CITY OF

ASHLAND

TREE COMMISSION AGENDA
December 6, 2018

CALL TO ORDER
6:00 p.m. in the Siskiyou Room of the Community Development and Engineering Services Building
located at 51 Winburn Way.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Approval of November 8, 2018 meeting minutes.

ANNOUNCEMENTS & LIAISON REPORTS
e Council Liaison

e Parks & Recreation Liaison

e Community Development Liaison

PUBLIC FORUM
Open to guests.

TYPE | REVIEWS

PLANNING ACTION: PA-T1-2018-00033
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 160 Helman Street
OWNERS/APPLICANTS: James Batzer & Andrew Batzer
Rogue Planning & Development Services, LLC
DESCRIPTION: A request for Site Design Review approval to construct a new 8,682

square foot, three-story mixed use building for the property located at 160 Helman Street. The application
includes requests for Exception to the Street Standards to retain the existing landscaped parkrow
configuration on the Helman Street frontage and to allow a curbside sidewalk with on-street parking bay
along the Van Ness Avenue frontage, an Exception to the Site Design Standards to not provide a standard
five-foot landscape buffer between the parking spaces and property line, and a request for a Tree
Removal Permit to remove five Oak trees greater than six-inches in diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) from
the property. The application also proposes removal of two eight-inch d.b.h. Maple trees in the parkrow
planting strip; five new street trees are proposed.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E-1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E
04CC; TAX LOT: 2100 & 7100

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00034

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 533 Fairview

APPLICANT/OWNER: Bryon Jones/Norma Wright

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove an Elm Tree at the

Western Property Line at 533 Fairview. The tree was proposed to be protected as part of PA-2017-02005,
but the excavation of the foundation ultimately compromised the stability of the tree.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2;
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 CA; TAX LOT: 13900

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00035

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 187 Harrison

APPLICANT/OWNER: Michael Thurkill/Thirkill & Hamilton

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove a Willow at the front of

the property at 187 Harrison Street. The application states the tree is dying, its roots have infiltrated the
sewer and it is blocking the growth of the young maple adjacent to it.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2;
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 DB; TAX LOT: 2600

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).




PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00036

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 70 Third Street
APPLICANT/OWNER: John Fields/Natalie Ives-Drouillard
DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove 36” Ponderosa Pine.

The tree was proposed to be protected as part of PA-T1-2018-00015. The application states the owner
wishes to remove the tree for garden space and the addition of solar panels to the roof. The tree is
crowded and the addition of an accessory unit on the property will severely impact the tree’s health as the
unit will require excavation in its root zone and limbs to be removed to provide clearance.
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family Residential; ZONING: R-2;
ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 BD; TAX LOT: 1400

VI. TYPE Il REVIEWS
None.

VII. STREET TREE REMOVAL PERMITS
None.

VIII. DISCUSSION

IX. ADJOURNMENT

Next Meeting: January 3, 2019

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will enable the
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).




DRAFT TREE COMMISSION MINUTE
November 8, 2018

Commissioners Present: Parks Liaison
Christopher John, absent Peter Baughman
Russell Neff

Asa Cates Staff Present:
Eric Simpson Nathan Emerson

Derek Severson

Council Liaison
Steven Jensen

CALL TO ORDER
Cates called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. in the Siskiyou Room of the Community Development and
Engineering Services Building located at 51 Winburn Way.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Neff/Cates m/s to approve the minutes of the October 11, 2018 regular Tree Commission meeting.
Voice vote: All Ayes, motion passed.

ANNOUNCEMENTS & LIAISON REPORTS
Council Liaison — Councilor Jensen had no report.

Parks & Recreation Liaison - Peter Baughman distributed the Tree City USA Standard 3 Worksheet
showing how the City met the qualifications for Tree City USA for the year 2018. See exhibit A at the end
of the minutes.

Staff Liaison — Emerson informed the Commission that he has taken a new position with a private
planning firm in the valley. This will be his last Commission meeting and City Senior Planner, Derek
Severson will be the new staff Liaison. The Commissioners congratulated Emerson on his new position
and acknowledged their appreciation of his efforts on the Tree Commission.

Wildfire Mitigation Commission member Stephen Gagne was present to observe the meeting.

PUBLIC FORUM
No one spoke at public forum.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will engble the
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).




TYPE | REVIEWS

PLANNING ACTION: PA-T2-2018-00005

SUBJECT PROPERTY: Kestrel Parkway

APPLICANT: KDA Homes, LLC

OWNER: Jacob Robert Ayala

DESCRIPTION: A request for Outline Plan approval for a 17-lot Performance Standards

Options subdivision, a Major Amendment to the North Mountain Neighborhood Plan, a Physical &
Environmental Constraints Review Permit for improvements within the floodplain corridor, a Limited
Use/Activity Permit for activities within a wetland, and Tree Removal Permits to remove 15 trees for the
three vacant parcels located south of the end of Kestrel Parkway. The subdivision plan includes the
dedication of 5.99 acres of floodplain corridor land to the City of Ashland as park land as required in the
North Mountain Neighborhood Plan (NMNP). (Development of the multi-family zoned portions of the
property would occur in a later phase and would require Final Plan and Site Design Review approvals
prior to development.) COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: North Mountain Single Family & North
Mountain Multi-Family ZONING: NM-R-1-7.5 & NM-MF; ASSESSOR’S MAP & TAX LOTS: 39 1E 04AC 900,
39 1E 04AD 8600, and 39 1E 04DB 2000.

Severson gave a brief staff report explaining that the development plan being proposed has basically
already been laid out in the Plan that was adopted for the North Mountain Neighborhood District back
in 1997. There is a requirement that they dedicate the entire floodplain area (about six acres) to the City
for open space, park land, and land that will help with the extension of the Bear Creek Greenway.

The applicants were not present.
After a discussion the Commissioners made the following recommendations.

Cates/Neff m/s to approve the application with the following recommendations. Voice Vote; All ayes
motion passed.
1. Provide a mix of tree species in the street trees along the blocks so that if a disease or pest
infestation happens, it won’t wipe out all trees at once, and incorporate some native species in
the selections.

2. Provide large stature-species street trees behind the outside perimeter curbside sidewalk on
the couplet (i.e. not the wetland side). Commissioners were agreeable to planting trees behind

the sidewalk (i.e. not having a parkrow here) but felt there should be street trees on the corridor.

STREET TREE REMOVAL PERMITS

PLANNING ACTION: PA-TREE-2018-00033

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 285 Liberty St

APPLICANT/OWNER: Dia Paxton

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Street Tree Removal to remove a birch tree. The tree is

approximately 10 inches’ diameter at breast height. Per the applicant, the tree has been topped by the
electric department and is infested by beetles. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Single Family
Residential; ZONING: R-1-7.5.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will engble the
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).




Emerson explained this tree is located in the public-right-away which is why it’s a Street Tree Removal
rather than a planning action. Emerson confirmed that mitigation will be required with the removal.

After a brief discussion the Commissioners made the following recommendation.
Simpson/Cates m/s to approve the application as presented. Voice Vote; all ayes, motion passed.

DISCUSSION
Tree of the Year Discussion — Emerson asked the Commissioners to pick their top five trees from the
ballots that were submitted. He supplied photos of the nominated trees. The following trees were the
nominations from the Commissioners. Severson will tally up the votes to determine which ones will be
the finalists.

965 Bellview - Giant Sequoia

505 Helman - Gnarled Oak

558 Holly — Ponderosa Pine

243 Fourth — Cork Oak

2368 Black Oak Way — Blue Spruce
1114 Terra - Oak

Scenic Drive & Church - Oak

New Commissioners — The Commissioners discussed ways in which to encourage others to join the Tree
Commission and what qualities they are looking for in a Tree Commissioner. Having a degree in Forestry
or being a Landscape Architect is not a requirement. Would like someone who has the ability to
cooperate and conduct themselves in a professional manner. They need to have an interest in helping
the community in order to make right decisions. Be responsible and attend the meetings. It was
suggested to do an outreach to the Community, perhaps an article in the Daily Tidings explaining what
the Tree Commission does. (Mike Oxendine might be able to write something)

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 7:07 p.m. Emerson noted that the next regular meeting would be held
on Thursday, December 6, 2018 at 6:00 pm. in the Siskiyou Room of the Community Development and
Engineering Services Building located at 51 Winburn Way.

Respectfully submitted by, Carolyn Schwendener

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting, please contact the
Community Development office at 541-488-5305 (TTY phone is 1-800-735-2900). Notification 48 hours prior to the meeting will engble the
City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to the meeting (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1).
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TREE CITY USA STANDARD 3 WORKSHEET

Community: ASW:MJ - Fari s Year: 20§

Number of trees planted /g
Number of trees pruned 340

Number of ti‘ees removed 42

Please provide the following financial information about your community forestry program:

Tree Planting and Initial Care
Include cost of tree purchases, labor and equipment for planting,

planting materials, stakes, wrapping, watering, mulching, L 70
competition control, etc. $ THAU.

Commimity Forest Management
Include pruning, public education, professional training,

memberships, salaries, street and park tree inventory, pest
management, fertilization, watering, etc. (Line clearance per se

is not tree maintenance. Utility trimming expenses are allowed

only if the utility is a partner in the city's tree program and has
implemented a tree planting program and proper pruning methods as

recommended in the Tree Line USA program.) s 130,50 0
Tree Removals 300
Include cost of saws and equipment, supplies, and labor. § 395 1%

Volunteer Time
Value of volunteer labor and other coniributions from civic

organizations. ("HZB s, € $2\%J‘f'/hrﬂ)
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Other
Include any other expenses not already mentioned.
Briefly describe.
Green waste Disposal
$ 3470,
TOTAL COMMUNITY FORESTRY EXPENDITURES § A %LP 277,
COMMUNITY POPULATION

(To qualify for Tree City USA total expenditures must be at least twice population. Transfer these two
numbers to Standard 3 on application and attach this sheet to application.




. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
P § 5/1-4885305 Fax 5415522050 www.ashland.orus TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION
PLANNING ACTION: PA-T1-2018-00033
SUBJECT PROPERTY: 160 Helman Street
OWNER/APPLICANT: James & Andrew Batzer/Rogue Planning & Development
DESCRIPTION: A request for Site Design Review approval to construct a new 8,682 square foot, three-

story mixed use building for the property located at 160 Helman Street. The application includes requests for Exception to
the Street Standards to retain the existing landscaped parkrow configuration on the Helman Street frontage and to allow a
curbside sidewalk with on-street parking bay along the Van Ness Avenue frontage, an Exception to the Site Design
Standards to not provide a standard five-foot landscape buffer between the parking spaces and property line, and a request
for a Tree Removal Permit to remove five Oak trees greater than six-inches in diameter at breast height (d.b.h.) from the
property. The application also proposes removal of two eight-inch d.b.h. Maple trees in the parkrow planting strip; five
new street trees are proposed.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Employment; ZONING: E-1; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 04CC; TAX
LOT: 2100 & 7100

NOTE:  The Ashland Historic Commission will also review this Planning Action on Wednesday, December 5, 2018 at 6:00 PM in the Community Development
and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTE:  The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, December 6, 2018 at 6:00 PM in the Community Development and
Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: November 30, 2018
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: December 14, 2018
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The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above.

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way,
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal. Upon determination of completeness, a notice
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period. After the comment period
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application. A notice
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision. An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff’s decision must
be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision. (AMC 18.5.1.050.G)

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice. Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application,
by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of appeal to the
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue. Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right of appeal
to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient specificity
to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be
provided at reasonable cost, if requested. All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520.

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.

G:\comm-deviplanning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2018\PA-T1-2018-00033.docx
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SITE DESIGN AND USE STANDARDS

18.5

.2.050

The following criteria shall be used to approve or deny an application:

A

Underlying Zone: The proposal complies with all of the applicable provisions of the underlying zone (part 18.2), including but not limited to: building and
yard setbacks, lot area and dimensions, density and floor area, lot coverage, building height, building orientation, architecture, and other applicable
standards.

Overlay Zones: The proposal complies with applicable overlay zone requirements (part 18.3).

Site Development and Design Standards: The proposal complies with the applicable Site Development and Design Standards of part 18.4, except as
provided by subsection E, below.

City Facilities: The proposal complies with the applicable standards in section 18.4.6 Public Facilities and that adequate capacity of City facilities for
water, sewer, electricity, urban storm drainage, paved access to and throughout the property and adequate transportation can and will be provided to the
subject property.

Exception to the Site Development and Design Standards. The approval authority may approve exceptions to the Site Development and Design

Standards of part 18.4 if the circumstances in either subsection 1 or 2, below, are found to exist.

1. There is a demonstrable difficulty meeting the specific requirements of the Site Development and Design Standards due to a unique or unusual
aspect of an existing structure or the proposed use of a site; and approval of the exception will not substantially negatively impact adjacent
properties; and approval of the exception is consistent with the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design; and the exception requested is
the minimum which would alleviate the difficulty.; or

2. There is no demonstrable difficulty in meeting the specific requirements, but granting the exception will result in a design that equally or better
achieves the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design Standards.

EXCEPTION TO STREET STANDARDS

18.4.6.020.B.1

Exception to the Street Design Standards. The approval authority may approve exceptions to the standards section in 18.4.6.040 Street Design Standards if all
of the following circumstances are found to exist.

a. There is demonstrable difficulty in meeting the specific requirements of this chapter due to a unique or unusual aspect of the site or proposed use of the
site.
b.  The exception will result in equal or superior transportation facilities and connectivity considering the following factors where applicable.
i.  For transit facilities and related improvements, access, wait time, and ride experience.
ii.  For bicycle facilities, feeling of safety, quality of experience (i.e., comfort level of bicycling along the roadway), and frequency of conflicts with vehicle
cross traffic.
iii. For pedestrian facilities, feeling of safety, quality of experience (i.e., comfort level of walking along roadway), and ability to safety and efficiency
crossing roadway.
c. The exception is the minimum necessary to alleviate the difficulty.
d. The exception is consistent with the Purpose and Intent of the Street Standards in subsection 18.4.6.040.A.
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT
18.5.7.040.B
1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can
be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.
a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or
property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6.
b.  The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall
be a condition of approval of the permit.
2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application

meets all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and
standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints
in part 18.10.

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or
existing windbreaks.

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2018\PA-T1-2018-00033.docx



The Helman
Site Design Review

Mixed-Use Commercial and Residential Building
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November 7, 2018

Property Owner:

Architect:

Land Use Planner:

Landscape Design:

Site Design Review
Mixed-Use Commercial Building

“The Helman”

James Batzer / Andrew Batzer
PO Box 970
Ashland, OR 97520

Gary Caperna, Architect
2908 Hillcrest
Medford, OR 97501

Rogue Planning & Development Services, LLC
33 N Central Avenue #213
Medford, OR 97501

Madera Design, Inc.
2992 Wells Fargo Lane
Central Point, OR 97502
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Subject Property

Property Addresses: 160 Helman Street

Map & Tax Lot: 39 1E 04CC; Tax lots 2100 and 7100
Comprehensive

Plan Designation: Employment

Zoning: E-1

Adjacent Zones: E-1 & Low-Density Multi-Family Residential
Overlays: Residential

Skidmore Academy Historic District
Detail Site Design Review

Request:

RECEIVED
NOV 09 2018
City of Ashland

Request for Site Design Review to allow for the development of a new, mixed-use commercial building
on the property located at 160 Helman Street. The proposal is for the portion of the remaining lot area
that is a result of a pending property line adjustment between the property owners of 160 Helman
(TL2100 & 7100) and 165 Water Street (39 1E 04CC; TL 2000). An exception to Street Standards is
requested to retain the Helman Street frontage improvements (landscape park row and sidewalk), and
a request to allow for curbside sidewalk and a on-street parking bay on Van Ness Avenue. Request
includes tree removal permit and an Exception to the Site Design Standards to not have a five foot

landscape buffer between the parking spaces and property line.

Property History:

The subject property appears on the earliest City of Ashland Maps as
Lot 6 and part of Lot 5 of Block 29 at the intersection of Mechanic (Van
Ness) and Water Streets (prior to railroad) created from Abel D.
Helman’s Donation Land Claim Act.

In 1887, the Golden Spike was driven, finishing the trans-continental

route for the railroad. The area to the north of the subject property

(Block 18; Lots 1, 2 & 3) where the Daley & Co. Planing Mill had been
located, became railroad right-of-way.

Page 2 of 21
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On the 1898 Sanborn map (clip of July 1898 above),
an irrigation pipeline and the railroad spur
traversed the property to from the south to the
northwest. In the early 1900s, the dwelling on the
property had been removed and woodworking
shop and cabinet shop was constructed on the site.

The property has been occupied by large
industrial/commercial structures and uses. These
include a cabinet shop, storage sheds, a print shop,
large wood shop, Pacific Bell (telephone company),
and other businesses. Most notably, the existing
structure in the southwest corner of the adjacent
property to the south, the last of the historic
utilitarian structures in the neighborhood, was
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operated by various manufacturing businesses, last major occupancy, Lenny’s Pyramid Juice Company.

RECEIVED
NOV 09 201
City of Ashland

Page 3 of 21



Property Description

The property is a trapezoidal lot at the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Helman Street. The subject
parcel is part of the larger property area that is occupied by the former Pyramid Juice building. An
approved Property Line Adjustment (PLA) has occurred on the property that leaves the subject lot with
54-feet of frontage on Van Ness Avenue and approximatly 78-feet of frontage on Helman Street for a
total lot area of 5,706 square feet. (The PLA has not yet been recorded but will be completed as the
property development progresses (PA-A-2018-00022)).

The site has a 650 square foot, metal carport structure that is near the east property line and accessed
from Van Ness Avenue. On the adjacent property to the south, there is a 3,300-square foot commercial
structure near the southwest property line. The southern portion of the property is under contract to be
owned by a separate land owner that who has the intention of constructing a parking area and new
structure to allow for the redevelopment of their property.

Van Ness Avenue is to the north. Across Van Ness is a two-story, Italianate styled structure that has a
commercial ground floor and residential unit that has a hotel / motel use on the upper floor when not

occupied by the resident.
RECEIVEL

NOV 09 2016

City of Ashland Page 4 of 21



The property to the east has frontage on Van Ness Avenue and Water Street. This property is
approximately twelve-feet below the subject property. The east property line runs diagonally from the
north to the south following the embankment between the subject property and the property to the
east.

The subject property is zoned Employment (E-1) with Residential Overlay. The properties to the east and
south are also zoned Employment (E-1) with the residential overlay. The properties across Van Ness
Avenue to the north are zoned E-1. Across the railroad tracks further north are Industrially zoned
properties. The properties to the west, across Helman Street are residentially zoned properties (R-2).
The property is at the boundary of the Skidmore Academy Historic District (railroad tracks form district
boundary). The property is also within the Detail Site Review Zone.

