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 SPEGIL WEETING OF NOVEMSLR 28, 1950

A specizl meeting of the Planning Commission of the City of Milwaukie,was
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held on the twenty-eighth day of November 1950. ’

The meeting,which was called for the purpose of s heariﬁg on & petition re-
guesting the useage of two and one-half acres of Lot "B Cogswell'!s Addition,
for church pmrposes, was called to order by Chairmen Jones.

Present: Chairman J.W.Jcones; Secretary R.C.Williems,Commissioners W.Henry
Stewart,James Swaggerty,Cecil Nickles,Fred Sperr, E.l+Kirkpatrick and Morris
Martin. Clerk ¥llien Martin. Aabsent: Commissioner Maynard bigge.

Mr. Jones expleined,for the benefit of all present,the personnel and dut-
ieg of the Plannipg Commission,snd resd the petition opposing the use of the
property in question,for church purposes. He then asked that the cese be pre-
sented.

: Mr. Vinpie Bell presented the vlea for the Presbyterisn Church,showing a
GXEFLEH ORaRRCRERPROSH BT ERITIcRATI G RIRD HHER SolEBEpuRATR ILENRTEs oALESEY
parking if and when it would be needed. Mr. Bell steted that the church would

be sget back from the street at least seventy-five feet,that the present lerge
residence on the property would be improved and brougit up to recuired specii-
ications ag to stressing the floors,fire escape etc.and “that the Presbytery would
uee the building to meet in until the church building wss ready for occupancy,
when the residence would serve as the mense. Wur. Bell stated that when the churcn
was started it would be completed and it was anticipated this would Le done in

the next three years, ' - ’

Mrs A. Inabnit,31C5 Lake Hoad,read the following protest.

Gentlemen;

I and the other peregons who have signed this document are properiy owners
within the legal ares which entitles them to protest ageinet granting a permit
to use the proverty at about 3lst & Lake Road in Milwaukie for church purposes.
e signed a previous protest against the granting of this permit ant it is now
in your records oi the case. This 18 our second protest which is voieed as ver-
bal objections as expressed by the persons whe nave affixed ftheir signatures
herete and will respond tc their names when calied by you as being present and
varif'ing their signatures approving the added objections contained herein,wnicn
are stalted as follows:

1. ‘The church which is asking for the perpit in the present appiication is
the same and it is the same property whicn your Honcrable Body denied a permit
to use for church purposes last Spring. The only difference we can learn is tne
former owner tir. Sawielle had transierred title to the present appiicant who is
negotisting wijh the same church group. The Planning Commission rejected tne
previous petition in a conciusive manner ana that decision should have been aceep-
ted ag final by the present applicant,including both the property owner and the
church group. It is an injustice for them to repeat thelr appiication at tails
time snd canse the surrounding property owners the annoysnce and inconvenlence of

_going through the protest proceedure again.

2. Our objsctions Lo using the designated provert for church purpcses,in
J j : propervy f s

addition lo those previously recited,are thejprppose% site for, the, churca is
located on a neavy traveled and narrow maln nighway Uo the east wiitnout any cross

streets nearby,and regardless of any claims,promises or statements by Uie petit—
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joners or others,every prudent individual,nearby property owner and others,iiil
have to admit atter viewing the property and circumstences surrounding it tnatv
members attending any church services,especially on Sundays when through traffic
on Lake Road is exceedingly heavy,will not observe instructions to park their cars
in a reserved space but will use both sides of Lake Road and it will be readily
seen this will create not only a hazard to persons and invite collisions but wili
e2lso result in traffic congestions. It has been found these conditions take place
in other c¢ities where churches are located along mein traveled arteries such as
Lake Hoad.

3. The reasons previously recited with respect to dengers of traffic hazards
and congestion of authmobile travel on Leke Hoad,regardless how emphatic statementis
tc the contrary are made by the petitioners and their spokesmen,woll certainly teke
plece it the permit is granted,and this condition will tend to grestly depreciate
the volue of all surrounding property belonging to the objectors and others, snd
for this added reason we reguest your body reject the present spplication in a con-
clusive manner.

This combined protest is being read for the benefit of all persons present and
is submitted in writing with signatures of the ad%oining property owners wiitnin the
legalized area for the purpose of being incorporated in the minutes and official
record on the hearing of the case.

Fespectfully submitted by:

Martha J. Inabnit, Al.Tnabnit,Caroline Olsen,Henry Bisio,Liliie Bisio,Armand Bisio,
Jonhn Cartesegna, Mrs John Cartasegna, Chris Dritsas,Flsie Rodin, S.#.Rodin.

Rev. Vogt, of the Presbyterian Church,suggested that if there were YNO PARKINGY
signs pleced along Lake Road in the viecinity of the church,that there viould be
legal control of the parking and therefore the residents could be assured that no
one would park in front of their property.

