Tillamook County DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
BUILDING, PLANNING & ON-SITE SANITATION SECTIONS
1510 - B Third Street

Tillamook, Oregon.97141

www.tillamookcounty.gov

Land of Cheese, Trees and Ocean Breeze

NESKOWIN COASTAL HAZARDS AREA PERMIT
#851-24-000098-PLNG: ALFONSO & WOMBWELL TREE REMOVAL

& NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR OR SELLER:
ORS 215 REQUIRES THAT IF YOU RECEIVE THIS NOTICE,
IT MUST BE PROMPTLY FORWARDED TO THE PURCHASER

November 18, 2024
Dear Property Owner:

This is to confirm that the Tillamook County Department of Community Development APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS the above-cited request on November 19, 2024. A copy of the application, along with a map of the request
area and the applicable criteria for review are available for inspection at the Department of Community Development office
located at 1510-B Third Street, Tillamook, Oregon 97141 and can be found on the Community Development website:
https://www.co.tillamook.or.us/commdev/landuseapps.

Appeal of this decision. This decision may be appealed to the Tillamook County Planning Commission, who will hold a
public hearing. Forms and fees must be filed in the office of this Department before 4:00pm on December 2, 2024. This
decision will become final on December 2, 2024, after 4:00pm unless an appeal is filed in accordance with Tillamook
County Land Use Ordinance Article X.

Request: Approval of a Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area Permit for the removal of a tree.

Location: Located within the Unincorporated Community Boundary of Neskowin and within the
Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone, the subject property is located at 50400
South Beach Road and designated as Tax Lot 4800 of Section 35DA in Township 5 South, Range
11 West of the Willamette Meridian, Tillamook County, Oregon

Zone: Neskowin Low Density Residential (NeskR-1)

Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone
Applicant: Adam Alfonso, 7455 SW Bridgeport Road, #240, Tigard, OR 97224
Property Owner: Daren Wombwell, 6604 Crown Forest Drive, Plano, TX 75024
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CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

The Conditions of Approval are as follows. Failure to comply with the Conditions of Approval may result in both
nullification of this permit approval and enforcement action.

L.

2

The applicant shall obtain all required permits from Federal, State and local agencies prior to development.

The Hazard Disclosure Statement (Exhibit C) shall be recdrded in the Tillamook County Clerk’s Office. A copy of the
recorded statement shall be provided to the Department at the time of consolidated Zoning and Building application
permit submittal. : :

e
Development of this property shall adhere to the development standards outlined in TCLUO Section 3.570: Neskowin
Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone.

Development of this property shall adhere to the development recommendations outlined in the Geotechnical Visual
Reconnaissance (GHR) prepared by Carson Rittel, RG, and Adam Reese, CEG, RG, Earth Engineers Inc., dated
February 4, 2024, and amended May 1, 2024, for tree removal (Exhibit B), including the following:

a. The stump and root ball of the tree remain to retain soil stability during the revegetation state, and
b. The removed Sitka spruce be replaced with new vegetation, specifically deep-rooted native species, to
improve long-term slope stability

Development of this property shall adhere to the development standards outlined in TCLUO Section 3.322: Neskowin
Low Density Residential (NeskR-1) Zone.

This Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area Permit shall be valid for a period of two (2) years from the effective date of the
decision (November 18, 2024). If development authorized by the permit is not initiated within this two (2) year time
period, this Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area permit is expired.

Sincerely,

Enclosed: Vicinity & Zoning Maps
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Tillamook County DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
£ : : BUILDING, PLANNING & ON-SITE SANITATION SECTIONS

1510 — B Third Street
Tillamook, Oregon 97141
www.tillamookcounty.gov

50.842.3408

Land of Cheese, Trees and Ocean Breeze

NESKOWIN COASTAL HAZARD AREA PERMIT REQUEST

#851-24-000098-PLNG: ALFONSO & WOMBWELL
ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION & STAFF REPORT

Decision Date: November 18, 2024

Decision: APPROVED WITH CONDITIONS
(This is not Building or Zoning Permit Approval)

Report Prepared by: Sarah Absher, CFM, Director

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

Request: A request for approval of a Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area Permit for the removal of a tree
(Exhibit B).

Location: Located within the Unincorporated Community Boundary of Neskowin and within the
Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone, the subject property is located at 50400
South Beach Road and designated as Tax Lot 4800 of Section 35DA in Township 5 South, Range
11 West of the Willamette Meridian, Tillamook County, Oregon (Exhibit A).

