner there”.
Chair Findling asks for additional opposition testimony noting that Dale Mohr had
attempted to speak earlier and asked if he had anything thing to say in addition to his
letter.
Mr. Mohr states he has a lot of little things to say and explains the location of his
property in relation to the proposal and asks the Applicant to consider requesting the
property to be solely residential and to build a nice house with a nice view.
Chair Findling interjects and states that it's a good hypothetical question, but it doesn't
JUNE 29, 2020 – PUBLIC HEARING AND SPECIAL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES– 8

18

necessarily go towards his specific application, as he hasn't put it in as an alternative
that he just wants to make it a residential use. Chair Findling asks the Applicant to
clarify and the Applicant states that he is not considering that at all and for further
clarification he states that he does not currently own the property and is just looking
into purchasing it.
There is a brief discussion on the lack of interest of a Jack in the Box or Taco Bell being
put into the proposed site.
Chair Findling notes that he does not see any additional opposition testimony at this
time and gives a last call. City Planner Lettenmaier notes that the Applicant should be
offered a chance to respond to the assertion of building of a Jack in the Box.
Applicant states he would also be opposed to a Jack in the Box there as well. He notes
that is why a small-scale business like he is proposing would be something that would
fit in well in Garibaldi, as it is not a chain, it’s a craft business.
Mr. Mohr responds by questioning how many are attending this online meeting and
Chair Findling responds that there were 11 in attendance. Mr. Mohr goes on to express
his desire that these meeting be in person to discuss projects like this. He also notes
that he put a suggestion in the mailbox to have a moratorium on zoom meetings and
that his suggestion did not make it into the record.
Chair Findling replies by stating that it was requested in Mr. Harrison’s letter to keep
the record open and that City staff can make sure to get his request into the record for
the next meeting.
Cm. Buker interjects, “I don't believe the state is allowing that” in regards to having a
moratorium on zoom meetings.
Chair Findling responds by stating “we would have to send a request to DLC…and
they're really pretty strict on what we can and can't...”
City Planner Lettenmaier states that it would be the Governor that would have to make
an executive order to waive the 120-day limit to come to a decision on a land use action
and that it is not up to the city, the city has to follow the state rules.
Applicant responds by stating his only concern is that he is in the middle of the
purchase process and there are dates to adhere to.
Chair Findling mentions that requests like these can only be considered when there are
not live applications such as this one and although people desire for in person meetings
it is not possible at this time. Chair Findling asks if anyone had anything else.
Mr. Harrison states he had one more question with regard to the comment he made
about the waste oil tank that's underground at the proposed site and if the Applicant
was aware of it and what was going to be done about it.
Applicant states that he wasn't aware of that and that any building that is built there
would have the same concerns or issues. He states he is not aware of the regulations
around the removal of it, but will follow any guidelines required.
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Chair Findling concludes opposition testimony and moves on to neutral testimony, to
which there is none.
Chair Findling requests a motion from the Commissioners to keep the record open as
requested by Jay Harrison and Dale Mohr.
Cm. Buker motions to keep the record open and Chair Findling seconds.
All Commissioners vote to keep the record open until the 13th of July. The next meeting
will be on July 13 at 630 p.m. as a continuation of this hearing.
VI.

ADJOURMENT OF PUBLIC HEARING
Chair Findling closes the land use hearing and adjourns at 7:47p.m. and opens the
Regular Planning Commission Meeting at 7:48 p.m.

IV.

CONSENT CALENDAR
Minutes from June 10, 2020 CU – 2020-02 Extension
Chair Findling makes a motion to push the minutes review until next month. Cm.
Buker seconds. Ayes: Findling, Buker and Cooper.

V.

OLD BUSINESS: NONE

VI.

NEW BUSINESS

A. Consideration of Conditional Use Application – Derek “Dirk” Sigurdson (CU2020-03)

There was no further consideration of application CU 2020-03 as there had been an
extension to the hearing applied.
V.

ADJOURMENT
Chair Findling adjourned the meeting at 7:50 p.m.

______________________________
Chair: Nathan Findling
____________________________
Attest:
Transcription: Laura Schmidt

JUNE 29, 2020 – PUBLIC HEARING AND SPECIAL PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES– 10

20

City Hall, PO Box 708, Garibaldi, OR 97118
Office: (503) 322-3327 | Fax: (503) 322-3737
City Manager email: geoff@ci.garibaldi.or.us

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING EXTENSION AGENDA
NOTES

Monday, July 27, 2020 – 6:30 p.m.
I.

CALL TO ORDER
Commission Chair Nathan Findling should call the meeting to order. Please note time for the
record.

II.