The larger lot area received site review approval in 2006. This approval was not implemented on site and
has since expired. This property and the adjacent property to the east at 165 Water Street have agreed
to a property line adjustment. That will result in an altered lot area from what presently exists on the
maps.

According to the Transportation System Plan, Functional Classification Map, Helman Street is an Avenue.
Helman Street has a 60-foot wide public right-of-way. Helman Street is improved with paving, curb,
gutter, a six-foot landscape parkrow, and a 5.5-foot wide sidewalk along the Helman Street frontage of
the property.

Van Ness Avenue is classified as a Neighborhood street. Van Ness has a 60-foot wide public right-of-way.
Van Ness is improved with paved travel lanes, curb, gutter, and a five-foot wide, curbside sidewalk.

Proposal:
The request is for Site Design Review approval to allow for the construction of an 8,682-square foot,

three-story, mixed-use, commercial building at the intersection of Van Ness Avenue and Helman Street.

The proposed structure has a 3,228-square foot ground floor. The ground floor is proposed as two,
general office tenant spaces with a combined area of 2,203 square feet. A shared lobby area and a two-
vehicle garage for each residential unit is at the rear of the structure accessed via the shared driveway.
The second and third floors are proposed as two, two-story, residential dwellings. The second floor has
a total area of 3,023-square feet, and the third floor is proposed to have 2,431-square feet.

The ground floor, general office tenant space is divided into two units, the East Unit and West Unit.
Entrances to the two tenant spaces are provided directly from each frontage’s sidewalk, and at the
intersection. The East unit has a recessed entry to a single, commercial style, aluminum framed door
with sidelights and transom windows. The primary entrance of the West unit is angled towards the
intersection of Helman Street and Van Ness Avenue, sidelights and t[ransom windows are provided
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around the entry door. The upper floor balcony provides pedestrian refuge at the corner entrance. A
second, recessed and covered entrance is present on the Helman Street facade.

The rear portion of the ground floor is proposed as two, two-vehicle garages accessed from the parking
area driveway that is accessed via Helman Street. The driveway parking area that is accessed from the
public alley and the driveway / parking area that will be constructed on the adjacent property to the
south that is also part of the recently approved property line adjustment. The proposed garage and
residential areas on the ground floor is 1,027-square feet, which is less than 35 percent of the total area
of the ground floor.

Each unit is proposed to have a three-bedroom, two story residential unit above. The residences are
accessed through the hallway at the rear of the building between the garage doors. The halls provide
access to the commercial units from the parking lot. The residences are proposed to have a recessed
facade on the Van Ness frontage that will be used as roof top patio area. The third story is proposed to
be stepped back further to reduce the scale and massing of the structure.

A narrow, landscaped buffer and green screen are proposed along the Helman Street side of the
structure.

Building Design: :

The primary orientation of the structure is towards the intersection with a prominent building entrance
on Helman and the East Unit’s entry on Van Ness Avenue. The structure is proposed as close to the
intersection as feasible to accommodate for on-site landscaping, vision clearance, sidewalk
improvements and on-street parking bay. The building fagade occupies the majority of both street
frontages of the parcel creating a pedestrian oriented streetscape.

The proposed building mass and scale is architecturally compatible to post-modern construction styles.
The proposed structure that provides a sense of place to the vacant commercial corner parcel. The
proposed building design, horizontal lines, scale and materials are proposed as a reminder of the
industrial uses that previously occupied the site and of the Skidmore Academy Historic District.

Similar in architectural styling to the more recent construction in Ashland’s commercial and residential
districts, the proposed building has elements of past development and clearly represents architecture
of the present time.

The building has a tripartite building facade divided into three sections with a strong base, a clearly
defined middle and the recessed, stepped back upper floors. The building fagade along the street
frontages incorporates offsets, jogs and other distinctive material and surfacing changes to provide
interest and a pedestrian scale along the sidewalk.

R
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The proposed low pitch, simple gable roof is reminiscent of the residential structures found on the
immediately adjacent residential lots to the west, across Helman Street and throughout the Historic
District.

The entrances to the commercial units open onto the public pedestrian area adjacent to the public
sidewalk. The entrances are all designed in a manner to provide clear, visible, and functional entrances
with direct access to the public sidewalk. Emphasis has been provided to the entrances through the use
of roof overhangs. The proposed street improvements will enhance the pedestrian friendly environment.

The goal is to create a structure that provides a sense of place, anchors the corner of the business block,
and has a cohesive design with the recently approved commercial building at 165 Water Street to the
east.

Access and Site Circulation:

Vehicular access to the property is at the rear of the structure, from the driveway curbcut that is
proposed 78-feet from the intersection. The driveway is proposed to be 24-feet of paved width. A small
parking area and the two, two-vehicle garages for the residential dwellings will be accessed from the
driveway. The surface parking area for the development is proposed along the east property. A walkway
will be provided along the east property line that will be shared with the adjacent property at 165 Water
Street, this leads to a rear, accessible entrance for the east unit. Variations in surface materials in the
parking area (bricks or pavers), the asphalt driveway and concrete walkways provide clear direction to
pedestrians from the parking area to the entrances of the structures and to the public sidewalk.

Parking:
The proposed development of the site requires nine automobile parking spaces. The ground floor tenant

space is intended as general office. The office space parking requirement is one parking space for each
500 square feet of gross floor area. The ground floor tenant spaces are 2,201 square feet which requires
4.4 parking spaces. The two residential units each require two parking spaces.

The proposed development requires six bicycle parking spaces. Of those, five are required to be covered.
The bicycle parking for the commercial tenant spaces is as close to the entrances as the nearest on-site
vehicle parking spaces, and the residential bike parking spaces are within the garage.

The request includes a Parking Management request as permitted in AMC 18.4.3.060 and the application
seeks to reduce the off-street parking spaces through the application of the allowed credits for on-street
parking. The use of on-street parking credits are permitted in the municipal code. There is low demand
for on-street parking along the Helman frontage of the property and a parking bay is proposed on the
Van Ness Avenue frontage of the property. R
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The parking for this project will share the larger parking area with the adjacent development to the
south. The proposal is to install the reconfigured driveway apron on Helman Street and to install the four
surface parking spaces, ADA vehicle loading area and the necessary back-up turn around areas. The
pavement will be temporarily curbed to provide clear delineation of the extent of the site development.
A temporary fence will be constructed to prevent access beyond the parking and access areas necessary
for the development of the new building. The proposed parking lot design and construction will comply
with the applicable standards from AMC 18.4.3.080.B.

Trees and Landscaping:

The existing trees on the site and in the parkrow will be removed to facilitate the development. The
existing street trees on Helman Street are smaller stature trees that appear to have been neglected and
are in poor health. The proposal is to remove the trees and to install new street trees in the landscape
parkrow. The proposal is to provide landscape area between the front of the building and Van Ness,
similar to the landscaping and corner treatment across Van Ness Street.

The proposed landscape plan uses a variety of shade trees, shrubs, and ground covers. Using water
conserving landscape and irrigation design, the proposed landscape plan and the future irrigation plan
can demonstrate compliance with the standards.

Findings of Fact:

The following information addressing the findings of fact for the applicable criteria from the Ashland
Municipal Code are provided on the following pages. For clarity, the criteria are in Arial font and the
applicant’s responses are in Times New Roman font.
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Criteria from the Ashland Land Use Ordinance

Site Development Design Standards Approval Criteria:

18.5.2.050 Approval Criteria

An application for Site Design Review shall be approved if the proposal meets the criteria in
subsections A, B, C, and D below.

A. Underlying ‘Zone. The proposal complies with all of the applicable provisions of the
underlying zone (part 18.2), including but not limited to: building and yard setbacks, lot area and
dimensions, density and floor area, lot coverage, building height, building orientation,
architecture, and other applicable standards.

The proposal complies the standards from 18.2.

The property is zoned Employment (E-1). The proposed uses of the site as commercial is a permitted use,
and the residential use is a special permitted use.

The proposed structure has varying setbacks from the Van Ness Avenue property line with a standard
setback of three-feet, four-inches. The side setback from the Helman Street property line to the building
is approximatly two and one-half feet.

There are variations in the setbacks to provide variation to the fagade with some larger alcoves for the
entrances to the ground floor commercial spaces. The rear setback is to the parking area and the
driveway, more than 22-feet of back-up from the garage door to the future parking area on the south side
of the driveway. The side setback to the east property line is six and one-half feet. There are no immediately
adjacent residential zones that would require a greater setback.

The proposed three-story building has an ridge height of 39-feet, 6-inches. The average building height
is less than 40-feet. More than 15 percent of the site is proposed as landscape areas, 856 square feet of
landscape area is required, the proposal provides for 882 square feet of landscape areas.

18.2.3.130 Dwelling in Non-Residential Zone

A. Dwellings in the E-1 zone are limited to the R-overlay zone. See chapter 18.3.13
Residential Overlay.

The Employment (E-1) Zoned property is within the Residential Overlay.

B. Dwellings in the E-1 and C-1 zones shall meet all of the following standards:

1. If there is one building on a site, ground floor residential uses shall occupy not more
than 35 percent of the gross floor area of the ground floor. Where more than one building
is located on a site, not more than 50 percent of the total lot area shall be designated for
residential uses.

There is one building with common wall construction on the site, the proposed ground floor
commercial space is 3,228 square feet. The proposed commercial area of the ground floor consists
of 2,201 square feet. This is more than 65 percent of the ground floor area. The residential
garages, storage area and elevators are less than 35 percent of the gross floor area. (1027 /3228
= 31.8 percent).