Zone: Neskowin Low Density Residential (NeskR-1)

Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone (Exhibit A)
Applicant: Adam Alfonso, 7455 SW Bridgeport Road, #240, Tigard, OR 97224
Property Owner: Daren Wombwell, 6604 Crown Forest Drive, Plano, TX 75024

Property Description: The subject property is accessed via South Beach Road, a private road, within the Neskowin
Community Boundary (Exhibit A). The subject property is rectangular in shape, oceanfront and is approximately 0.81 acres
in size (Exhibits A and B). The subject property is improved with a single-family dwelling, sited with a variance approved
8-foot front yard setback (Variance approval #851-22-000094-PLNG) to adhere to an identified a building setback from the
bluff edge and outside of the Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay, identified in the geotechnical report prepared by Earth
Engineers Inc. dated September 12,2021. Applicant and property owner are proposing to remove a tree within the Neskowin
Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone (Exhibit B). No other development activity within the Nesk-Ch Zone is proposed
as part of this review.

The subject property is primarily located outside Area of Special Flood Hazard as depicted on the FEMA Flood Insurance
Rate Map (FIRM) #41057C1005F, dated September 28, 2018 (Exhibit A). Any area of the property mapped within Flood
Hazard Overlay Zone is located along the most westerly region of the subject property that slopes steeply in a downward
direction towards the Pacific Ocean (Exhibit A).

#851-24-000098-PLNG: ALFONSO & WOMBWELL TREE REMOVAL Page 1



II.

APPLICABLE ORDINANCE AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PROVISIONS

A. TCLUO Section 3.570: Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone

ITII. ANALYSIS:

A. TCLUO Section 3.570: Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone

(1) PURPOSE: The purpose of the Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay Zone is to manage development in
areas subject to chronic coastal hazards in a manner that reduces long term risks to life, property, and the
community by:

(a) Identifying areas that are subject to chronic coastal natural hazards including ocean flooding, beach and
dune erosion, dune accretion, bluff recession, landslides, and inlet migration,

(b) Assessing the potential risks to life and property posed by chronic coastal natural hazards; and

(c) Applying standards to the site selection and design of new development which minimize public and private
risks to life and property from these chronic hazards; such measures may include hazard avoidance and other
development limitations consistent with Statewide Planning Goals 7 and 18 as well as the Hazards Element
and Beaches and Dunes Element of the Tillamook County Comprehensive Plan.

Section 3.570(4)(c)(D) Procedure requires notification of the request to be mailed to landowners within 250-feet of
the subject property and agencies in accordance with Article 10 of the TCLUO, to allow 14 days for written comment,
and requires staff to consider comments received in making the decision.

Findings: Notice was mailed to property owners and agencies on October 14, 2024. No comments were received on
this request.

B. TCLUO Section 3.570(4)(e): A decision to approve a Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area Permit shall be based
upon findings of compliance with the following standards:

(A)  The proposed development is not subject to the prohibition of development on beaches and certain dune
forms as set forth in subsection (8) of this section;

Findings: The subject property is within an exception area where there is no prohibition of development on beaches
and certain dune forms as set forth in subsection 8 of TCLUO Section 3.570: Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay
(Nesk-CH) Zone (Exhibit A).

(B)  The proposed development complies with the applicable requirements and standards of subsections (6),
(7), (8), and (10) of this section;

Findings: A Geotechnical Visual Reconnaissance (GHR) was prepared by Carson Rittel, RG, and Adam Reese, CEG,
RG, Earth Engineers Inc., for tree removal (Exhibit B). Review of the GHR (Exhibit B) in relation to the applicable
requirements and standards of subsections (6), (7), (8) and (10), Staff finds the following:

e There are no proposals to partition the subject property.

e The proposal is for tree removal as outlined in the GHR (Exhibit B). The proposal is not increasing residential
density on the property.

Staff finds that (7)(c) does not apply.

Foredune breaching is not proposed and foredune restoration is not proposed.

This proposal does not include utilization of groundwater resources.

Foredune grading is not proposed.

The subject property is located within a Goal 18 Exception area.

The property owner is not proposing a land division of the subject property.