PUBLIC HEARING EXTENSION (2) OF AN APPLICATION FOR CONDITIONAL USE
DEVELOPMENT IN THEC-1 Zone by Derek “Dirk” Sigurdson: The chair should start by
opening the public hearing extension and saying following: “This is a quasi-judicial public
hearing extension (second) of the meeting held on June 29th, 2020 of the Garibaldi Planning
Commission to consider an application (PAGES 25. – 34.) for a conditional use in
the C-1 Zone within the City of Garibaldi. The decision that will be made here tonight is going
to be whether or not the Planning Commission should approve the requested conditional
use.
“A copy of the staff report describing the proposed use has been available to the public
since June 22nd, 2020, and City staff has been available for questions and comments
regarding the proposed use since that time. Notice of the original hearing was provided to
the public through publication in the Headlight Herald on June 3rd, 2020, and through public
posting at various locations in town on May 29th, 2020. Notice was provided to property
owners within 250 feet of the location of the proposed use by posted mail in conformance
with the City’s municipal code on May 29th, 2020. Notice of the original hearing was publicly
posted at various locations throughout town prior to this meeting. The City and the Planning
Commission are under no requirement to publish notice of the hearing extension, as a time
and place certain were declared at the adjournment of the last meeting considering this
application. Regardless, notice has been placed online on the City’s website, official
Facebook page, and at various locations throughout town prior to this hearing extension in
the public interest.
This hearing extension is an opportunity for the public to comment on the proposed use. I
would like to ask those present if there is any objection to the jurisdiction of this commission
or any of its members? This question is specific to the authority of the Garibaldi City Planning
Commission in approving or denying a request for conditional use within the City of
Garibaldi.”
Wait to see if there is a response. If there is, advise the person making the response
that they have to address the question that was just asked. If they get off topic, cut
them off, and ask the question again. There can’t be any confusion about what the
issue is, so just make sure that any public present understands what you’re asking.
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If someone raises a point, staff will try and address it. The rest of these notes assume
that there isn’t a legitimate objection to the jurisdiction of the commission.
If there are no objections state the following: “Hearing no objections to the jurisdiction of
this commission, I would like to ask if any member of this commission has any conflict of
interest or bias regarding the matter before the commission tonight.”
There shouldn’t be any issue, but if you have any questions about what you think is
a conflict of interest or a bias, now is the time to ask. If any member of the commission
has talked to Mr. Sigurdson about the application, you should mention that and
summarize the conversation. You don’t need to recuse yourself for conversations
about the application, but you should mention them before proceeding. Depending
on what is stated, we’ll proceed with the public hearing extension. I don’t think there
will be any issues, so the next statements are based on the assumption that the
commission will be able to make a decision tonight.
“At this time, I’ll ask the members of the Planning Commission if they would like the City
Planner Pro-Tem to summarize, clarify, or revisit any part of the Planner’s staff report that
was delivered on originally on June 29th, 2020. (PAGES 35.– 42.)
Wait to see if any member of the Planning Commission would like City staff to revisit
in whole or part any of the staff report, or if they have any clarifying questions. The
City Planner Pro-Tem can go through the report again. If so, note the effect of the
requested use, and make any other comments on the application relevant to the
commission’s decision tonight. if there are any questions please ask so we can get
them out of the way during the hearing.
“I now ask the City Planner Pro-Tem to relay any correspondence or inquiry received to date.
If you have submitted written testimony, and you are present and would like to speak, please
hold your comments or further testimony until I ask for oral testimony.”
I will relay any correspondence, or written testimony received. Please note that this
is not the time for those that have submitted written testimony to enter into any sort
of presentation with the commission. Once we’re done the Chair should ask if there
are any other questions of the commission before proceeding.
Are there any other questions of the commission before proceeding?
If no:
“The decision that will be made tonight is whether or not the Planning Commission will
approve of the requested use. The decision to approve or deny the use will be adopted
through a final order that staff will prepare after the meeting tonight. Any appeal to the
decision made here tonight must be submitted to the City Recorder within ten days of the
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date that the final order is signed. Once staff has prepared the final order and I have signed
it, the applicant will be notified along with anyone else that requests or is required to be
notified. Notification will be provided within five days of the date that the order is signed. Are
there any questions about this process?”
You may get a few questions at this point. You can let the City Planner – Pro-Tem
answer any of these questions.
APPLICANTS TESTIMONY – “The Planning Commission now calls for the applicant to
present any testimony regarding their application. Please keep in mind, that the commission
may ask questions of the applicant, but members of the public in attendance should save
any testimony for public testimony.”
This is an opportunity for the applicant or their representative(s) to present any
further information/testimony regarding the application as submitted. Keep in mind,
this is also not the appropriate time for any back and forth between the applicant and
any members of the public in attendance.
PUBLIC COMMENT - “The Planning Commission will now call for any public testimony. If
there are any comments on the proposed use, please keep those comments brief and to the
point. If there is an objection to a proposed use, the objection needs to address relevant
facts or information from the City’s municipal code, the City’s comprehensive plan, the
Planner’s staff report or relevant State law. Any material produced in relation to, support or
opposition of, the proposed use must be submitted to the Recorder to be included in the
record. Failure to address a pertinent criterion at this hearing will preclude an appeal based
on that criterion. By a majority decision, the Planning Commission may request that the
record for this hearing be held open for at least seven days for a second extension of hearing;
however, this request must be made prior to the close of this hearing, and is subject to the
requirements of ORS 227.178, and ORS 197.763. The City received and deemed the
application complete on May 13th, 2020.
Comments are limited to three minutes. Persons wishing to speak must first be recognized
by the chair, and must state their name and address. If you are representing another person
or entity, please state who that is and what your connection to that person or entity is.”
I’ll hand the sign-in sheet (if we are conducting an in-person meeting or the meeting
admin. designee will recognize participants that elect to be recognized by virtual
means) to the chair and he/she can start going through the names. I will keep a list as
well to ensure that we follow the order of testimony correctly You’ll want to take
proponents comments first, opponents second and neutral testimony last,
The applicant gets three minutes to respond to each opponent. If the applicant gives
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new information during their rebuttal, the opponent that they addressed gets an
additional three minutes to respond. Once someone starts talking you’ll want to make
sure they don’t get interrupted. If a person has a specific objection to the proposed
use, they need to make that objection at this time.
“I will take any Proponents’ testimony first.”
Please re-indicate that in a virtual meeting it is important for those wishing to speak,
to only identify themselves if they are proponents at this time.
As we don’t have a sign in sheet, we will ask participants to identify themselves for
the record and they can then offer their testimony.
“I will now take any Opponents testimony. Please keep in mind that the applicant gets
three minutes to respond to each opponent. If the applicant gives any new information
during their rebuttal, the opponent in turn gets an additional three minutes to respond.”
Let anyone who has been identified by the meeting administrator in opposition to
the application make public comment at this time. Please follow the standards as
described above in the proponent’s category.
“I will now take any Neutral testimony.”
Let anyone who has been identified by the meeting administrator as neutral to the
application make public comment at this time. Please follow the standards as
described above in the proponent’s category.
“Are there any questions from the commission about comments received at this time?”
This gives the commissioners a chance to clarify anything they’ve heard. Since we
are still in the public hearing I would suggest that the commission stay on topic with
what has been said during the public comment.
“As there have been two extensions to date, there cannot be another request to keep the
record open.”
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Adjourn the public hearing and re-convene the regular meeting for the Planning
Commission to hold deliberations under new business. Please recall that all
questions and answers between the Planning Commission must be completed before
adjourning the public hearing, no back and forth is to take place during deliberations,
but you may ask the City Planner Pro-Tem to respond to Commission inquiry about
technical details within the application.
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Sigurdson Boat Shop with
Living Quarters
Garibaldi, Oregon