NOV 0
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2. Residential densities shall not exceed 15 dwelling units per acre in the E-1 zone, 30
dwelling units per acre in the C-1 zone, and 60 dwelling units per acre in the C-1-D zone.
For the purpose of density calculations, units of less than 500 square feet of gross
habitable floor area shall count as 0.75 of a unit.

The proposal has two residential dwelling units which is less than the maximum allowed density.

3. Residential uses shall be subject to the same setback, landscaping, and design
standards as for permitted uses in the underlying zone.

The setbacks, landscaping and design standards that have been applied to the residences are the
same as those of the underlying zone.

4. Off-street parking is not required for residential uses in the C-1-D zone.
Off-street parking for the residences has been provided. More details on the parking are provide
in the findings below.

5. Where the number of residential units exceeds ten, at least ten percent of the
residential units shall be affordable for moderate-income persons in accord with the
standards of section 18.2.5.050. The number of units required to be affordable shall be
rounded down to the nearest whole unit.

Two residential units are proposed. The proposal does not require the dedication of an affordable
unit.

B. Overlay Zones. The proposal complies with applicable overlay zone requirements (part
18.3).

The property is subject to the Basic and Detail Site Design Review and Historic District Standards. As
evidenced in the findings below it can be found that the proposed development complies with the
development of a commercial building.

C. Site Development and Design Standards. The proposal complies with the applicable Site
Development and Design Standards of part 18.4, except as provided by subsection E, below.

18.4.2.040 Non-Residential Development

The proposed development of the Employment zoned land with a mixed-use commercial structure
will have a positive impact upon the streetscapes of Helman and Van Ness Streets. The building
is proposed to have a minimal setback. Outdoor spaces for pedestrian access to the site is
provided. Landscaping is proposed to enhance the site and provide screening. The proposed
public street improvements will enhance the pedestrian environment and will improve bicycle
transit by providing bicycle parking facilities as required in the Off-Street parking chapter of the
municipal code.

R
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The proposed building is designed to be consistent with the highest standards of compliance with
the detail site review, large scale and historic district design standards even though the site is on
lower order, less traveled City streets adjacent to the railroad tracks.

B. Basic Site Review Standards.
1. Orientation and Scale.
The proposed building is clearly oriented towards the public streets.

The proposed building occupies the majority of the two street frontages of the property. Each
frontage of the building fagade of the structure has a strong orientation to the public streets. The
structure has a strong base that grounds the building, and the use of recesses, material changes
and glazing provides a sense of entry and orientation towards each public street.

The primary entrances are located within five to eighi-feet of the sidewalk. The entrances are
clearly visible, pedestrian covering and changes in materials to emphasize the entrances.

Public sidewalks are proposed along the public street frontages, pedestrian walkways are
provided for each business entrance from the public pedestrian sidewalks.

2. Streetscape.

The proposed street improvements along Helman Street retains the existing landscape park row
and the five-foot sidewalk. This is consistent with the previous development decision on the
property from 2006 that required the landscape park row and sidewalk. Also, the request is
consistent with the existing street improvements on the entirety of the Helman Street corridor.
One street tree for every 30-feet of frontage has been provided. See preliminary landscape plan.

3. Landscaping.

The proposed landscaping complies with the minimum standards and 15 percent of the site has
been provided as landscape area. Landscape planters are proposed along the frontage of the
building. Ornamental grasses are proposed in the planter areas. To provide architectural relief
without the use of windows, a living green screen of metal mesh and climbing, vining plants
appropriate for the west facing side of the structure is proposed.

A recycle and refuse area in recessed, secure alcoves are proposed on each side of the building
for the separate tenant spaces. The tenant spaces area limited to office use reducing the amount
of material generated.

A sidewalk is proposed that will connect the parking areas for the subject property and to the
additional parking area for the adjacent properties to the south and east. The sidewalk on the
north side of the proposed parking spaces will lead to th encroachment, automobile noise,
exhaust, efc. will not negatively affect the adjacent property. The retaining wall is proposed to be
screened with a living, green screen. RECEIVE
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4. Designated Creek Protection.
Not applicable

5. Noise and Glare.
All artificial lighting will comply with the standards of 18.4.4.050. A Sternberg Commercial
street light is proposed at the intersection of the two public streets.

6. Expansion of Existing Sites and Buildings.
Not applicable

C. Detailed Site Review Standards.
The subject property is within the Detailed Site Review Standards.

1. Orientation and Scale.

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) of 0.50.

The proposed Floor Area Ratio exceeds .50. The proposed structure is 8,682 square feet which is
more than the required .50 FAR of 5,706 square feet.

The proposed building is adjacent to the public sidewalk. The building has substantial offsets,
jogs and other distinctive changes in the building fagade. The walls within 30-feet of the public
street have more than 20 percent of the wall area as windows and doorways. No blank walls are
proposed.

The proposed building has substantial changes in mass, surfacing and the exterior finish
materials to emphasize the entrances. The proposed building has alcoves for the entrances. The
upper floors, are proposed to provide protection for pedestrian refige firom rain and sun.

2. Streetscape.
Colored and scored concrete are proposed to designate people areas for the sidewalks. The
internal sidewalks will match the San Diego Buff city sidewalk.

The building is at no point more than five feet from the public sidewalk. The alcoves that are
recessed more than five feet provide pedestrian refuge.

3. Buffering and Screening.

There are no incompatible uses on adjacent lots. The adjacent properties to the north, east and
south are zoned Employment. The properties across Helman Street are zoned residential. The
retention of a landscape parkrow, with improved plantings, a landscape buffer and the green
screen all provide buffering and screening for the residences across the sireet.

L
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4. Building Materials.

More than 15 percent of the exterior walls have substantial changes in relief. There is a well-
defined base, fenestration, changes in material such as poured concrete water table, horizontally
scored stucco siding, smooth stucco, metal and wood. No bright or neon paint colors are
proposed the majority of the building is not glass.

D. Additional Standards for Large Scale Projects.
The proposed building is less than 10,000 square feet in gross floor area and does not have more
than 100-feet of frontage. It is not considered a Large-Scale Building.

18.4.2.050 Historic District Development

The subject property is at the north boundary of the Skidmore Academy Historic District. The
adjacent properties to the east, south and west are also in the Skidmore Academy Historic
District. The proposed building incorporates the main architectural themes found in Ashland’s
historic districts but is not an imitation of a specific architectural style. The standards speak to a
comparison of historic buildings in the vicinity. In the case of the subject property, the adjacent
properties are underdeveloped or have non-conforming residential development.

B. Historic District Design Standards.

1. Transitional Areas. |

The property is located that the boundary of the Skidmore Academy Historic District, and the
Detail Site Review zone. The proposed building has numerous traditional, architectural elements
and materials, the scale, form, massing and some of the material elements are more modern in
styling. It can be found that the proposed building is architecturally compatible with the historic
district design standards and provides a solid neighborhood anchor for the future redevelopment
of the adjacent employment zoned properties.

The Historic District Design Standards are primarily a contrast and comparison of the proposed
site development and the development on immediately adjacent properties. The adjacent
properties, and those within the 200-foot impact area, are underdeveloped, partially vacant or
utilized as a non-conforming use such as, residences in the E-1 zone. Additionally, the graphics
provided within the Historic District Design Standards are of residential properties and do not
translate easily to commercial development. This complicates that comparisons necessary by
code.

It can be found that the proposed building incorporates a number of the historic district design
standard objectives such as sense of entry, provision of a base, fenestrations, a rhythm of
openings, smaller masses to reduce bulk and scale.

2. Height.
The structure is proposed to be three stories and an average height of 39-feet, 6-inches. This is
less than the allowed building and additional parapet height allowed in the Employment zone.

R
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3. Scale.

The scale of the building is appropriate for an Employment zoned property that has two street
frontages. The nearest commercial developments are found to the south on Central Avenue. The
Ashland Creek Condominiums and the Plaza Inn and Suites on the south side of Central, are just
over 200-feet away, too far to adequately judge scale.

The property on the corner of Van Ness and Water Street, 165 Water is a vacant lot with a
standing development approval. Due to the topography, with the current adjacent site
development, the building will achor the south side of the Helman and Van Ness intersections
with the development across Van Ness to the north.

The proposed architecture is compatible with the approved building at 165 Water Street.
Highlighting the more modern elements of that design, the form and the height, and using more
modern materials than the brick fagade treatments on the Magnolia Building.

4. Massing.

The proposed building is divided into smaller, varied masses. The architecture has references to
the residentially inspired Plaza Inn and Suites and Water Street Condominiums with a low-pitch
roof. The materials and window openings and entries are consistent with historically
appropriate commercial architecture. The recessed entrances, canted bay windows, covered
pedestrian areas, landscape buffers, sidewalks, landscape parkrow with street trees all provide
visual relief and reduce the massing.

The proposed vertical and horizontal rhythms are symmeirical. Vertical elements have been
added that add visual interest and breaks the horizontal lines that would be emphasized without
the vertical elements.

5. Setback.

The proposed building is setback the maximum allowed by the municipal code. The maximum
setback from the public sidewalk in the Detail Site Review overlay is five feet, the proposed
setback is at no point more than five feet. The proposed structure will be built to the property
line and form a confinuous building wall along the street. The relationship to the street provides
interests to the pedestrian corridor.