Applicant/Property Owner shall record a hazard disclosure statement as required in accordance with (4)(d)(F).
Staff find this standard can be met through compliance with the conditions of approval.
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(C) The geologic report conforms to the standards for such reports set forth in subsection (5) of this section;

Findings: The Geotechnical Visual Reconnaissance (GHR) was prepared by Carson Rittel, RG, and Adam Reese,
CEG, RG, Earth Engineers Inc., for tree removal (Exhibit B). (Exhibit B). The GHR dated February 4, 2024, and
amended on May 1, 2024, addresses the applicable standards outlined in subsection (5) and includes a description of
the subject property, a description of the fronting beach, analyses of erosion and flooding potential, and an assessment
of potential reactions to erosion episodes (Exhibit B). A summary of the main geologic concerns at the site are as

follows: s
e  Minor shallow soil creep.
e Potential local slope instability associated with loose, near surface soils on the upper portion of the slope.
e Possible slope instability concerns resulting from regional seismic activity.
e (Coastal erosion.

The GHR states that the proposed Sitka spruce removal on the subject property. is feasible without a substantiative increase
in geologic hazard level for the property, subject to the geologic hazard risks outlined above, and the geotechnical
engineering recommendations provided in the report. The GHR adds that primary consideration to maintaining the existing
static site slope stability include not removing the stump and root-ball of the Sitka spruce to retain soil stability during the
revegetation state (Exhibit B).

(D) The development plans for the application conform, or can be made to conform, with all recommendations
and specifications contained in the geologic report; and

Findings: The GHR includes development recommendations for tree removal activity (Exhibit B).

Conditions of Approval have been made to ensure development of the subject property conforms to the
recommendations and specifications contained in the GHR (Exhibit B).

(E) The geologic report provides a statement that, in the professional opinion of the engineering geologist, the
proposed development will be within the acceptable level of risk established by the community, as defined in
subsection (5)(c) of this section, considering site conditions and the recommended mitigation.

Findings: The GHR (Exhibit B) includes relevant summary findings and conclusions that state:

e No adverse impacts are anticipated to occur on adjacent lots as a result of development of this site, provided
that the recommendations detailed in the GHR are adhered to.

e For stabilization, it is recommended that the stump and root ball of the tree remain, and that the removed Sitka
spruce be replaced with new vegetation, specifically deep-rooted native species, to improve long-term slope
stability.

IV. DECISION AND CONCLUSION

Staff concludes the submitted Geologic Hazard Report (GHR) complies with the standards outlined in TCLUO Section
3.570(4)(e) and this project is therefore Approved with Conditions. All development activities shall conform to the
Conditions of Approval outlined in Section V of this report. No further development shall occur on the subject property
without prior land use approval. This approval does not address any additional development of the subject property.

By accepting this approval the applicant and property owner agrees to indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless Tillamook
County, and its officers, agents, and employees from any claim, suit, action or activity undertaken under this approval,
including construction under a Building Permit approved subject to this approval. The applicant /property owner shall
obtain all of the necessary local, state, and federal permits and comply with all applicable regulations for the proposed
construction.

Appeal of this decision. This decision may be appealed to the Tillamook County Planning Commission, who will hold a
public hearing. The forms and fees must be filed in the office of this Department before 4:00 PM on December 2, 2024.
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V.

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

The Conditions of Approval are as follows. Failure to comply with the Conditions of Approval may result in both
nullification of this permit approval and enforcement action.

1.

2.

Wy

The applicant shall ebtain all required permits from Federal, State and local agencies prior to development.

The Hazard Disclosure Statement (Exhibit C) shall be recorded in the Tillamook County Clerk’s Office. A copy of the
recorded statement shall be provided to the Department at the time of consolidated Zoning and Building application
permit submittal.

Development of this property shall adhere to the development standards outlined in TCLUO Section 3.570: Neskowin
Coastal Hazards Overlay (Nesk-CH) Zone.

Development of this property shall adhere to the development recommendations outlined in the Geotechnical Visual
Reconnaissance (GHR) prepared by Carson Rittel, RG, and Adam Reese, CEG, RG, Earth Engineers Inc., dated
February 4, 2024, and amended May 1, 2024, for tree removal (Exhibit B), including the following:

a. The stump and root ball of the tree remain to retain soil stability during the revegetation state, and
b. The removed Sitka spruce be replaced with new vegetation, specifically deep-rooted native species, to
improve long-term slope stability

Development of this property shall adhere to the development standards outlined in TCLUO Section 3.322: Neskowin
Low Density Residential (NeskR-1) Zone.

This Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area Permit shall be valid for a period of two (2) years from the effective date of the
decision (November 18, 2024). If development authorized by the permit is not initiated within this two (2) year time
period, this Neskowin Coastal Hazard Area permit is expired.