Dirk Sigurdson, July 13th 2020

Agenda
Conditional Use Application Presentation
Personal Overview
Business Overview
Building Overview
Sound Mitigation

Personal Overview
Engineer and Company Founder
• Grew up in Seaside
• Grandpa started Bell Buoy Crab Co.
• Uncles were commercial fishermen, moored in Garibaldi
• Dad managed Bell Buoy
• Valedictorian Seaside High School
• Bachelor Degree in Mechanical Engineering, Harvard University
• Varsity Football
• Principal Software Engineer, Wave Systems, Cupertino, CA
• Software Manager and Architect, T-Mobile, Bellevue, WA
• Founder and CTO, Mobilisafe, Seattle, WA
• Founder and CTO, Privacy Labs, Inc., Bellevue, WA
• Currently live in Bothell, WA with wife and 2 boys age 9 and 12
• Volunteer youth football and baseball coach

Business Overview
Learn first

• Have always enjoyed hands on building
• Need a place to start a hobby and see if it might turn in to a business
• First plan to build my Dad a 16' boat to learn
• Then plan to build the boat that I've wanted for myself
• 30 foot aluminum fishing boat with great attention to detail and superb
interior finishing

• Will use the residence part time and will use the shop part time until these two
steps are complete

Business Overview
Determine if viable

• Determine if there is demand for the boat that I built for myself
• If yes, then continuing building similar boats
• Not dependent on this to be a major income producer
• More of a retirement and lifestyle business
• 2-3 boats per year built in serial would be the max
• If no, then try a diﬀerent type of boat
• Diﬀerent aluminum, wood, fiberglass, wood kayaks, etc.

Building Overview
Why 1004 Garibaldi Ave?
• Would like to be in town and close proximity to marina and pier
• Want the shop being something that people see
• Too often people can never see how things get built
• Would love to have families drop by to see the various stages of the boat building process
• Large windows fronting 101 where there's a sidewalk
• Lot is sized appropriately for the type of building needed
• Great location for gaining awareness and visibility
• Zoning aligns with the intended use

Building Overview
The preliminary plot plan

Building Overview
The preliminary building design

Sound Mitigation

Eﬀectiveness of Insulation
Source: North American Insulation Manufacturers Association

Sound Mitigation

Sound attenuation over distance
Source: http://noisetools.net/noisecalculator2

Sound Mitigation
Estimates for loudest activities at neighbors property lines

Frequency

Decibels at
Source - East
and North
Inside

West Inside
30'

