
 

Memorandum 
 

To:  Depoe Bay Planning Commission 

From:  Carla Duering, Deputy City Recorder 

Date:  February 12, 2024 

Re:  Case File #4-GEO-PC-23 

 
 

The Salmon Enhancement Commission discussed Case File #4-GEO-PC-23 at their 
February 9, 2024 special meeting. 

The Commission passed a motion to accept the staff report as written and to 
recommend to the Planning Commission approval of the application. 

Vote  

Ayes:  Lauer, Nickolisen, King, Robison, Monday      
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planner

From: Paul Sellke <PaulS@aks-eng.com>
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 4:53 PM
To: Recorder
Cc: John Christiansen; Deza Irving; planner
Subject: RE: Question on Geotech review

Hi Kim: 
 
My main concern/ques on was regarding whether any frontage improvements to Stanley Street would be required by 
the City that would trigger the need for an addi onal geologic analysis for the project. If Stanley Street is required to be 
improved to a standard City street with two travel-lanes, curbs, sidewalk, and planter strip; the improvements could 
necessitate a significant amount of grading that should be evaluated by an engineering geologist/geotechnical engineer. 
I agree that a condi on of approval can be cra ed to address this scenario in which an addi onal geologic hazards 
evalua on/review would be required for any public street improvements.  
 
In response to your ques on regarding cut slopes, both permanent and temporary cut slope recommenda ons are now 
included in the updated report. Therefore, in my opinion item D is addressed and resolved from our review. 
 
In looking at AKS previous review and the latest geologic hazards report, all of the items are addressed with the 
following recommended condi ons of approval: 

1. Engineered plans for grading, drainage control, and erosion control shall be prepared for the project and 
submi ed to the building department and City for review. These plans should be reviewed by the geologic 
consultant for confirma on that their drainage and grading recommenda ons are adhered to prior to the plans 
being approved for construc on. 

2. If the City requires public street improvements along Stanley Street, an addi onal geologic hazards evalua on 
should be required for submi al and review. 

 
Let me know if you want me to finalize the review conclusions above in a formal review le er or if this email is sufficient. 
Do not hesitate to let me know if you have any addi onal ques ons or want to discuss anything further.  
 
Thanks, 
 
Paul Sellke, PE, GE 
AKS ENGINEERING & FORESTRY, LLC 
12965 SW Herman Road, Suite 100 | Tualatin, OR 97062 
P: 503.563.6151 Ext. 219 | F: 503.563.6152 | www.aks-eng.com | pauls@aks-eng.com 
 

From: Recorder <Recorder@CityofDepoebay.org>  
Sent: Friday, January 5, 2024 10:31 AM 
To: Paul Sellke <PaulS@aks-eng.com> 
Cc: John Christiansen <johnc@aks-eng.com>; Deza Irving <irvingd@aks-eng.com> 
Subject: Question on Geotech review 
 
Proceed with caution: This email hails from an external source. Unverified emails may lead to phishing attacks or malware infiltration. Always exercise 
due diligence.  
 
Hi Paul, 
 
I’m helping Kit out with this since he’s part- me and has other things that take up his me too.:)  

Public Works
Highlight
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One of the major things that seem to be holding things up is the u li es on Stanley. We are working with John for 
something on that and maybe we can talk more about this at the mee ng but what is the reason D in your 11/27/23 
report in a geo review? Part of the problem is there is no improvements planned on our side for Stanley (only up TO 
Stanley on Collins) and the homeowner is only building on his lot. Are you focused on that u li es to his property need 
to be addressed? The City plans to install a hydrant and a T at the site for water and a e-in for sewer but we are just 
now working on the project and it’s not going to be done in the near future. It doesn’t seem fair to hold up a permit 
based on something we will not have done for a long-ish while because he won’t have anything to e into. By the me 
he’s ready for services, we could be there with the construc on but not ini ally. 
 
Under Recommenda ons for site grading, 7 asks about cut slope recommenda ons and with ROW and u lity 
improvements along Stanley Street have any impacts. I guess what I’m trying to understand is why this would hold up a 
geo review? That sec on is listed as a recommenda on and I get that you say they should be included but why? Can we 
not set a condi on of approval that these will be addressed for final approval? 
 
