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Zachery Cardoso

From: Sally Long

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 12:37 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: FW: Eagles View Subdivision Information

Attachments: SUB01-12 Procedural Findings.pdf; Eagle View No. 5 Survey.pdf

Here you go.

-Sally | 503-540-2311

From: Sally Long
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 12:35 PM
To: bmwden@gmail.com
Subject: Eagles View Subdivision Information

Good Afternoon,

Per our phone conversation, I have attached the procedural findings for the amended subdivision and a copy of the
recorded plat. Please let me know if you have any additional questions.

Regards,

Sally Long
Planner I
City of Salem | Community Development Department
555 Liberty St SE, Suite 305, Salem OR 97301
Sjlong@cityofsalem.net | 503-540-2311
FaceBook | Twitter | YouTube | CityofSalem.net
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 2:21 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: Salem revised code criteria to be considered:

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

SRC chapter 205.010 subdivision tentative plan
(d) A subdivision tentative plan shall be approved if all of the following criteria are met.

(2) The tentative subdivision plan does not impede the future use or development of the property or adjacent
land.

As condition 2 is not met, the tentative plan is not in compliance with Salem code 205.010 (d)(2) and thus does
not qualify for planning commission approval..

The tentative plan prevents development of 12 plus acre tax lot 200 belonging to Gwynn by creating a landlocked
condition for tax lot 200 immediately south of the subdivision. The slopes blocking south access and west acess are
steep and treacherous. East access is blocked by a 200 acre property belonging to Salem Hospital.

SRC chapter 205.015 phased subdivision tentative plan
(d) approval criteria

(1) the tentative phased subdivision plan should be approved if the plan meets
all of the criteria for tentative subdivision approval in src 205.010 (d)

the criteria in 205.010 (d) were not met
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 2:21 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: response to request for comments email1

Attachments: 2002 saalfeld griggs 1of3.JPG; 2002 saalfeld griggs 2of3.JPG; 2002 saalfeld griggs

3of3.JPG; city concil minutes feb11 2002 page 1.png; city concil minutes feb 11 2002

page 2.png; city concil meeting feb 11 2002 page3.png; recorded in 2003 page 1.png;

recorded in 2003 page 2.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

dear ms Diaz:
I am concerned that changes to the subdivision street plan will cause my tax lot 200 to become a 12 acre landlocked

area immediately south of the subdivision. Very steep terrain on my property blocks physical access to it from the south
and also from the west.
Badly needed access to my land was kindly granted by Mr Epping in 2002.
[see attachment from Saalfeld Griggs letter dated February 14, 2002]

In exchange for the right of way I was asked by Mr Gorsuch to sign away my historical use of the Bonneville Power
Administration powerline road. I agreed to that. Streets were not yet constructed near my new right of way so lacking
other access, there was no option but to continue using the BPA road until now,18 years later.

My right of way was permanent provision 9 of the 2002 Subdivision Review Committee Planning Action. Identical
copies of provision 9 were in planning actions recorded in Dallas by Larry Epping in 2003, 2004,2005 and 2006.
[ see page 2 provision #9 of recorded planning document attached]

Statements by Kris Gorsuch and Mark Grenz show agreement to provide a right of way to me (Gwynn).
[ see attached council minutes pages 1 &2 (Gorsuch) and 3 (Grenz) ]
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 2:22 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: response to request for comments email2

Attachments: tentative nature and expiration of 2007 planning action.jpg; 2007 subdivision

amendment page1of7.JPG; 2007 subdivision amendment page2of7.JPG; 2007

subdivision amendment page3of7.JPG; 2007 subdivision amendment page4of7.JPG;

2007 subdivision amendment page5of7.JPG

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

continuing email 1
A tentative planning action in 2007 amending phase 5 condition 9 ( removing my right of way) remained in effect for
two years ( until March 23 2009).
Street locations changed, lot numbers changed and even the subdivision phase number changed, so it appears that the
conditions were not met by 2009 and the 2007 planning action due to expire in 2009 was extended multiple times until
2017. In 2017 it was recorded without providing access for my 12 acres, landlocking them.

[see attachments on this email] Due to file sizes this will continue on email 3

The 2007 planning action was recorded precisely ten years later in March 2017

I was unaware of the 2007 amendment until June 15, 2020. Since then there has been too little time to deal with this
complex matter.
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 2:22 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: response to request for comments email 3

Attachments: 2007 subdivision amendment map page6of7.JPG; 2007 subdivision amendment

page7of7.JPG; email to multitech june 16.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

[attachments continue for the 2007 subdivision amendment]

I spoke with Jeremy Grenz, he understood my access problem. He was pleasant, reasonable and supportive. I then
wrote to Multitech and in a return email, Jeremy replied saying "the engineer said no access is available at this time."
When I wrote multitech, I asked for access across land that was not a proposed lot that they would sell. I only wish to
avoid being landlocked.
[email attached below]

I spoke with city surveyor Paul Kowalczyk. He is looking into the access problem for my 12 acres of tax lot 200 and said
he would submit something to the city on my behalf.
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 3:59 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: geo hazards

Attachments: earthquake hazard map 4.png; earthquake hazard legend.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

perhaps this is an area of concern the map attached combines the effects of shaking the soil and movement
amplification the power wires are all there is to orient one. slumping takes place south of the development and the
earth breaks up into large blocks that move down slope. they can be several acres in size They move like dominos in
reverse one falls and the one behind it falls etc.
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 4:00 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: 2007 concerns

Attachments: A summary of action.png; B summary of action.png; C action 2007.png; e 2007.png; F

zoning.png; g geo hazards.png; h connectivity.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

I have looked through the 2007 procedure and found errors in it.
I'm glad you are re-doing it
B states that removing the proposed stub street to my 12 acre parcel 200 does not impede access to it.
There was no other access which was possible for reasons of steepness
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 4:13 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: geo hazard continued

Attachments: eola hills slumping.JPG

When slumping takes place a block of land moves and once it moves support is removed from the area immediately
uphill from it . a strong earthquake can trigger it.
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Zachery Cardoso

From: dennis g <bmwden@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2020 4:59 PM

To: Olivia Dias

Subject: tax lot 200 access

Attachments: 2002 saalfeld griggs 1of3.JPG; 2002 saalfeld griggs 2of3.JPG; 2002 saalfeld griggs

3of3.JPG; 2004 map 1of1.JPG; city concil minutes feb11 2002 page 1.png; city concil

minutes feb 11 2002 page 2.png; city concil meeting feb 11 2002 page3.png

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The city surveyor Paul K. told me today that the maps and descriptions of the subdivision are difficult and imprecise. He
thinks that the best information is from the opposing lawyer in his letter [attached] the council meeting minutes
[attached help too] the map is what they had.
