Decibels
Outside - East
and North

Decibels
Outside - West

Grinding

2000 Hz

100dB

72dB

64dB
(-36dB)

36dB
(-36dB)

22dB

32dB

35dB

Pounding

250 Hz

95dB

67dB

78dB
(-17dB)

50dB
(-17dB)

36dB

47dB

49dB

West Neighbor East Neighbor - North Neighbor
- 6'
45'
- 33'

Sound Mitigation
Examples of various decibel levels

Sound Mitigation
Soundproofing Curtains

Sound Mitigation
Anecdotal: Duckworth Boats, Clarkston, WA
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STAFF REPORT
Sigurdson Boat Shop with Living Quarters (CU 2020-03)
REVIEWER:

Blake Lettenmaier, Planner Pro Tem

REVIEW BODY:

Planning Commission

DATE & TIME: June 29, 2020 at 6:30 p.m.
PLACE:

City Community Hall, City Hall, 107 Sixth Street, Garibaldi (Virtual Meeting with
Zoom login)

APPLICANT:

Derek Sigurdson
14718 99th Place
Bothell, Washington 98011

OWNER:

Robert Bruce Clark
17476 SW Shadyfir Loop
Beaverton, Oregon 97006

SITE LOCATION:1040 Garibaldi Avenue
T. 1N, R. 10W, S. 21BD, Tax Lot 07500
CASE FILE/SUBJECT:
CU 2020-03: Conditional Use to build a structure in the
C-1 Zone. The purpose of the proposed structure is to create a
Boat Shop with Living Quarters.

I.

APPLICANT’S REQUEST
A request for a Conditional Use permit to construct a boat building business on the
street level and a residential use on the second level of the proposed structure in the C-1
zone.

The purpose of the proposed new structure will be to provide a 3,648 square foot
structure that will have 1,824 square feet on the street level for a commercial boat
building business and 1,824 square feet on the second story for residential living
quarters.

1
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II.

III.

IV.

BACKGROUND
The lot used to have a diner located on it until it was tore down. Since then it has remained a
vacant lot.
APPLICABLE REGULATIONS

The substantive criteria under review for this request are specified in Garibaldi
Municipal Code (GMC) Chapter 18.25; Commercial Zone (C-1), Chapter 18.185;
Conditional Uses and the Garibaldi Comprehensive Plan.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff prepared the following report based on the proposed structure and applicable
regulations, as detailed below.
Staff finds that an interpretation of the GMC needs to be made as to whether or not the
proposed use (boat building shop portion) is consistent with that of conditional uses
permitted in the GMC, specifically;
18.25.030 Conditional uses permitted.
In a C-1 zone, the following conditional uses and accessory uses are permitted, subject to
the requirements of GMC 18.25.040 and Chapter 18.185 GMC:
A. Boat dealers...
B. Cabinet or woodworking shops, …contractor storage, repair or sales shops.
D. Tire retreading, welding or machine shops.
Staff finds the proposed use implicitly falling into the conditional uses permitted in the
GMC. As stated in the application, items B and D conditionally permitted uses match the use
being proposed coupled with the conditionally permitted use A above. Staff is
recommending the Planning Commission makes the determination of approving or not
approving this application (CU 2020-03). Should the planning commission approve this
application, staff recommends conditions of approval as found on page 8 of this staff report.

V.

SECTION 18.25 APPROVAL CRITERIA, STATEMENT OF FACT/FINDINGS AND
CONCLUSIONS
The following is a list of the approval criteria applicable to the request. According to Chapter
18.25.030 of the City of Garibaldi Municipal Code a Boat Building Shop proposed in the
C-1 zone must be evaluated against the applicable approval criteria (GMC 18.185 and
GMC 18.25.040). Each criterion is followed by findings or justification statements.
APPROVAL CRITERION 1.
In a C-1 zone, the following conditional uses and accessory uses are permitted, subject to the
requirements of GMC 18.25.040 and Chapter 18.185 GMC:
A. …boat dealers...

2
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B. Cabinet or woodworking shops, …contractor storage, repair or sales shops.
D. Tire retreading, welding or machine shops.
STATEMENTS OF FACT AND FINDINGS:
Items A, B and D above are assumed to be the most analogist terms in the GMC for the
proposed structure and its commercial use. The proposed new structure will be a 3,648
square foot structure that will have 1,824 square feet on the street level for a
commercial boat building business and 1,824 square feet on the second story for
residential living quarters.
CONCLUSION: As proposed, items A, B and D above combined represent the proposed use
and this criterion is implicitly satisfied.
APPROVAL CRITERION 2.
18.25.040 Standards.
In a C-1 zone, the following standards shall apply:
A. Minimum lot size: none.
B. Yards and Setbacks. For residential uses, the requirements shall be the same as in the R-1
zone. The minimum yard depth for portions of the property abutting a residential zone will be 15
feet. The Uniform Fire Protection Code shall govern adjacent commercial uses. The minimum
setback requirements for commercial structures shall be established by applicable building
codes.
C. Building Height. Maximum building height shall be 30 feet. Maximum building height
allowed outright shall be 30 feet. Any building exceeding 30 feet in height shall be reviewed
following the standards and procedures for conditional uses under Chapter 18.185 GMC.
STATEMENTS OF FACT AND FINDINGS:
The provisions A through C are met as stated and shown in the application noting the Uniform
Fire Code will be applied during the building permit process should the Planning Commission
approve this application. The proposed structure complies with the lot sizes and setbacks as
shown on the site plan. The building height is 30'-0" as stated in the application.
CONCLUSION: As proposed, these criteria are adequately satisfied noting the Uniform Fire
Code will be applied during the building permit process should the Planning Commission
approve this application.
APPROVAL CRITERION 3.
Continuation of 18.25.040 Standards.