Now, granted, I know only enough to be dangerous so maybe I’m misunderstanding something. Clarifica on and 
understand would be appreciated. 
 
Thanks! 
 
Kimberly Wollenburg 
City Recorder 
Depoe Bay Oregon 
(541) 765-2361 
 



 

 

December 11, 2023 
 
Kit Fox, AICP 
City Planner 
City of Depoe Bay 
planner@cityofdepoebay.org 
 
 
RE: GEOLOGIC HAZARDS REVIEW, SUBMITTAL #2 
 PROPOSED RESIDENCE AT 565 NE STANLEY ST 
 DEPOE BAY, OREGON 
 
 
Mr. Fox: 
 
In accordance with the City’s request, the attached pdfs contain our review comments with respect to a 
proposed new residential home at 565 NE Stanley Street. The subject lot proposed for the residential home 
is generally located north of NE Collins Street and west of NE Stanley Street (Tax Lot 300, Map # 091105DD). 
Our 2nd review as the City’s engineering consultant consisted of reviewing and commenting on the following 
provided documents: 

 Revised Geologic Hazards & Geotechnical Evaluation Report (dated 11/29/23) 

 Geologic figures and boring logs  

 Field Inspection Report (dated 9/26/23) 

 Cross Sections with Setback figure (9/2023 date, also incorporated into Geologic figures) 
 
Documents were reviewed for concurrence with Sections 152.225 through 152.235 of the City of Depoe 
Bay’s (CoDB) Code of Ordinances. The attached pdfs contain comment markups for elements that are not in 
compliance with City code requirements for Geologic Hazard Reports or identify missing/conflicting 
information that could be problematic for the City, contractor, or the homeowner.  
 
In our opinion, the following major items of note should be confirmed by the City before the project can be 
approved (included in the pdf markups or the attached checklist): 
 

A. The geologic report is still missing discussions/confirmation that specific seismic hazards such as 
liquefaction, surface rupture, and surface subsidence/uplift are not a risk for the project site. See the 
attached geologic hazards code review checklist for additional information. 

B. It is unclear what improvements are required for access to the new home driveway or public 
improvements along NE Stanley Street. These improvements should be considered/evaluated as 
part of the geologic hazards evaluation. 

C. The site plan shows the deck structure encroaching into the defined geologic setback. Recommend 
consultant revise the site plan to update home location or revise the report to provide additional 
recommendations for deck foundations within the setback area. 
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D. Permanent cut slope recommendations are not provided for the project. We are assuming that 
Stanley St improvements will be required to develop the residence and therefore, permanent cut 
slopes will be required for construction.  

E. Due to the fact that little grading detail is provided, and the geologic report contains 
recommendations for site drainage and limits fill placement on the site; we recommend that the City 
include a condition of approval that requires a grading, drainage control and erosion control plan be 
prepared/submitted for the project to the building department. These plans should be reviewed by 
the geologic consultant for confirmation that their drainage and grading recommendations are 
adhered to prior to the plans being approved for construction. 

F. For the City’s use, the provided word file (City of DB Geologic Hazard Code Section Review.docx) 
provides a ‘checklist’ against the City’s code requirements and provides AKS comments with regard 
to code compliance. Checkbox items that are unchecked are items that are unable to be confirmed 
by AKS or the geologic hazards report does not address/discuss this item. 

The list above is not all inclusive, additional comments are included on the pdf markups, and is the 
responsibility of the consultant to ensure all applicable standards and codes are met. 
 