6. Roof.

The use of a gable roof with a low pitch and large eave overhangs is consistent with traditional
streetscapes found in the developed residential area across Helman Street, and the commercial
businesses to the south on Central Avenue, Helman Street and near the North Main and Helman
Street intersections. A metal roof, similar to what is used on the immediately adjacent
commercial buildings is proposed. Flush mounted solar collection panels are proposed on the
south side of the roof. The low pitch roof reduces the overall massing of the structure.

|
|

7. Rhythm of Openings.
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The proposed pattern of wall to door and window openings on the street frontages is proposed,
and a compatible width to height ratio is maintained across the entire building fagade. The
design uses windows and doors in a manner that is harmonious with the established

rhythm of the district. The proposal has a consistent window styles with clearly defined vertical
divisions.

8. Base or Platforms.

The proposed building has a well-defined base. A water table, with a dark stucco fagade
treatment above. The base is reflective of the post-modern style of the building. The base is
consistent around the entire fagade of the structure.

9. Form.

The proposed buildings form is consistent with commercial development found throughout the
history of Ashland the architectural forms and with the development forms found in Ashland’s
commercial zoning districts.

In order to add visual interest, the proposed building incorporates both horizontal and vertical
use of materials and dimensional materials to provide shadow lines and differentiation to the
massing of the floors. Materials are used in a manner that creates details, incorporates textures
or small-scale elements that give buildings a three-dimensional character, and a human

scale.

Additionally, the use of architecturally framed window and door bays, transom windows, and
windows to create multiple surface elements.

There is a clear visual division shall be maintained between ground level floor and upper floors
through the use of water tables, belly banding, eave lines carried through the fa¢ade, a bay
window column, landscape screening and a green screen.

10. Entrances.

Well-defined, covered, recessed, angled and articulated primary entrances are provided into each
tenant space on both of the street frontages. The roof overhang of the floor above provides more
than five feet of pedestrian refuge area at the entrances.

11. Imitation of Historic Features.

The building design is consistent with this standard. The proposed building is clearly more
contemporary in design than the New Horizons metal buildings, and similar in form to the Plaza
Inn and Suites and the Water Street Condominiums, even the Bard’s Inn further to the while
providing historical context with the incorporation of materials and architectural elements found
on commercial buildings in Ashland’s historic districts. The building uses materials similar to
those in the district, including similar color.
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18.4.3 Parking Access and Circulation:
The proposed development requires nine vehicle parking spaces.
Commercial / Office: 2,201 / 500 = 4.4

Residential:
Two, three-bedroom units: 4

Total Required Automobile Spaces: 8.4

The proposal accommodates for seven (7) parking spaces on-site. An additional on-street
parking credit is requested.

The proposal requires six bicycle parking spaces. Commercial use requires two bicycle parking
spaces, residential use requires four bicycle parking spaces. The bicycle parking is provided for
within the garages and near the Helman Street entrance in the recessed alcove, a U-rack is
proposed to accommodate two spaces. A single space is provided at the Van Ness Avenue entrance
and to the east side of the structure, south of the equipment area.

18.4.3.060 Parking Management Strategies
A. On-Street Parking Credit. Credit for on-street parking spaces may reduce the
required off-street parking spaces up to 50 percent, as follows.

1. Credit. One off-street parking space credit for one on-street parking space

The request seeks an on-street parking credit. There is more than 44-feet of uninterrupted street
frontage on Helman Street that is more than 20-feet of the intersection and more than 10-feet from
the driveway. With the proposed street improvements, a new, on-street parking space will be
created on the Van Ness frontage in the proposed parking bay. The proposed parking bay aligns
with the frontage improvements approved for the adjacent property to the east. Development in
the immediate vicinity is very and on-street parking is not in demand along the frontages of the
property. The majority of the on-street parking demand in the area is south of Central Avenue.

18.4.3.080 Vehicle Area Design
A. Parking Location
The proposed parking is located to the rear of the proposed building.

B. Parking Area Design.
A. Parking Location.

The proposed on-site parking is located to the rear of the building.

B. Parking Area Design. Required parking areas shall be designed in accordance with
the following standards and dimensions as illustrated in 18.4.3.080.B. See also,
accessible parking space requirements in section 1843050 and parking lot and
screening standards in subsection 18.4.4.030.F. F
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There are three, surface parking spaces and the ADA access aisle accessed via the driveway. Two
of the parking spaces are 9 feet by 18 feet. One space is proposed as a compact space with 8 feet
by 16 feet. This space is also proposed to have an Electric Vehicle plug-in connection.

The parking spaces have a back-up maneuvering area of 22 feet, that does not necessitate moving
of other vehicles.

The parking area has been designed to minimize the adverse environmental and microclimatic
impacts of surface parking through design and material selection.

18.4.5.030 Tree Protection.
The trees on the subject property are proposed for removal. The trees on the adjacent property
area proposed for removal. No tree profection is proposed.

Public Facilities

18.4.6.020

B. Exceptions and Variances.

1. Exception to the Street Design Standards.

a. There is demonstrable difficulty in meeting the specific requirements of this chapter
due to a unigue or unusual aspect of the site or proposed use of the site.

When the property went through public review in 2006, one major source of contention was the
required street improvements to Helman Street that met the design standards for a commercial
business frontage. At the time, it was required that a landscape park row be maintained. This
proposal accommodates for a landscape park row on Helman Street. The existing damaged street
trees will be removed and the entire park row will be re-vegetated with ground covers and street
trees. Installing street improvements that comply with the standards for sidewalk and park row
width including curb return at the intersection are cost prohibitive when considering an
intensification of the site is not proposed. Additionally, the entirety of the Helman Street corridor
has landscape parkrow and five-foot sidewalk. This development pattern is historically consistent
and should be maintained.

The exception to the standards is requested on Van Ness Avenue in order to allow for a parking
bay and to provide a landscape buffer at the corner of the property. This reflects the sidewalk
pattern on the north side of the street at the northwest intersection of Van Ness and Helman.

b. The exception will result in equal or superior transportation facilities and connectivity
considering the following factors where applicable.

The connectivity of the property and the neighborhood will have superior transportation facilities
maintained along the frontage of the property. The sidewalk on Van Ness will be improved in
width, from four-feet to six-feet, the requested area of exception is to allow for on-street parking
bay and to provide transition the existing curbside sidewalk along the property to the west. There
is also a substantial grade change along the frontage of the property, behind the sidewalk, and the
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proposed location of the sidewalk allows for a transition area that will not increase the steepness
or the cross slope of the property.

1.

For transit facilities and related improvements, access, wait time, and ride
experience.

Not applicable

For bicycle facilities, feeling of safety, quality of experience (i.e., comfort
level of bicycling along the roadway), and frequency of conflicts with vehicle
cross traffic.

Van Ness Avenue, and Water Street are both ‘shared’ streets without dedicated
bicycle lanes. The proposal will not have a negative impact on the bicycle facilities.
The width of the right-of-way and the adjacent improvements prevent widening of
the street and the need for publicly available on-street parking dictates the need to
retain parking versus installing dedicated bicycle lanes.

For pedestrian facilities, feeling of safety, quality of experience (i.e., comfort
level of walking along roadway), and ability to safety and efficiency crossing
roadway.

The proposal is to improve the sidewalks and the parkrow. Street trees are
proposed on both frontages. A truncated dome and accessible cross walk is
proposed for the intersection of Helman Street and Van Ness Avenue. The
proposed improvements will improve the comfort level of walking along the street
and provides a safer crossing of the streets for those with visual imparements. The
area where the sidewalk on Van Ness requires the exception will have a parking
bay between the sidewalk and the street which will provide a feeling of safety as
the sidewalk surface is not directly adjacent to the travel lane.

c. The exception is the minimum necessary to alleviate the difficulty.

The exception is the minimum necessary to alleviate the difficulty of improving to full city
standards since a transition to the future sidewalk on the property down-hill to the east is
necessary. The exception maintains the Helman Street development pattern, this is in response to
the neighborhood concerns raised in 2006.

d. The exception is consistent with the Purpose and Intent of the Street Standards in
subsection 18.4.6.040.A.

The purpose and intent contain standards for street connectivity and design as well as cross
sections for sireel improvements including installation of new streets and improvements (o existing
streets. The increased landscaping, street trees on the majority of the frontage while maintaining
connectivity is consistent with the standards.

18.4.7 Signs.
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The signs for the individual businesses will comply with the sign code standards for sign area
based upon business frontage with the sign sizes varying based on the frontage dimensions. No
plastic or internally illuminated signs will be permitted.

18.4.8 Solar Access.

Van Ness Avenue has a 60-foot-wide right-of-way along the firontage of the property. The proposed
structure complies with the solar setback as the rights-of-way are allowed to be shadowed by the
development.

D. City Facilities. The proposal complies with the applicable standards in section 18.4.6 Public
Facilities, and that adequate capacity of City facilities for water, sewer, electricity, urban storm
drainage, paved access to and throughout the property, and adequate transportation can and
will be provided to the subject property.

Adequate city facilities exist to service the proposed development.

Water: There is a 16-inch water main in Van Ness Avenue and a four-inch water line in Helman Street.
The new water services are proposed adjacent to Helman Street, along the curb line in the landscape
parkrow,

The water line sizes are substantial enough to comply with the water needs for the new structure. The fire
suppression system closet is on the east side of the structure.

There is a fire hydrant on the west side of Helman Street across from the subject property.