EXHIBITS

Assessor’s Map, Zoning Map, FEMA FIRM
Applicant submittal
NeskCH Overlay Hazard Disclosure
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EXHIBIT A
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Map 551135DA04800
Code - Tax ID 2209 - 251079

Legal Descr See Record

Mailing WOMBWELL, DAEN &

BARNARD, GRACE

6604 CROWN FOREST DR

Tillamook County
2024 Real Property Assessment Report

Account 251079

Tax Status
Account Status
Subtype

Deed Reference #
Sales Date/Price

Assessable
Active
NORMAL

2021-6857
08-09-2021 / $439,000

PLANO TX 75024 Appraiser ROBERT BUCKINGHAM
Property Class 100 MA  SA
RMV Class 100 09 OF
Site Situs Address City
50400 SOUTH BEACH RD COUNTY
Value Summary
Code Area RMV MAV AV RMV Exception CPR %
2209 Land 437,580 Land 0
Impr 0 Impr 0
Code Area Total 437,580 293,920 293,920 0
Grand Total 437,580 293,920 293,920 0
Land Breakdown
Code Plan Trend
Area ID# RFPD Ex Zone Value Source % Size Land Class Trended RMV
208 g NESKR- Market 117 0.81 AC 437,580
Code Area Total 0.81 AC 437,580
Improvement Breakdown
Code Year Stat Trend
Area ID# Built Class Description % Total Sqft Ex% MS Acct Trended RMV

Exemptions / Special Assessments / Notations

Code Area 2209
Fire Patrol
® FIRE PATROL NORTHWEST
Fire Patrol
® FIRE PATROL SURCHARGE

Amount
18.75
Amount
0.00

Acres
0.81

Acres

Year
2024
Year
2024

Comments

9/18/02 AC & VAL CHG AFTER LLADJ W/TLS 4500 & 4700. PROP IS NOW EFFECTIVE OCEAN FRONT. CHGD

RMV LAND & "HOOD". MAV BAL. LR 5/18/05 Code change due to Annexation by the Neskowin Regional Sanitary
Authority. dv 04/22/14 Reappraised land; tabled land. RBB

10/12/2024 9:44 PM

Page 1 of 1




*sasodind Aiojejngal

10} pasn aq Jouued seale paziuiapowun pue paddewun

1oy safew dey "ajep aAndaye WyI4 pue “4aquinu jaued wyi4
uap! Ajunwwod ‘ajep uoneass dew ‘eq ajeds ‘puada)

‘slaqe| auoz pooyy ‘A1e8ew dewaseq eadde jJou op sjuswale
dew Fuimoj|o 3y} JO 2oL 40 U0 Ay} Ji PIoA S| aFew dew siyL

N.9T.505F MuTT.6S0ECT

'awn 1240 elep mau Aq papasiadns awodaq
10 agueyd Aew UONEBWLIOJUI 8AD21J0 PUR THAN 2UL "awn
pue a1ep siy} 0) Juanbasqns sjuatupuatue 10 sagueyd 10a)jal
jou S30p pue WY 6%°ZT 18 $Z0Z/ET/0T uo pauodxa sem
dew siy) "yN34 Aq papiaold S30IAI8S qam THAN dAIEILIOYINE
3} Wwouy A}9311p PIALIAP S| UONELLIOJUI PIBZRLY POOJ 3y
spiepue)s Aoeinaoe
dewaseq s,yIN34 Yum saldwod umoys dewaseq m:._.

"MO[2Q PaqlIaSap SE PIOA J0U § sdew pooyy |e}l
JO @sn ay} 104 SpAepue)S S,YINT4 Uim saljdwos dew m:._h

‘uonedo| Auadoud aanejuoyne ue
@saidal Jou saop pue 1asn ayj Ag pajoales julod
ajewixoidde ue si dew ay) uo pake|dsip uid ay) {

paddewup STINYd dVIN
a|qeieay eyeq [engig oN

aiqejeay eleq |ensig

aimead oiydesFoipAy S3UNLY3I4 } M_w_..n.m.w.ﬁ\.-mhuﬁml»

auljeseg a|yoid H3IHLO
aulleseq Joasuel] |BIseO)
bmﬁ::om uonaipsunr
Apmis jo iy
(348) aur uoneaa|3 pool4 aseg
J2asuel] |eyseod
UOREBASZ|3 30BLINS J3JEM
8JUBYYD |[ENUUY %T Y}M SUOIJD3S SS0ID

