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SPECIJ~ MEE'l'IN(f OF NOVEiv!Biili 28, 1950 

A special meeting of the PlanniJ;lc; Commission of· the City of MilwauJcie, was 
helci on the twenty-eighth day of November 1950. 

The meeting,which was called for the purpose of a hearing on a petition re­
questing the useage of two and one-half' acres of' Lot "B" Cogswell's Addition, 
for church purposes, was called to· order by Chairman Jones. 

Present: Chairman J .\~.Jones; Secretary R.C.Williams,Commissioners Vt'.!ienry 
Stewart,James Swaggerty,Cecil Nickles,F'red Sperr, E.\,·Kirkpatrick and Morris 
Martin. Clerk Ellen Martin. Absent: Commissioner tvlaynard l::gge. 

Mr. Jones explained,f'or the benefit of' all present,the personnel and dut-­
ies of the Plannigg Commission,a.nd re<:d the petition opposing the use of the 
property in question,for church purposes. He then as!(ed that the case be pre­
sented. 

_ .Mr. Virmie Bell presented the plea for the Presbyterie.n C!1Urch,showing a 
~Mi\"8 2£-:d tJenoRllfl P'i'o!\fi\ 2\'i'tr alld'l:'!.<l:onai2l<piir'Rll'i'i); X\~tll 'tol'De g]:\u£artJ.i\\(ii11l1I't.ti:o!'lf'tlrdY 
parking if and when it would be needed.· Mr. Bell stated that the church v;ould 
be set back from the street at least seventy-five feet,tnat the present l1erge 
residence on the property would be improved and brought ur to required specif­
ications as to stressing the floors,fire escape etc.and 'tlmt the Presbytery would 
use the buildint; to meet. in until the church building was ready for occupancy, 
when the residence would serve as the manse. ivLr. Bell stated that when t11e CllU>'"l1 

was started it would be completed and ).t was anticipated this would be done in 
the next three years. ·"''' 

Mrs A. Inabni t,3105 Lake Road,read the following protest .. 

Gentlemen: 

I and the other persons who have signed this document are property 01mers 
v:i thin the legal area which entitles them to protest against granting a permit 
to use the property at about 31st & Lake Road in Milwaukie for church purposes. 
1:o signed a previous protest against the grantlng of this permit ant it is no\7 
in your records of the case. This is our second protest wfuich is voiced as ver­
bal objections as expressed by the persons who have affixed their signatures 

". hereto and will respond to their names when called by you as being present and 
-:l varifine their signatures approving the added objections contained herein,VilliCh 

are stated as follows: 

1; 'l'he church which is asking for the permit in the present application is 
the same and it is the same property which your Honorable Body denied a perm:L t 
to use for church purposes last Spring. The only "difference we can learn is 'Grte 

former ovmer ritr. tiawtel:Le had transferred title to the present applicant who is 
negotiating with the same church group. The Planning Commission rejected ·one 
previous petition in a conclusive manner anO. that decision should have been acc8Y.,­
ted as final by the present applicant,including both the property owner anu one 
church group. It. is an injustice for them to repeat their application at thiS 
time and cause the surrounding property owners the annoyance and inconvenience of 
going through the protest proceedure again. 

2. Our objections to using the desit;nated property i'or church purposes,in 
addition to tttose previously' recited,are the, prpposed site for the,,phurch is 
located on a neavy traveled and narrow ma.ln nlgnVJUY to ohe east Wl cilOUo any c:ru:>S 
streets nearby,and regardless of' any claims,promises or statements by tile petic-
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ioners or others,every prudent individual,nearby property 017Iler and otnel"R,1·i.L.L 
hnve to admit after viewing the property and circumstrcnces surrounding it tna"L 
members attending any church services,er;pecially on tiundays when through traffic 
on Lake Road is exceedingly heav-,Y,will not observe instructions to park their cars 
in a reserved space but will use both sides of Lalce Road and it will be readily 
seen this will create not only a hazard to persons and invite collisions but rdll 
also result in traffic congestions. It. has been found the.se conditions take place 
in other cities nhere churches are located along main traveled arteries such as 
Lake J<.oad. 