Sanitary Sewer: There is a six-inch sanitary sewer line in the Helman Street. In discussion with the
Wastewater Department Supervisor, there are no capacily issues with the public sanitary sewer lines.
New sewer connections will be made to connect the proposed structure to the public infrastructure.

Electrical: Upgrades are required to the electrical infrastructure. The primary power will come from a
pole on Helman and Van Ness. The existing pole on the subject property cannot be removed due its
necessity to provide anchoring for the main lines on Helman and Van Ness. A new junction box located
on the east side of the property on Van Ness will provide service to the subject property. A public utility
easement will be provided for all public utilities that are on the private property. Solar panels are
proposed on the roof of the building to off-set the demands on the electrical system.

Storm Sewer: There is a 15-inch Storm sewer main in Van Ness Street. In consultation with the Street
Division, there are no capacity issues with the city’s facilities. When considering that post development
peak flows are not to exceed pre-development peak flows, there should be little discernable impacts on
the storm sewer facilitates.

Page 19 of 21



Transportation: According the Transportation System Plan, Helman Street is classified as an avenue.
The existing street development pattern is set by the width of the right-of-way and the improvements of
paving, curb, gutter, sidewalk and landscape park row on both sides of the street. and Van Ness Water
Street are classified as Neighborhood Collectors. This street classification anticipates less than 1,500
ADT and are meant to provide access to residential and neighborhood commercial areas.

Van Ness Street has a variable width right-of-way with 60-feet of ROW, along the frontage of the property,
the ROW is 60-feet at the intersection of Van Ness and Helman Street. Van Ness, is improved with curb,
gutter, and a five-foot curbside sidewalk with a parking bay, and sidewalk on the north side of the street.

The proposed sidewalk is a five-foot curbside adjacent to the new, on-street parallel parking bay that will
be constructed on Van Ness.

E. Exception to the Site Development and Design Standards.
1. There is a demonstrable difficulty meeting the specific requirements of the Site
Development and Design Standards due to a unique or unusual aspect of an existing
structure or the proposed use of a site; and approval of the exception will not
substantially negatively impact adjacent properties; and approval of the exception is
consistent with the stated purpose of the Site Development and Design; and the
exception requested is the minimum which would alleviate the difficulty.; or

The requested removal of the parking lot buffer adjacent to the shared (east) property line
requires an exception. The subject property is unique in that there is a more than 35 percent
slope along the shared property line. A retaining wall will be constructed to accommodate the
proposed parking area on the subject property which is more than 8-feet above the grade of the
adjacent property to the east. The area on the adjacent property is also head in parking at the
base of the wall. The exception will not have any negative impacts on the adjacent properties as
it is parking, abutting parking. A sidewalk is proposed between the parking spaces and the
retaining wall, but not a landscape buffer. The adjacent property owner has no concerns.

18.5.7.040 Approval Criteria

B. Tree Removal Permit.

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard.

a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with
other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and standards, including but not limited

to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and
Environmental Constraints in part 18.3.10.

The trees are proposed for removal to permit the applicant to be consistent with other applicable
ordinance requirements and standards applicable to the Site Design Standards and the Physical and
Environmental Constraints ordinance.

Citv of Achland
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b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow
of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or existing windbreaks.

The removals will not have significant negative impacts on erosion, soil stability, flow of surfaces waters,
protection of adjacent trees or existing windbreaks. The areas where the trees are located, post removal
will be redeveloped as part of the larger, comprehensive site development.

c. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes,
canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the subject property. The City shall grant

an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and
no reasonable alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.
There are several trees within 200-feet of the subject property. The proximity to the heavily vegetated
creek area provides substantial species diversity, canopy coverage and tree densities. The proposed
development replaces canopy, tree densities, sizes and species diversity.

d. Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the
permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this determination, the City may consider
alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would
lessen the impact on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other
provisions of this ordinance.

The residential density is not increased or decreased as a result of the tree removals.

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval
pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall be a condition of

approval of the permit.

Mitigation trees are proposed throughout the property. There are five street proposed along the frontage
of the property. There are two landscape area trees proposed. Parking lot shade trees will be planted at
the time of the development of the remainder of the parking lot area on the property to the south.

2 (.'/(S/

Attachments:
1) ARCHITECTURAL SITE PLAN
2) FLOOR PLAN
3) ELEVATIONS
4) PRELIMINARY LANDSCAPE PLAN
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GENERAL CONSTRUCTION NOTES
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EXISTG LARGEOAK TO REMAIN

. General prepartion of site to include:

A. Eradication of weeds through the certified application of herbicides, allowing
adequate time for affect.

B. Removal, from site, of all existing surface rock in planting beds.

All shrub beds to be finish raked to a smooth condition prior to mulching.

Aged compost to be placed as a top dressing in all shrub beds to a depth of 3".

Plan is diagramtic and measurements should be confirmed on-site. Any changes are the
responsibility of the contractor to co-ordinate with the owners representative.

INCLUDE 365 DAYS OF MAINTENANCE from the day of acceptance. Including but not
limited to:
A. Maintain planting area in a healthy, weed free condition through a minimum of
bi-weekly visits.

B. Replace any material showing signs of stress.

C. Monitor irrigation for correct timing.

D. Provide owner with complete list of instructions for continued care at the end of the
maintenance period.

PLANT LIST

Quantity Common Name Botanical Name Size
Trees

Cherry, Royal Burgundy

Heather, Darley Dale Erica darleyensis 1g
Heavenly Bamboo, Dwarf Purple  Nandina domestica 'Dwarf Purple'  2g
Laurel, Otto Luyken Prunus laurocerasus 'Otto Luyken' 59

Viburnum, David Viburnum davidii 59
Ground Cover / Grasses
Blue Sheep's Fescue Gray Fescue Festuca ovina var. glauca 1

Carex, Blue Bunny
Crocosmia, Lucifer
Crass, Hameln Dwarf
Crass, Little Kitten

9
Carex laxiculmis 'Hobb' Bunny Blue 1g
Crocosmia 'Lucifer' 1g
Pennisetum alopecuroides 'Hameln' 1g
Miscanthus sinensis 'Little Kitten'  1g

Iris, City Lights Iris 'City Lights' 19
Liriope, Big Blue Liriope spicata 19
Qat Crass, Blue Helictotrichon sempervirens 1g

IRRIGATION DETAILS

1. An automatic irrigation system to be provided for all plant materials areas

in accordance with industry standards. System is intended to perform at
15 gpm and 50 psi. Confirm on-site before proceeding depending on the
available water source..

2. All materials are to be new and in original condition.

3. No zone shall exceed 15gpm. Pipe sized to have less than 5ft / sec flows.

4. Place manual drain valves as needed at low points in mainline

5. Mainline should be located in area with least conflict with surrounding

utilities. Mainline location on plan for ease of interpretation

7. All drip zones to use PVC laterals to locate a point of connection in each
individual planting bed terminating in a Drip Riser.

8. Shrub areas to be irrigated by drip irrigation
A. All surface drip tubing to be Landscape Product Inline Drip Tubing .6GPH

on 18" Spacing to buried a range of 3-5" and held down every 5' with
J-stakes.

B. Layout to comprise drip tubing laid beginning 12" in from any perimeter
hardscape and in equal parallel lines 18" OC thereafter.

C. All Drip zones to include a 150 mesh filter and 30psi pressure regulator

9. All trenching to be a minimum of 15" deep. Backfill is to be clean and free of

any material larger than 1 1/2" in diameter. Backfill shall be adequately
compacted and guaranteed against further settling.

10. Control wires are to be a minimum of 14ga and spliced with water proof
connections only. Place all wiring below piping in trenches.

11. Sleeving to be provided under all hardscapes by general contractor for

irrigation purposes.

12. Irrigation system to be guaranteed against defective material or workmanship
for one year from the date of final acceptance. Damage or loss due to
vandalism, freezing or acts of neglect by others, is exempt from Contractor's
replacement responsibility.

13. Provide owner with an accurate as-built locating all valves, wire splices, main
line and any sleeving.

14. Provide owner with preliminary watering schedule for the established
landscape.

15. Provide owner with complete set of written instructions for operation of
sprinkler system including spring start up, clock operation, and winterization.

16. Walk owner through the entire system describing the operating instructions.

Wilkins 3/4" Double Check Valve

Prunus serrullata 'Royal Burgundy' 1 3/4"

Dogwood, Kousa Cornus 'Kousa' 13/4"
Maple, Armstrong Acer rubrum 'Armstrong’ 13/4"
Maple, Vine Acer circinatum 4-5'
Shrubs

Abelia, Kaleidoscope Abelia 'Kaleicoscope 2g
Azalea Hino Crimson Azalea 'Hino Crimson’ 2g

GRADING

1. General contractor to include removal of debris 1 1/2" or larger and the removal of
compacted rock, gravel and existing fill in all planting areas to a depth of 18" relative to
surrounding hardscapes.

Landscape contractor to place 18" of compacted(24" loose) topsoil in all planting beds.
Topsoil to include 3cu yd per 1000sq ft of certified compost.

Placement of any soil to be done in coordination with sutable weather condition so as to
prevent damage to soil structure.

Landscape contractor responsible to provide a finish grade within 3" of surrounding
hardscapes. All graded material to be adequately firm without being overly compacted.
Landscaper to place sufficent compacted clean topsoil to achieve finish grade in

shrub areas. Additional soil may be necessary depending on available existing soil.
Finish grade in shrub areas to be a smooth even grade mounded 2" high in the middle
of beds and ending 3" below surrounding areas. Al finish grading to promote positive
drainage away from structures and to be done in such a way as to eliminate puddling or
collection of water.