3
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D. Outdoor sales and service areas not requiring conditional use approval shall be approved by
the planning commission. Such areas shall not exceed 400 square feet. The planning commission
may require that such areas be enclosed by fencing or landscaping where appropriate.
STATEMENTS OF FACT AND FINDINGS:
This criterion is not applicable.
CONCLUSION: As proposed, this criterion is not applicable.
APPROVAL CRITERION 4.
Continuation of 18.25.040 Standards.
E. All uses shall meet the parking and sign requirements of this title.
STATEMENTS OF FACT AND FINDINGS:
According to Table 18.125.030 – Minimum Required Parking by Use – two parking spaces are
required for a single-family dwelling and one parking space is required for Retail Sales and
Service (1,824 SF) for a total of three spaces. The applicant has proposed four parking spaces.
No on-street parking is proposed. No sign is proposed.
CONCLUSION: As proposed, this criterion is adequately satisfied.
APPROVAL CRITERION 5.
Continuation of 18.25.040 Standards.
F. The minimum lot size for a triplex shall be 10,000 square feet. The minimum lot size for
multifamily dwellings (four dwelling units or more) shall be 10,000 for the first three units and
1,500 for each unit thereafter. The planning commission may allow up to 50 percent additional
dwelling units (up to 39 dwelling units per acre) for senior citizen or adult disabled housing.
G. There shall be no minimum yard requirements for housing developments in the C-1 zone.
Senior citizens and/or adult disabled housing shall provide a minimum of 10 percent of the lot
area in maintained landscaping. Family-oriented housing developments shall provide a
minimum of 20 percent of the lot area in maintained landscaping. In addition, such
developments shall provide a fenced playground which, in the view of the planning commission,
is capable of serving the number of projected children. [Ord. 321 §§ 11 – 14, 2014; Ord. 290 §
3(3.030(3)), 2006.]
STATEMENTS OF FACT AND FINDINGS:
These criteria are not applicable.
CONCLUSION: As proposed, these criteria are not applicable.
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APPROVAL CRITERION 6.
18. 185.020 Conditional use review criteria.
Before a conditional use is approved, findings will be made that the use will comply with the
following standards:
A. The proposed use is consistent with the policies of the comprehensive plan.
CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT: The conditional use process notifies property owners within 200
feet of the project property and publishes a public notice in the local newspaper, both advising of
a public hearing and citizen involvement.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PATTERN: The proposed project is a commercial land use
located in a commercial zone. Mixed use in the commercial zone is consistent with the plan.
AIR AND WATER QUALITY POLICIES: The proposed project does not knowingly adversely
impact air and water quality. Staff recommends the applicant address any such adverse impacts
of the boat building process, i.e., grinding, welding, painting, etc. and provide appropriate
mitigation measures.
RECREATION & OPEN SPACE RESOURCES: Not applicable.
HOUSING: The proposed project does add one living quarter to the housing goal.
HAZARDS: Not applicable.
ENERGY: The proposed project does not significantly impact energy policies.
URBAN GROWTH BOUNDARY: Not applicable
PUBLIC FACILITIES: 9. The existing drainage culvert shall be removed, and a new drainage
system designed by a licensed and registered engineer in the State of Oregon.
TRANSPORTATION: The proposed project land use does not negatively impact existing or
planned transportation facilities. Staff recommends no on-street parking.
COASTAL SHORELANDS: Not applicable
ECONOMY: The proposed project will supply construction work and aid in boosting the local
economy during operations.
Items B through H from application
B. How are the location, size, design and operating characteristics of the proposed use going
to let it have a minimal impact on surrounding properties.
The main potential operating impact to the surrounding properties would be sound pollution
from grinding and welding of metal. It is anticipated that approximately 15% of the operating
time of the business will include these activities. The amount of sound from this work can
reach approximately 100dB inside the building. To minimize the impact to surrounding
properties the building will be built with insulated panels that reduce the outside sound by
5
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approximately 36 dBs. 60 dBs is similar to that of a normal conversation. In comparison 90
dBs is similar to the sound of a lawn mower.
An additional impact would be the delivery of supplies to the shop. Because it's anticipated
that only 2-3 boats will be produced per year this impact will be very minimal. It's expected
that once every 3-4 months there would be a large delivery of materials. The building is being
built to have an overhead door facing 10th Street so that deliveries can be made without
impacting traffic on highway 101. The overhead door height and length of the building will
allow deliveries to be made without much impact to traffic on 10th.
C. How does the likely increase in traffic from your proposed use compare with the increase
that would happen from a normal {"permitted") use of the property?
The increase in traffic as a result of this conditional use would be significantly less than the
increase in traffic as a result of permitted use since it will be used for boat building as opposed
to retail. The building will be built with large windows on the highway 101 side to invite people
to walk by and observe the building process. This may increase the pedestrian traffic on the
sidewalk along highway 101 slightly. One to two employees or contractors may work at the
location. This traffic increase is insignificant.
D. Do the adjacent streets have the capacity to accommodate the extra traffic you use is going to
generate? How do you know this?
Yes, from observation the amount of traffic on 10th is very minimal and other than the deliveries
mentioned before there will be a very small increase in vehicle traffic.
E. Are public facilities and services--water, sewer, fire and power--adequate to accommodate
you proposed use? Why?
Yes, the use of utilities will be similar to that of a single family residential unit. Power use may
be slightly above average from welding but not significantly.
F. How are the physical characteristics of the property--topography, soils, and the like-appropriate for the use you are proposing?
The property is flat providing a good foundation for a larger building that can accommodate
both a living quarters and a boat shop. The soil has not been analyzed, but based on previous
use as a restaurant and nearby similar buildings it is expected that the soil will be adequate
with minimal work to support the building.
G. How to you know there's enough room on the site to accommodate your proposed use?
A preliminary site plan has been developed that locates a 48'x76' by 30' tall building with15'
set back from the residential property on the east and 5' setup backs from the commercial
property on the north. A 48'x76' building is long and wide enough to provide sufficient space
for building the size of boats that are expected to be built, while also including space for
approximately 1800 sq ft of living.
H. Do you have adequate access points , on-site drives, parking areas, loading areas, storage
facilities, setbacks, buffers, utilities and/or other facilities as required either by your use of
City ordinances?
6
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Yes, 15' setback from residential and 5' setbacks from commercial. The overhead door and
driveway on 10th will accommodate deliveries with minimal impact to traffic. The south side of
the building will provide sufficient parking for employees (2 spots). Additional parking is
available under the east side overhang (2 spots). Note: See email amendment to the application
on bearings.
VI.