L |

Mr. A. Inalnit voiced his disaproval of any parking signs along the street,he
alsc pointed out thait cars parked there would cause a dangerous condition.

r. ¥llis Ek,eppraisor for the Federal Housing Authority,alsc appraisor for
the tdministration of Veteran's Atfairs,appeared as an expert witness. #Mr. Tk
stated that he had been in the real estate business for thirty years. He stated
that the first three questions usually asked by purchasers of property were:

1. The proximity of the property teo transportation and schools
2. The proximity of the proverty to churches

3. The proximity of the proverty to a shobping center.
He also stated that the stebility of property in any city relies on churches,that
he had appraised many thousand plots of land for both F.H.A.znd Administration of
Veterans sffairs and that he could not see that there would be mmry depreciation of
any property values because of the use of this property for church purposes. fr.
Jones ¢ uestioned Mr. Ek regarding the parking are provided in the plot,to which
Mr. rk pointed out that there was pleanty of land back of the house for future perk-
ing vhen needed. ,

Mr. A.D.Newman,Portland resltor was called upon and_ testified as foliows:
He was a member of the Portland nealty Board,the lational Real Estate Board,nas
been in t%e rga% estatle busan%ﬁs tor 1rtg,years, has appraised property for toe
Government and has appraise ousanda of bitces 0f property for individualis.
TN Mr. wewman staled that since adaguate parking space had been provided in this case,
y . that particular problem and its bearing on the case was eliminated. He staied wnut
. in all his years in the real esiate business,he could nol recall one case where .a
church had caused the depreciation of property velues btut on The contrary ne had
knovm of cases where a premium was paid to be niarta church. tHe stated that a churcn
+ = P .
may narros the scope of purchasers,but not devaluate a property. That his salesmen
sre instructed to carry weps showing the proximity of churches to %ne proper%y they

sre selling.
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Mr. Hewman stated that he had talked with many prominent real estate Ceniers
in Yortiend and not one of them could recall 2 case where property values ned been
lowered because of & church. He then stated that nhis {irm were the realtors nandi-
ing tils proverty and that he felt the Commission should know this . Hr. Jones
g uestioned Mr. Newman as to whether or not his testimony was based upon his nuscst
opinion regardless of the fact that he was an agent in this particular case. iir.
Newnan replied that his personal intrest had no bearing on the faets he nad recited
in hus testimony. :
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Mrs. Zenas Olsen,916 29th Street stated that she lived within a block ol tne
Cnrisiian Church at 28th and Harrison Streets and she und her neighbors feit that
the church was an asset to the community though it was gtill incompieted.

Judge Day,of Portland,read from Oregon bLaws,1932 on Page 515,the decision of
the Oregon Supreme Court in the case of the Arch Diocege of the Catholic Cnurch
versus the City of Portland and Mayor George L.Baker,that neither the Planning
Comnission nor the City Council had a righ% to disallow a church or school in a
regidential districi,unless it was shown to be a detriment to public healtn andg
safety,moralle or in violation of existing crdinances. He also read a similar de-
cision Dy the United States Supreme Court.which mentioned the Oregon Lase.

j/” Chalrmen Jones then called upon the Commigsion to vote,zdmonishing them tnavw
they were each to vote according o his own conviction,bearing in mind that tneir
decision. should be based upon the evidence presented at this hearing,with the under-
standing that the Commission reserves the right to invoke similar resirictions as
were placed upon their reccmmendation in the case of the permit for the Evangelical
Church. Hr. Jones stated thalt a vote of yes would favor the granting of the petit-
ion. A-called vote showed the following resuits: Yes: J.¥.Jones,James Swaggerty
end Morris Martin. No: R.C.Willioms, Henry Stewart, Fred Sperr, Cecil Nickles and
B8 Kirkpatrick, _ ' o

Mr. Williams explained before voting that he wished to renew a statement he

had ma%e hffore ;Tnat he wguldtnot gote favora?le to any structure being placed on

property where there was objection the game"in the neighborhcod" Wayor Sperr
u¥%te§ %haf_ﬁe too woula Like to fxpialn his vote,uTha? he was elected by the peoplie
ana, sane SHLETe Were a majority of names on the objecting petition,he would be gowern-

%onesﬂt this time the majorlty of persons attending the meeting left the room. Me.
erorer upsedikhe Yomgission members to remsin as there was other business to come
before them at thii timg.t th '

A Jones exblained to the Commisgion that through his attends he T, iLE
Eﬁguﬁé ggnilg%%ge g had 1earngd what other cities wer% planniné gﬁi%ﬁg %gytg% t;%gﬁé—
bo o limd and planning new stregts in present vacant properties in an efiowrd
hg eliminate dead end streets,traffic congestion,and make for better fire control.

Ihe urgent need of extending streets in Milwaukie was discussed. -

e Lng : : ¥ * . . t owe ol

¥ﬁ0%138 a%dlfeggnde% by Willlams that the .Commission recommend to %hewg§t§ogggn2§i

. ; tamg e : Tfi bi exteiged %?rﬁherly along the wesierly ripghi-~of way for 5.P.
F.H. o Rarpigon btreet,and that they teke steps immedi ;i i peni " sa
The motion was carried ﬁnanimously'agd was 8o grde??S.latEl} T the‘openlng of ? ne

lear e\, ¢ AL

bzc.,,’.,q_?

) After careful study of the map it was moved by Nickles snd seconded by Tilliams
that the Commission recommend that the following streets be extended as follows:
k 28th Street to be extended from the north side of Lake Road northerly to the School
roperty. BOt% 21st and 32nd Streets to be extended southeri Parallel with 33rd Streev
Proh tnbir outherly teyminng in Quiney Addn to Lake g g PATE 5 Yo nuree
carriod and oo ondered. n Quincy Addn to Lake Road. Thée motion was unanimousdiy
On motion duly made and carried the meeting adjourned,

Loy,
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_»4fid2§ézaj;22%ié%fﬁ£%%;__,_ Secretary.
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