Landscape contractor responsible for addressing any drainage problems encountered
during the course of construction, with owners representative .
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Rootball to be equal to
1/2" above grade

Backfil with blend 1/3 organic mulch,
2/3 native soil, & 202

of 16-16-16 fertlizer

Dig hole 2 times the size of root ball

Shrub Planting Detail

Tree ties 3 1/2'

from ground
2x2 -8'l. stakes
Wrap tree trunks 2 per tree
with tree wrap Chain Lok or equal
Staple o stake

Backfill with blend 1/3
organic muich,

2/3 native soil, & 40z
of 16-16-16 fertilizer

Dig hole 2 times
the size of root ball

Deciduous Tree Planting Detail

PLANTING

1.

wn

No o Eal

©

Plant material to be provided in accordance with species, sizes and quantities indicated
below. Substitutions based on list provided may be made as applicable. Remaining
substitutions to be made with the approval of landscape architect.
No planting to proceed until irrigation system is fully functioning in the area to be planted.
All plant holes to be dug 2 times the volume of their root ball size. Backfill shall consist
of 1/3 organic mulch, 2/3 native soil, micorrhizae suppliment and 16-16-16 fertilizer as follows.
1gal 1oz
3-5gal 20z
larger 40z
Plant upright and face to give best appearance or relationship to plants, structures and
predominant veiwing angle. Trees are to be planted so as to be straight up and down
without the assistance of staking. Staking is solely for support against outside forces.
Loosen and remove twine binding and burlap from around top of each root ball.
Scarify root balls of plants exhibititng a root bound conditon, being careful not to damage
the root balls integrity. Stake and guy trees immediately after this work.
Place and compact backfill soil mixture carefully to avoid injury to roots, and fill all voids.
When hole is 2/3 filled with soil, completely soak and allow water to soak away at least two
times or more, as necessary to completely water individual plants.

. Guarantee plant materials and related workmanship of installation, beginning after written

acceptance of work, for one year.

A. Replace plant material not surviving or in poor condition during guarantee period.
B. Perform all replacement work in accordance with original specifications at no
additional cost to Owner.
C. Damage or loss of plant materials due to vandalism, freezing or acts of neglect by
others, is exempt from Contractor's replacement responsibility.
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. 160 Helman Tree Removal Plan

Five small stature Oak Trees proposed for removal on-site. An eight-inch Maple street tree is proposed for removal.
None are hazard trees, all proposed for removal to allow the development of the vacant lot.

The parkrow is proposed to be reconstructed and irrigated with new street trees.

Five new street trees proposed, two on-site trees proposed per the landscape plan.

Trees on adjacent property to east approved for removal upon development of that property.
No tree preservation proposed.

‘roperty (approved for rem%al)
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. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
0 i, 541-488-5305 Fax: 541-552-2050 www.ashland.orus TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00034

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 533 Fairview Street

OWNER/APPLICANT:  Bryon Jones/Norma Wright

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove an EIm Tree at the Western Property Line at 533
Fairview. The tree was proposed to be protected as part of PA-2017-02005, but the excavation of the foundation
ultimately compromised the stability of the tree. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-
Family Residential; ZONING: R-2; ASSESSOR’S MAP #: 391E09 CA; TAX LOT: 2600

NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, December 6, 2018 at 6:00 PM in the Community
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: November 28, 2018

DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: %Cember 12,2018

PLANNING ACTION# TREE-2018-00034
SUBJECT PROPERTY

533 FAIRVIEW ST

534

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above.

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way,
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal. Upon determination of completeness, a notice
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period. After the comment period
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application. A notice
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision. An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff's decision must
be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision. (AMC 18.5.1.050.G)

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice. Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application,
by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of appeal to the
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue. Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right of appeal
to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient specificity
to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be
provided at reasonable cost, if requested. All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520.

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.

G:\comm-deviplanning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2018\PA-TREE-2018-00034.d
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TREE REMOVAL PERMIT

18.5.7.040.B

1.

Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can

be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or
property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6.

b.  The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall
be a condition of approval of the permit.

Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application

meets all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and
standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints
in part 18.10.

b.  Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or
existing windbreaks.

c.  Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.

d.  Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit.
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GENERAL NOTES

1. TREE PROTECTION TO COMPLY WITH AMC 18.4.5.030.C, TYP
ALL

2. NEW PROPOSED STRUCTURES SHOWN ARE THE ONLY
IMPEVIOUS SURFACE TO BE ADDED. WALKWAYS AND
DRIVEWAY TO BE PERVIOUS (GRAVEL).
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KEYNOTES - TREE PROTECTION PLAN

1. NEWTREE. SPECIES TO BE SELECTED FROM ASHLANDS
“TREE STREET GUIDE’ BY OWNER. MATURE HEIGHT TO BE
LESS THAN 30-0°.

2, EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN. PROTECT IN ACCORDANCE
WITH AMC 18.4.5.030.C.

3, EXISTING TREE TO REMAIN, TRIM DEAD BRANCHES AS
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PROTECT IN ACCORDANCE WITH AMC 18.4.5.030.C.

4. APPROXIMATE AREA OF EXCAVATION

5. APPROXIMATE AREA OF FILL, TO BE LESS THAN 12” OF
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. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
Fam 541-488-5305 Fax: 541-552-2050 www.ashland.or.us TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

PLANNING ACTION: TREE-2018-00035

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 187 Harrison

OWNER/APPLICANT: Slapnicka & Hamilton Trust/Michael Thirkill

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove a Willow at the front of the property at 187
Harrison Street. The application states the tree is dying, its roots have infiltrated the sewer and it is blocking the
growth of the young maple adjacent to itt. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-
Family Residential; ZONING: R-2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 DB; TAX LOT: 2600

NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, December 6, 2018 at 6:00 PM in the
Community Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: November 28, 2018
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: December 12, 2018

| N/

152

590

161
160

187 HARRISON ST

=
w)
= —
w
= =
17|l ikS 2 gt (@)
PLANNING ACTION# TREE-2018-00035 w
SUBJECT PROPERTY o
o
<
5 E

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above.

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way,
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal. Upon determination of completeness, a notice
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period. After the comment period
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application. A notice
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision. An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff's decision must
be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision. (AMC 18.5.1.050.G)

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice. Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application,
by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of appeal to the
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue. Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right of appeal
to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient specificity
to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be
provided at reasonable cost, if requested. All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520.

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.

Is]
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TREE REMOVAL PERMIT

18.5.7.040.B

1.

Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can

be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a. The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to fall and injure persons or
property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated
by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part 18.6.

b.  The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall
be a condition of approval of the permit.

Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets

all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a. The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and
standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints
in part 18.10.

b. Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or
existing windbreaks.

¢.  Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the
subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have been considered and no reasonable
alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the zone.

d.  Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this
determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping designs that would lessen the impact
on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.

e. The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such mitigation
requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit.

G:\comm-dev\planning\Planning Actions\Noticing Folder\Mailed Notices & Signs\2018\TREE-2018-00035.docx
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. Planning Department, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520 CITY OF
Fam 541-488-5305 Fax: 541-552-2050 www.ashland.or.us TTY: 1-800-735-2900 ASHLAND

NOTICE OF APPLICATION

PLANNING ACTION: Tree-2018-00036

SUBJECT PROPERTY: 70 Third Street

OWNER/APPLICANT: John Fields/Natalie Ives-Drouillard

DESCRIPTION: A request for a Tree Removal Permit to remove 36” Ponderosa Pine. The tree was proposed to
be protected as part of PA-T1-2018-00015. The application states the owner wishes to remove the tree for garden
space and the addition of solar panels to the roof. The tree is crowded and the addition of an accessory unit on the
property will severely impact the tree’s health as the unit will require excavation in its root zone and limbs to be
removed to provide clearance. COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION: Low Density Multi-Family
Residential; ZONING: R-2; ASSESSOR’S MAP: 39 1E 09 BD; TAX LOT: 1400.

NOTE: The Ashland Tree Commission will also review this Planning Action on Thursday, December 6, 2018 at 6:00 PM in the Community
Development and Engineering Services building (Siskiyou Room), located at 51 Winburn Way.

NOTICE OF COMPLETE APPLICATION: November 28, 2018
DEADLINE FOR SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN COMMENTS: December 12, 2018

The Ashland Planning Division Staff has received a complete application for the property noted above.

Any affected property owner or resident has a right to submit written comments to the City of Ashland Planning Division, 51 Winburn Way,
Ashland, Oregon 97520 prior to 4:30 p.m. on the deadline date shown above.

Ashland Planning Division Staff determine if a Land Use application is complete within 30 days of submittal. Upon determination of completeness, a notice
is sent to surrounding properties within 200 feet of the property submitting application which allows for a 14 day comment period. After the comment period
and not more than 45 days from the application being deemed complete, the Planning Division Staff shall make a final decision on the application. A notice
of decision is mailed to the same properties within 5 days of decision. An appeal to the Planning Commission of the Planning Division Staff's decision must
be made in writing to the Ashland Planning Division within 12 days from the date of the mailing of final decision. (AMC 18.5.1.050.G)

The ordinance criteria applicable to this application are attached to this notice. Oregon law states that failure to raise an objection concerning this application,
by letter, or failure to provide sufficient specificity to afford the decision maker an opportunity to respond to the issue, precludes your right of appeal to the
Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on that issue. Failure to specify which ordinance criterion the objection is based on also precludes your right of appeal
to LUBA on that criterion. Failure of the applicant to raise constitutional or other issues relating to proposed conditions of approval with sufficient specificity
to allow this Department to respond to the issue precludes an action for damages in circuit court.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be
provided at reasonable cost, if requested. All materials are available at the Ashland Planning Division, Community Development & Engineering Services
Building, 51 Winburn Way, Ashland, Oregon 97520.