STAFF SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
The Planning Commission should carefully consider the request including the application
materials, written testimony on record, and testimony presented at the public hearing. After
considering the application materials and testimony as it relates to the applicable criteria, the
Planning Commission will need to make a decision on the request.
If the Planning Commission determines that the proposal meets the applicable standards of the
Garibaldi Municipal Code pertaining to conditional uses, Commercial Zone standards and
criteria, parking standards, and other applicable criteria, it can move to approve the request. A
motion to approve the request can rely on those responses/proposed findings offered in the
application materials to support the decision.
If necessary, the Planning Commission can continue the public hearing in order to obtain
additional information to facilitate a decision on the matter. If the hearing is continued, the
public hearing should be given a date, time and place certain to avoid the need for additional
public hearing notice.
A decision to approve or deny the request will be subject to a 10-day appeal period that will
begin after written findings and a Final Order to support the decision have been signed by the
Acting Planning Commission Chair.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Staff has reviewed the application materials and believes that the application demonstrates that
the proposal is in conformance with the substantive criteria pertinent to the request should the
proposed conditions of approval be executed. The Planning Commission can make a motion that
application be approved, with reliance on the applicant’s submitted materials, written narrative
responses to the criteria, staff’s findings and the proposed conditions of approval to support a
determination that the applicable criteria have been met.
A motion to deny the request should set forth the general facts and rationale for the decision and
direct staff to prepare the final order for the decision.
Staff recommends that a Planning Commission member MOVE to approve or not approve the
application by Dirk Sigurdson, for Case File #CU-2020-03, to authorize or not authorize a
conditional use permit to construct a Boat Manufacturing Shop with Living Quarters, based on
the information in the application, as presented within the staff report, subject to recommended
conditions of approval in herein should the planning commission MOVE to approve, and, if
approved, direct staff to prepare a final order for this approval to be signed by the Acting
Planning Commission Chair.

VII.

RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL
7
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In the event of an approval, staff recommends the following conditions be incorporated into the
decision. Additional or amended conditions of approval may be necessary to ensure that the use
will be consistent with the City’s land-use ordinances, and to ensure compatibility with adjacent
or nearby uses.
1. Approval is based upon the submitted plan. Any substantial change in the approved plan shall be
submitted to the City of Garibaldi as a new application for a conditional use.
2. The maximum building height shall be limited to 30'-0" above the average existing grade
elevation as defined in GMC 18.05.030 Definitions.
3. All work in the City’s public right-of-way shall conform to GMC Chapter 13.30 Public
Engineering Standards. All work in the ODOT’s public right-of-way shall conform to Oregon
Standard Specifications for Construction 2018 as published by the Oregon Department of
Transportation.
4. All outdoor lighting shall be Illuminating Engineering Society (IES) full cutoff fixtures required
by dark sky regulations.
5. The existing drainage culvert shall be removed and a new drainage system designed by a
licensed and registered engineer in the State of Oregon.
6. The proposed building shall meet all requirements of the Uniform Fire Code.
7. On-street parking is not allowed.
8. A separate sign permit will be needed for any signage.
9. The applicant shall address any such adverse impacts of the boat building process, i.e., grinding,
welding, painting, etc. and provide appropriate mitigation measures.
10. All requirements of GMC Chapter 18.95 Clear Vision Areas shall be met.
Submitted by:
Blake Lettenmaier, P.E., P.L.S.
Garibaldi City Engineer/Public Works Director/Project Manager/Planner Pro Tem
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City of Garibaldi
PO Box 708

June 24,2020

Garibaldi, OR 97118

As property owner for over 40 years of 1006 Garibaldi
Ave, Garibaldi, oregon. I oppose the
proposed boat manufacturing business at 1004 GaribaldiAve.
Our conversation follows:
First, for clarification, the staff Report, Application
for conditional use and the applicants
update letter dated May L4,2020 list the incorrect address.
The address is 1004 Garibaldi, Ave.
New Applications should be resuhmitted or amended. These
documents list the address as
1040. This is incorrect.

Referring to the Staff Report, ltenr lV, We feel the proposed
business does not meet the listed
permitted uses and should be denied.

GMc 18'25'020 does not list a boat manufacturer as being permitted
outright. A repair shop
not a manufacture type business.

is

A' Primary retail activities, such as shops or stores engaged in the sale
of retail merchandise,
except establishments selling automobiles, manufactured dwellings
or other large merchandise.
B. consumer services such as banks, barber and beauty
shops,
laundries.

r:epa[r:r5,f1,q;p5,

printing shops,

GMc 18.25.030 does not list a boat manufacturer. A dealer is not
a manufacturer.
D' Tire Retreading, welding or machine shops-- is a stretch. welding
a boat together for
finished product for sale is not a welding shop, but a manufacturer.

a

Any building that is approved undelr the current code, (we oppose
changing the code), should
be considered for a 15ft residential setback and not the required minimum
5ft commercial
setback, as our owned residence is beside the property.

GMC 18'185.020,ltem B. We believe this business will have a substantial
impact on the
surrounding properties. Being built with two adjoining residences, noise issues
need to be

addressed more clearly.

This property is known to flood frequently and pond water. There building
will be built over a
drain pipe that backs up and gets overloaded during heavy rain. More than
once we have had

tousesumppumpstodrain6"ofwaterfromunderneathourhouse. Thenorthendofthe
property and the adjoining property flood and stay moist for most
of the year. We feel the
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building will not allow proper drainage and the flooding
will increase. This will be a very
expensive item for the property owner if this happens.
18.185.020 Conditional Use Review Criteria
Before a conditional use is approved, findings will be made
that the use will comply with the
following standards:
A' The proposed use is consistent with the policies of
the comprehensive plan.

desisl

a.nd

operating characteristics of the proposed use are such that
the
impact on surrounding properties

111,"^*lTLl,ilt":
oeveropment will have a minimum

c' The use will not Senerate excessive traffic when compared
to the traffic generated by uses
permitted outright and adjacent streets have the capacity
to accommodate the traffic

generated.

D' Public facilities and services are adequate to accommodate
the proposed use.
E' The site's physicalcharacteristircs in terms of topography,
soils and
considerations are appropriate for the intended use.

other pertinent

F' The site has adequate area to accommodate the proposed
use. The site layout has been
designed to provide appropriate access points, on-site drives, parking
areas, loading areas,
storage facilities, setbacks, buffers, utilities or other facilities
which are required by city
ordinances or desired by the applicant. lord. 290 s 3(6.020), 200G.]

We request the record remain open for submitting additional
evidence, as the letter sent to the
property owners list the date opposition should be submitted
is Wednesday June 29th, when
the assumption is that the city meant to say wednesday June 24th.
18.210.050 Public Hearing procedure
(E' 2' g') At

the conclusion of the public hearing, a participant in the public hearins mav
request
t:cord remain open for at least seven days for the purpose of submitting auoiiionat
:i:l]T
evldence' whenever the record is supplemented in this manner, any person
may raise new
issues that relate to the new evidence, testimony or criteria
for decision making that applies to
the matter at issue. This extension of time shall not be counted as part of
the L20-day limit in
GMC L-S.2!0.070.

We feel the business will interfere with the peace and tranquility of adjoining
neighbors see
GMC Code below. Even though this portion of the code deals with Heating,
Cooling and
ventilation, we do not know what the intended systems are proposed for this
type of building.
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8.15.020 Nuisances
N. Any heating, cooling or ventilating apparatus which is maintained in
such a condition
the operation thereof creates a sound or noise level which i{"tsx{"€r,gs;!uitl*l,
hrql

that

.