3. 'fhe reasons previously recited v1ith respect to dangers of traffic hazards 
and congestion of r.uthmobile tra.vel on Ldce Road,regardless hon e!!lphatic statements 
to the contrary ·are made by the petitioners and their spokesmen,vmll certainly take 
plr.ce i1' the permit is granted,and this condition will tend to grec.tly depreciate 
the value of all surrotmding property belonging to the objectors and others, and 
for this added reason we request your body reject the present application in a con­
clusive manner. 

'fnis combined protest is being read for the benefit of all persons present end 
is submitted in v1riting with signatures of the adjoining property owners witrlin tile 
legalized area for the purpose of being incorporated in the minutes and official 
record on the hearing of the case. 

P.espectfully submitted by: 

Martha J. Inabni t, Al.Inabni t,Caroline Olsen,Henry Bisio ,Lillie Bisio,P_rmand Bisio, 

Jo1m Cartesegna, Mrs John Cartasegna, Chris Dritsas,Elsie Rodin, S.E.Rodin. 

Rev. Vogt, of the Presbyterian Church,suggested that if there were "NO PARKING" 
sie;ns pl<:.ced along Lake Road in the vicinity of the church, that there v;ould be 
legal control of the parking and therefore the residents could be assured .that no 
one would park in front of their property. 

Mr. A. Inabnit voiced his disaproval of any parking sif!,ns along the street,he 
also pointed out that cars parked there would cause a de.ngerous condition. 

lAr. ~'llis Ek,a.ppraisor for the Federal Housing Authority,also appraiser for 
the J,dministration of Veteran's P.ffairs,e.ppeared as an expert witness. Mr. :E.k 
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 to transportation and schools 
2. The proximity of the property to churches 
3. 'l'he proximity of t\!e property to a shopping center. 

He also stated that the _staoility of property in any city relies on churches, that 
he had appraised many thousand plots of land for both F.R.A.~,nd Administration of 
Veterans .hffairs and that he cou_lc1 not see that there would be nny depreciat.ion of 
any property values because of the use of this property for church purposes. li];:. 

Jones q uestioned Mr. F.:k regarding the parking are provided in the plot, to Vlilicn 
Mr • .c:k pointed out that there was pleanty of land back of the house for futm·e j:><.rk­
ing >:hen needed. 

illr. A. D .Newman Portland rea.l tor was called u.pon and testified as follows: 
He nas a member of the r'ortland rtealty Board, the flational Real Estate Board, has 
l)een in the real estate (Jus:i.n.;.,ss for 'thi:Jt;ty,years, has appraised J?rOJ?e~~y for the 
Qovernmen~ and has appra~sed thousands OL p~eces of property for 1nd~v~uua1s. 
Mr. i~erlinan stated that since adaquate parking space had been provided in tl1is case, 
"that particular problem and its nearing on the case was eliminated. He sta·<;ed tnb"L 
in all hie years in the real estate business,he could not recall one case 17!lere .a 
church had caused the depreciatlon of property values but on the contrary ne !lad 
knovm of ca.ses where a premitun was paid to be near a church. He stated tilat a cnurcn 
may narrow the scope of purchasers, but not de~~uate ~property. That his stlesmen 
are instructed to carry maps showing the pro;n.m~ ty of churcl)es to tne proper Y "Lney 
ere selling. 
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Mr. Newman stated that he )lad talked witJ1 many prominent real estcne detcH'H' 
in l'ortland and not; one of them could recall a case •·:here property val.ues ne.ll been 
lov:ered because of a church. He then stated that nis firm were the real tors IHlnci.L­
ing ·ellis property and that he felt the t!ommi~sion should know this • Mr •. Jones 
o uestioned h\r. Newman as to whether or not his testimony was based upon his noEcat 
opinion regardless of the fact that he was an agent in this particular case. [;jr. 

Newman replied that his personal intrest had no bearing on the facts he !lad reci-ced 
in hus testimony. 

Mrs. Zenas Olsen,916 29th Street stated that she lived within a block oi' tne 
Cm·istian Church at 28th and Harrison Streets and she cmd her ne:i,gh'oors i'8.Lt tna-c 
the cnurch was an asset to the community though it was still incompleted. 