If you have questions or comments concerning this request, please feel free to contact the Ashland Planning Division at 541-488-5305.
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TREE REMOVAL PERMIT

18.5.7.040.B

1. Hazard Tree. A Hazard Tree Removal Permit shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application meets all of the
following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a.

The applicant must demonstrate that the condition or location of the tree presents a clear public safety hazard (i.e., likely to
fall and injure persons or property) or a foreseeable danger of property damage to an existing structure or facility, and such
hazard or danger cannot reasonably be alleviated by treatment, relocation, or pruning. See definition of hazard tree in part
18.6.

The City may require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each hazard tree pursuant to section 18.5.7.050. Such
mitigation requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit.

2. Tree That is Not a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds

that the application meets all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the imposition of conditions.

a.

The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application to be consistent with other applicable Land Use
Ordinance requirements and standards, including but not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in
part 18.4 and Physical and Environmental Constraints in part 18.10.

Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil stability, flow of surface waters, protection of
adjacent trees, or existing windbreaks.

Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities, sizes, canopies, and species diversity
within 200 feet of the subject property. The City shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree
removal have been considered and no reasonable alternative exists to allow the property to be used as permitted in the
zone.

Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below the permitted density allowed by the
zone. In making this determination, the City may consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate
landscaping designs that would lessen the impact on trees, so long as the alternatives continue to comply with the other
provisions of this ordinance.

The City shall require the applicant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted approval pursuant to section 18.5.7.050.
Such mitigation requirements shall be a condition of approval of the permit.
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11/15/2018 70 Third Street

O Replyall| v M Delete Junk|v  eeo
70 Third Street

John Fields <goldenfields22@gmail.com> & & Replyall |V
Today, 11:09 AM
Fotini Kaufman ¥

Inbox

Fotini,

Here are a few photos for the tree removal. You can see the second pink line to the left is where the foundation line is for the proposed
structure. The new walkways, the bike racks, the garbage recycling not to mention staging the construction on the root zone are all
detrimental to the trees ultimate survival.

Thanks for your help.

City of Ashland

https://outlook.office365.com/owal/projection.aspx 1/4
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Tree removal request- 70 Third Street 11/14/2018

TO: City Of Ashland- Planning and Tree Commission

FROM: John Flelds- Golden-Fields Construction and Design - Agent
541-482-8442 John@golden-fields.net
Natalie Ives-Drouillard

RE:  Finding of Fact for Tree Removal for Property situated 70 Third Street
39 1E 09 BD TL 1400- Ashland, Oregon
Modification of planning action PA-2018- TI-00015

To whom it may concern:

The Subject property had the Final decision posted on August 29, 2018. Within that
approval the 36" diameter Ponderosa Pine was slated for preservation. In the discovery
of information to move forward on this project several facts and problems have arisen
and we are requesting a tree removal permit for the tree.

The original desire of the home owner was for the removal of the tree. She is terrified
about fire danger and felt the pine and constant shedding of needles was a hazard. The
Ashland Fire Departiment successfully developed an ordinance requiring all siructures
within City limits to have to Pines within 30' of new structures prohibited. I met with the
Fire Department regarding this tree in particular and apparently the Tree advocates and
property ownership advocates had convinced them to back off of this requirement
regarding existing trees. I do believe that in this kind of small scale development, if a
property owner would like to keep a tree that it should not be a hardship in the planning
process.

But we do feel that if an owner does not want an existing tree on single family
residence that they should be given the latitude to remove it. '

3.Removal of trees in multi-family residential and health care zones on lots
occupied only by a single-family detached dwelling and associated accessory
structures where the property cannot be further developed with additional dwelling
units other than an accessory residential unit, except as otherwise regulated by
chapter|i8 3.10, Physical and Environmental Constraints Overlay, and
chapter|18.3. 11, Water Resource Protection Zones (Overla VS).

What we have in this case is a homeowner who prefers the tree to be removed. There
are competing considerations that she would like brought into this decision.
1. The owner would like to have a garden with fruit trees. Right now the entire back
half of the property is covered in shade and has a constant layer of pine needles.
2. The design has the tree approximately 8' away from the foundation.

a. The tree would have to have the limbs removed 26' above the ground level
to provided the 10' clearance above the new structure. This is
approximately 1/3 of the existing branch structure.

b. The mitigation required to save this tree requires that the roots be air-

spaded free to reveal the structure and then have the engineer com
XECEIVE
NOV 18 2018

»)

site and design a pier and grade beam foundation structure over th

Page 1 ' ~ City of Ashland



Tree removal .request- 70 Third Street -

11/14/2018 -

You can observe a 10" diameter root heading towards the proposed
structure. There are probably additional lateral roots. If we were to leave
this giant root extending under the new structure we will have to have the
subsoil level under the structure remain intact. The height of the building
will need to be raised an addition 3' plus higher than proposed. The crawl
space will also be more susceptible to rodent and animals getting into the
crawl space due to the fact that the foundation grade beam will not be into
the grade at the point it passes over the roots.

There is a requirement to protect the root zone from construction. There is
no way to build this structure without impact to the root structure. There
is no other area to stage the work.

The plan also shows the gate entry moving to the West. When the
required garbage enclosure and bike structure are built, this will be further
encroachment into the drip zone. The Plan does not show the pathway,
but the owner would like to have a concrete walkway connecting parking,
garbage enclosure and bike rack to both the existing house this proposed
ADU.

Although everyone wants to save a beautiful tree, there seems to be a
certain level of denial that does not see the impact of these necessary
improvements to the trees ultimate health. It's a risk that will cost an
additional $10,000 and will create a liability for the new ADU in the event
that it has to be removed or there is significant damage from limbs
dropping or disruption of the foundation by the encroaching root structure.
It the tree is removed after construction the cost of removal will double on
top of all the extra expense for an attempt to save it.

2.Tree That is Not.a Hazard. A Tree Removal Permit for a tree that is not a
hazard shall be granted if the approval authority finds that the application
meets all of the following criteria, or can be made to conform through the

imposition of conditions.

a.The tree is proposed for removal in order to permit the application fo be consistent
with other applicable Land Use Ordinance requirements and standards, including but
not limited to applicable Site Development and Design Standards in part @ and
Physical and Environmental Constraints in part 18.3.10.

3.

She would like to regain her solar access so that she can install solar panels.
Right now the tree deprives the solar rights of not only this property, but also
effects the neighbor to the North. Removal of the tree would allow excellent
access. The owner would like to have ability to install a Photo Voltaic array
supplying green energy to the ADU reducing carbon impact of the development

RECEIVED
NOV 15 201

Page 2 Clty OfAShland



Tree removal request- 70 Third Street

b.Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on erosion, soil
stability, flow of surface waters, protection of adjacent trees, or existing windbreaks.

4. There will be no significant impact on erosion by removal of this tree. In fact
removal of the tree will allow the project to manage its storm water as required by
the findings and order. Currently there is no storm water facility in the street or
the alley of this subject project. We have discussed this mwith the City Storm
water management department they agreed that we will provide a French drain (a
sump with drain rock to handle the storm water from the roof) which will be
accommodated in the removed tree's location.

c.Removal of the tree will not have a significant negative impact on the tree densities,
sizes, canopies, and species diversity within 200 feet of the subject property. The City
shall grant an exception to this criterion when alternatives to the tree removal have
been considered and no reasonable alternative exists to allow the property to be used as

permitted in the zone.

Although there will be an impact on the tree density and canopy, we will mitigate
the impact by providing 4 deciduous trees that are on the preferred fire safe list. Probably
three fruit trees and one Oak or Maple that will replace the lost canopy. We will meet the
goal of the Wildfire Ordinance in goal to reduce fire hazard and create 30° buffer from

flammable Ponderosa Pines.

d.Nothing in this section shall require that the residential density to be reduced below
the permitted density allowed by the zone. In making this determination, the City may
consider alternative site plans or placement of structures of alternate landscaping
designs that would lessen the impact on Irees, so long as the alternatives continue to
comply with the other provisions of this ordinance.

There is no alternative placement of this ADU structure on the property. If we there
is going to be this kind of investment in this property, the current location of the tree is
consequential in the decision to develope the ADU on this site.

licant to mitigate for the removal of each tree granted

e.The City shall require the a
8.5.7.050. Such mitigation requirements shall be a

approval pursuant to section |/
condition of approval of the permit.

We will replace the removed the tree with four new trees as stated above.

11/14/2018

City of Ashland
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Tree removal- request- 70 Third Street = 11/14/2018

In summary, I believe the alternative for the owner in lieu on not getting a tree removal
permit would be to withdraw the ADU approval and reapply for an accessory building
without the stove. With this modification the owner could remove the requirements for a
separate electric service, bike storage facility, and garbage enclosure and simultaneously
have the ability to remove the tree without a permit.

Sometimes we have to accept that trees get planted in the wrong place. It is 70 year old
tree that is quite lovely, but creates a looming hazard that the owner prefers not have to
contend with. In addition to this, it deprives her of the ability to grow a garden, have
solar access and landscape appropriately for her desired use.

John Fields

S
L/ Golden-Fields Construction and Design, Ltd.

Page 4 City of Ashland
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