Before the board could approve such a business, we'd appreciate you taking a hard
look at
noise, chemicals, sight blockage and also traffic beyond what the property o*n"1" proposes.

Jay Harrison

Planning Commission Meeting July 27th
After reviewing the PowerPoint from Mr Sigurdson that was presented at the last meeting, our research has discovered some differences. On page
11 of the presentation, he lists the pounding as 95db. From the Department of Defense website, it lists hammering a nail at 120-140db. If we
compare pounding aluminum to hammering a nail, and take the average of 130db and add that to his chart, we find a significant difference. If we
take these same figures and use the “Sound Attenuation over distance calculator” he presented for grinding on page 10, the resulting level is
102db. Not 71db as stated. Huge difference. 85db can cause permanent damage. Also, the db level stated for grinding at 95db is for a “free
running” 4” grinder. A noise level presented that’s not applied to the grinding of material.
Let’s be realistic, there is going to be unwanted noise that the neighbors are not wanting to hear. Our home is occupied 7 days a week and our
guest home is occupied most days of the week and not just weekends. A lawnmower or weed eater once a week is a different story.
To summarize, having this building block the view of the east side of our home, sight blockage backing out of our driveway and having this building
block Larry’s view on the north will have a major impact on our property. He no longer will be able to see past his front porch.
Having the noise that will be generated from the aluminum boat manufacturing business will have a major impact on our property, Larry’s property
and Dale’s.
Having the code changed and this development will adversely affect all three of our property values which will have a major impact on our
properties, by an average of 10%. Putting that into real dollars, that’s $30-$35,000 dollars at a minimum just for our property.
Garibaldi Municipal Code 18.25.020 does not list a business that pertains to what Mr Sigurdson has presented. We object to the change.
Garibaldi Municipal Code 18.25.030 does not list a business that pertains to what Mr Sigurdson has presented. We object to the change.
Garibaldi Municipal Code 18.185.020.B states:
“Before a conditional use is approved, findings will be made that the use will comply with the following standards:
B. The location, size, design and operating characteristics of the proposed use are such that the development will have a minimum impact on
surrounding properties.”
All three neighbors have objected. This is reason enough to deny this application.
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City of Garibaldi
PO Box 708
Garibaldi, OR 97118

July 8, 2020

Planning Commission Members;
Thank you for allowing the record to remain open for the Boat Manufacturer
Application.
To reiterate, As stated at the last meeting, we do not feel the Garibaldi Municipal Code
allows such as business.
We would not want this type of business to be built within 5 ft of our property, as you
would notice, the home built in the 1920’s rides pretty much on the property line. The noise
would be very disturbing.
Then there’s the flooding issue, fire code and oil tank to deal with.
New testimony:
We did not agree with the applicant’s statement for the noise and grinding percentages.
We drove out Miami Foley today to talk with Dave Norvelle. After visiting the boat building
facility of Norvelle aluminum boats, we were informed that the noise level of working with
aluminum in a manufacturing setting is unavoidable. Cutting aluminum sheet and pipe is loud.
Hammering aluminum is like a gong. When we visited the shop the doors were open as they
often are, especially during the summer months. Dave relocated the Norvelle Boat building
away from homes for a reason, although recently relocated from his in-laws nearby shop to a
shop behind his house to his wife’s dismay because of the noise disturbance.
Mr. Norvelle stated that he is not opposed to competition although he was surprised that such
a business would want to open in this area. He said it would be a big annoyance near residential
homes.
The three property owners immediately surrounding the property in question are still
very strongly opposed to this manufacturing facility, and we ask the Garibaldi Planning
Commission to reject this application.
Sincerely

Jay Harrison
Ahna Ortiz
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City Hall, PO Box 708, Garibaldi, OR 97118
Office: (503) 322-3327 | Fax: (503) 322-3737
City Manager email: john@ci.garibaldi.or.us

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING AGENDA NOTES

Monday, July 27, 2020 – 6:30 p.m.

I. Remanding of Decision by City Council – Appeal of CU 2020-02
The City Council heard an appeal of the Planning Commission Decision of application CU 2020-02 on
Wednesday July 22nd, 2020 at 6:30 p.m. The decision to remand the original findings sends it back to the
Planning Commission with instructions to amend the Planning Commission Decision and incorporate the City
Council findings. There can be no question about these instructions as the Council is directing the Planning
Commission to follow these instructions.
Findings:
Amend Finding – Condition of Approval 5. in the Planning Commission Final Order to read:
“The maximum building height shall be limited to 21’-0” above the existing playground asphalt elevation.”

II. Voting
This decision will be determined under old business, as the hearings are now closed. You are instructed by the
City Council to approve and incorporate this finding into the Final Order. For all business before the Planning
Commission, the parliamentary procedure for action requires a minimum of three affirmative votes, or nay’s,
to come to conclusion on business before the Planning Commission.

MAY 27, 2020 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING (EXTENSION) AND PUBLIC HEARING NOTES – Page 1 of 1
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