If you have any questions regarding this letter or our review comments, please do not hesitate to email with 
any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

AKS ENGINEERING & FORESTRY, LLC 

 
Paul A. Sellke, PE, GE 
Project Engineer 
503-561-6151 ext. 219 | PaulS@aks-eng.com  
 
 
Attachments: 

 CAWhiteStanley Geo Report, CoDB Review 20231208.pdf 

 City of DB Geologic Hazard Code Section, Sub2 Review.docx 
 
Cc: John Christiansen, PE – AKS (johnc@aks-eng.com) 
 Deza Irving, EIT – AKS (irvingd@aks-eng.com) 
 

 



 

 

November 27, 2023 
 
Kit Fox, AICP 
City Planner 
City of Depoe Bay 
planner@cityofdepoebay.org 
 
 
RE: GEOLOGIC HAZARDS REVIEW, SUBMITTAL 
 PROPOSED RESIDENCE AT 565 NE STANLEY ST 
 DEPOE BAY, OREGON 
 
 
Mr. Fox: 
 
In accordance with the City’s request, the attached pdfs contain our review comments with respect to a 
proposed new residential home at 565 NE Stanley Street. The subject lot proposed for the residential home 
is generally located north of NE Collins Street and west of NE Stanley Street (Tax Lot 300, Map # 091105DD). 
Our review as the City’s engineering consultant consisted of reviewing and commenting on the following 
provided documents: 

 Geologic Hazards & Geotechnical Evaluation Report (dated 11/8/23) 

 Geologic figures and boring logs  

 ‘The Myersdale’ House plan set by Associated Designs Inc. (dated 10/22/01) 

 Dimensioned Plot plan (no date, also incorporated into Geologic Hazards report figures) 
 
Documents were reviewed for concurrence with Sections 152.225 through 152.235 of the City of Depoe 
Bay’s (CoDB) Code of Ordinances. The attached pdfs contain comment markups for elements that are not in 
compliance with City code requirements for Geologic Hazard Reports or identify missing/conflicting 
information that could be problematic for the City, contractor, or the homeowner.  
 
In our opinion, the following major items of note should be confirmed by the City before the project can be 
approved (included in the pdf markups): 
 

A. The geologic hazards report identifies a recommended geologic setback from the base of fill slope. 
This setback is only shown in the ‘Cross Sections with Setback’ figure. However conflicting setback 
information is shown on this figure and the project site map does not identify the setback with 
respect to the proposed home. We are unable to confirm with the provided information (lack of 
topography information and no map showing fill slope locations) whether the proposed home can fit 
on the site. In our opinion, the geologic setback should be identified and shown on the site map to 
delineate the buildable area for the proposed home. 

B. The report documents the presence of past undocumented fills placed on the site. The report does 
not identify the extents of these fills, whether these fills were placed properly, and the 
recommendations are unclear whether this material is suitable to support the home. Recommend 
the City require further clarification from the engineering geologist regarding the extents and 
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suitability of the fills to support the home. This is critical information to the future contractor and 
the homeowner. 

C. It is unclear where new fills will be allowed onsite. The report does not conclusively identify where 
excavated materials from the project can be placed. In our opinion, an existing topography map and 
grading plan is required to confirm compliance and for the final geologic hazards review. The City 
may wish to make this requirement a condition of approval prior to releasing the plans for 
construction. 

D. It is unclear what improvements are required for access to the new home driveway or public 
improvements along NE Stanley Street. These improvements should be considered as part of the 
geologic hazards evaluation. 

E. For the City’s use, the provided word file (City of DB Geologic Hazard Code Section Review.docx) 
provides a ‘checklist’ against the City’s code requirements and provides AKS comments with regard 
to code compliance. Checkbox items that are unchecked are items that are unable to be confirmed 
by AKS or the geologic hazards report does not address/discuss this item. 

The list above is not all inclusive, additional comments are included on the pdf markups, and is the 
responsibility of the consultant to ensure all applicable standards and codes are met. 
 
If you have any questions regarding this letter or our review comments, please do not hesitate to email with 
any questions.  
 
Sincerely, 
 

AKS ENGINEERING & FORESTRY, LLC 

 
Paul A. Sellke, PE, GE 
Project Engineer 
503-561-6151 ext. 219 | PaulS@aks-eng.com  
 
 
Attachments: 

 CA White Stanley St geo_rpt, CoDB Review 20231127.pdf 

 City of DB Geologic Hazard Code Section Review.docx 
 
Cc: John Christiansen, PE – AKS (johnc@aks-eng.com) 
 Deza Irving, EIT – AKS (irvingd@aks-eng.com) 
 

 



Depoe Bay Planning Commission Meeting 
February 14, 2024 
Submitted by Harry Napier 
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