CITY OF

AT YOUR SERVICE
Planning Division ¢ 503-588-6173

555 Liberty St. SE / Room 305 ¢ Salem, OR 97301-3503 ¢ Fax 503-588-6005

Subject Property:

Reference No.:

PLANNING REVIEW CHECKLIST

1341 Waller Street SE
23-101404-PLN

Applicant: Brandon Fahlman Phone: 503-930-2786
MAPP, LLC E-Mail: bfahiman@gmail.com
295 Patterson Street NW
Salem, OR 97304

Agent: Ronald James Ped Phone: 503-363-1456
Architect PC E-Mail: rip@rktect.com
6850 Burnett Street, SE
Salem, OR 97317

The Planning Division has conducted its completeness review of the proposed Site Plan Review
application for property located at 1341 Waller Street SE. In order to deem the application
complete and to continue processing the application, modifications/and or additional information
is needed to address the following item(s):

Item: Description: \
The subject property is currently owned by MAPP, LLC, and the application form
Proof of . .
Application has been signed by Brandon Fahliman. Bec_ause the property is currently owned
! by MAPP, LLC, proof of signature authority is needed identifying Brandon
Signature ! . . o
Authority Fahlman as being authorized to sign the application on behalf of the property
owner.
SRC 300.210(a)(3) requires the submittal of any information that would give rise to
an actual or potential conflict of interest under state or local ethics laws for any
member of a Review Authority that will or could make a decision on the
application.
In order to implement this submittal requirement for applicants and/or property
List of LLC owners who are companies or LLCs, we require applicants to submit a list of the
Members names of all of the members of the company or LLC. This allows the members of

any potential Review Authority at the City who may end up reviewing the
application to be able to identify whether any potential conflict of interest exists
with the applicant and/or property owner.

Because the applicant for the proposal is MAPP, LLC, a list of members of MAPP
LLC is required to be submitted.

Class 1 Design
Review
Application

Per SRC 521.015(a), within the CO zone multiple family development requires
design review. As such, in addition to the Class 3 Site Plan Review application
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Item:

Required

Description:

already submitted, an application for Class 1 Design Review is also required for
the proposed development.

The application fee for Class 1 Design Review is: $671.00.

Class 2
Adjustment
Application
Required

As identified in the comments included on the attached plans, a Class 2
Adjustment will be required in conjunction with the proposed development to
eliminate the minimum required 10-foot parking setback abutting the alley to the
north.

The application fee for a Class 2 Adjustment is: $1,807.00.

Existing
Significant Trees
on Property

There are two significant Oregon White Oaks located on the subject property. A
report from an ISA certified arborist was submitted with the application indicating
that of the two significant oaks on the property, the 30-inch oak located in the
northwest portion of the site is declining in health, is in poor condition, and
presents both a hazard and danger to persons and/or property that cannot be
alleviated by treatment or pruning.

The other significant tree on the property, the 32-inch Oregon white oak, is not
identified as a hazardous tree and the arborist repot explains that they are
confident that the proposed development can occur on the site while encroaching
approx. 26 percent into the CRZ of the tree if the recommendations of the report
are followed and 74 percent of the CRZ of the tree is protected with fencing.

Because it appears that the amount of disturbance within the critical root zone of
the 30-inch Oregon white oak located in the northwest corner of the site will
exceed the maximum allowed 30 percent with an arborist report, either:

1) An adjustment to allow more than 30 percent of the critical root zone of the
tree to be disturbed together with an arborist report demonstrating that the
tree will be able to be preserved with the development; or

2) An application for a Tree Removal Permit or Tree Variance will be
required in order to remove the tree. In order for a Tree Removal Permit or
a Tree Variance to be approved the applicable approval criteria under
either SRC 808.030(d) (for Tree Removal Permits) or SRC 808.045(d) (for
Tree Variances) must be found to be met.

Additional
Comments on
Plans

Please see the attached plans for additional comments.

Unless otherwise noted, the above information is needed in order to deem the application
complete. Pursuant to SRC 300.220, the application shall be deemed complete upon receipt of:

(1) All of the missing information;

(2) Some of the missing information and written notice from the applicant that no other
information will be provided; or

(3) Written notice from the applicant that none of the missing information will be provided.
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Please submit this information to the City of Salem Planning Division, located on the 3' floor of
City Hall, 555 Liberty Street SE, Room 305.

For questions regarding any of the above requirements, please feel free to contact me directly
by calling (503) 540-2399 or via e-mail at bbishop@cityofsalem.net.

The Salem Revised Code may be accessed online at the following location:

https://www.cityofsalem.net/government/laws-rules/salem-revised-code

Sincerely,

Bryce Bishop
Planner 11l
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