Ju<ige Day,of Portland,read from Oregon Laws,l9J2 on Page 5l5,tlle decision of 
the Oregon Supreme Court in the case of the Arch Diocese of the Catholic Cnurcll 
versus the City oi' Portland and Mayor George L.Baker,t.hat neither the Planning 
Commission nor the City Council had a right to dise.llow a church or school in a 
residential district, unless it was sho;m to be a detriment to public neal·tn ana 
safety ,mo:ralle or in violation of existing ordinances. He also read a Slllli.Lar ae­
cision by the Unit,ed States Supreme Court.wl:Jich mentioned the Oregon Gase. 

r Chairman Jones then calJ,<:d upon ~he Commiss~on. to vote 1adm<;mishing_ tllem cna:o 
#'they were each to vote accordJ.ng to hl.S own convJ.ctJ.on, bearJ.ng l.n mmd clla-c ·cneJ.r 

decision. should be based upon the evidence presented at this hearing, with the ililu8l'­
standing that the Commission reserves the right to invoke similar restrictions as 
were placed uPon their recomrnendation in the case of the permit for the Evange.Lioal. 
Church. Mr. Jones stated that a vote of yes would favor the granting of the peti-c-
ion. A called vote showed the foHowing results: 
and Morris Martin. 
1<:. \!.Kirkpatrick. 

Yes: J;f>!.J'ones,James Swagger-o:y· 
No: R.C.V!illiams, Henry Stewart, Freel Sperr, Cecil Nic;kJ.e's and 

Mr. \liilliams explained bei'ore voting that he wished to renew a ste.tement he 
had made bef'ore1 "'That he wo~d l}Ot vote favorqb~e to any_ s_tructure being placed on 
prooe:J:;tY .where there wal) Ql;>JeCtJ.on t9 the :;;amenl.n the nel.gnborhoocl" Mayor Sperr 
statea 'that he too would J.l.J{e to explaln hls vote,"That he was elected by the people 
and+sincto,Jhere were a majority of names on the objecting oetition,he v;oUld be-gol!rein-ed vllereoJ 1. - . 

Jo[\eSAt thistime th~ ma~or~ty of persons attez;ding the meeting_left the room. Mr. 
berorer~ll'etiiS2;<tdt~\i!l 1\\~'!§l.SSJ.on members to remaJ.n as tnere vms o-cner busl.ness to come 
before them at thii time. 

, _ Mr. Jo!f'rlil exp a_ined to the CO!lll)lission that through his attendance at the League 
Qf Uregon ~J.ctes ne had learned 11ha-c other cities were planning in the way of extend 
l.ng P: ~en S reets and planning new streets in present vacant P:r-ooerties in an efi'o::~ 
to ell.lDmate dead end streets, trai'fic congestion,and make for better i'ire control. "" 
Tl_le _urgent need of extending:streets in_ Mi~waui~ie _was discussed. It was moved by 
NJ.ckles and se~oncled by \1J.lll.ams tnnt tne -ComnussJ.on recommend to the City Councll 
that Campbell Street be extended northerly along the westerly rit;ht--of way for S.P. 
~ .• 1-t. to.Harrison St:reet,and_ that they take steps immediately :t'or the ouening of same. 
l'he motJ.on was carrJ.ed unanJ.Jnously and was so ordered. · . 

. Af'te~ ca::ef':'l study of the map it v~as mo:'ed by Nickles and seconded by hilliams 
tnat -che OomnussJ.on recommend that the followJ.ng streets be extended as follows: 
28th Street to be extended from the north sicJ.e of Lake Road northerly to the Bchool 

nroPer:ty. JOth.,Jlst and 32nd ~tree~s to be exte11dep souther],y,para+lel with 33:;-cl 0tree-c 
l"rolll_ 'Cnl:nr. so1.itner1y t.ermJ.nus J.n C]m.ncy Aclcln to Lake Road. 'Lhe motJ.on was unanJ.mous.Ly 
carrJ.ed and so ordered. ··. 

On motion duly made and cnrried tl1e meeting adjourned, 

-~-/l!La.ere~~-
tf?e2,~~ 
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