11eMpoO|4 10 ‘@yiq ‘aaAa I} SHNLONYLS
19Mag WIO)S 10 ‘MBAINY ‘|ULBYD - = — = | TYHINID

2uoz pIEZEH POO|4 PaUIWIS}apUN JO BalY SYIYY 43HLO0

SHINOT aay3 ]

piezeH pooj4 [EWIUI JO BalY N3INIS ON

7 9ucZ 33A37 0} @NP HSIY POO|4 YIM Baly advyzvH aooid
107 'S2)ON 235 "29A3] 40 SV3HV ¥3HI0
0} anp ysiy uo 4 PaINpay yum ealy
X 8uoz plezeH pool4 aJuey?
|BNuUY %T SUORIPUO) aining

/o7 a|iw a1enbs auo uey) ssa| Jo seale
ifeutelp yym 4o 100j auo uey) ssa| yydap
adesane Yyym poojy asueyd [enuue 9T Jo
Baly ‘piezeH poo|4 asuey) [enuuy %z0

Kempooj4 fi0ye|ngay SV3YY QUVZVH

HY 3A WY 'O 3y suoz yydaq 10 349 YIM Q0074 1vI103dS

66V A'Y Z
(348) uoneaai3 pooj4 aseg Inoyum

LNOAYT 1INV WHI3 HO4 dVIN X3ANI ONV ONID3T G311VL30 804 LHOd3N SI4 335 . NuZ¥.S505F M.8F.65.ETT

 pusbe A SNBINY IS JeAe plezeH poo|{ |euoieN




¥Z0Z / Z1 [ 0L paluug

SUBLUNY JO $30M PIXY JO UCHEIO| 351331d DU 10 YLIES AY1 o IN0ILG 10 adeys asaid ay) Kaadosd jo uoneo anen 241 a1EpUI 0] papuBIL 10U

Aueap aie eep ayy “parenaidde aq pirom 510152 Aue Jo LCHEIYNOU "JAAIMOH “spnpoid asaup o Aue Bukuedwoe ‘asodind seynojued e so ssauy) sa Aypaejueyau jo Quesem aya Buipnjaur ‘paydus Jo passaidxa

‘SBfuELIEM OU 31E 353y “spiodal Buiiapun 1o erep jeBip sy1 uy Kaeinaae [eucisod 10 ‘SUOKSSILC ‘SI0La 0} Kypiqrsucdsas fue 1dadve youued siapiaid exep sys 1o Aue 10 "uoBalg o F1e1s 3y) * i se_ papinosd aie £3411nq ‘SaWaL 253Y) JO UCHIFS1I BU Ul UBY) SEM 318 SIINAS JO ASLIEA B WOy P3ALIBP SEM 3)45GaM SIYI 18 paIsOY uoneuLIo)ul [eneds 3y OLWE_ﬂ_um_D

sepd1ss0 S

sepyspue] Buiscyy Apidey Il
sepl|spue Buinopy Ajpidey L A)
Alligndsosng epijspue mojleys 21 A)

Aupandansng spesepopy
Amardzosns ybiH [l
Aupgndsosng epispue deeq 41 A)

Apadoid jo8lgng

J o009y 4
/ YaSEMTTSSO|

00EY
YASEMITSSO

-mgﬁﬂwﬂ _..(Qmmgﬂ.nmmo

sefly |eyseoq uogaig ™

de piezeH



6/Z1-L0ELE MO ‘wapes xdse S50 AMAVISD/AOD LoBalo My sduy
004 215 ‘SN ‘12alS Jewuing 173 SUOIPUD pleY [ENDE ALIBA UBD [eU0ISS2J0.d puepam e Ag uogeBiseaul asUD Uy ‘(Spucd puE SYaai0 sE YaNs) SIBJEM puB

SpueT ajes jo Juswyedsg SPUERaM JO S3LBpUNOG PUB 33USSGE ‘30U9Sa.d AU} SUILLIBIIP SUCHPUOD PIBY [ENJR ‘S3SEA [ U| ‘3|QE|iEAR S3WEIq BIEp MAU
uoBaig Jo ajelg e pajepdn s1 pue paysiqnd sem dew Sy, swn ay) je aiqejieAR BIEP 153q 3U) SjUsaidal (IWMS) AICIUBAU| SPUBRBAA SPWIBIS a4 L

SHun deyy 1105 2UPAH Apueuiuopald IMS

S|I0S ojuim-21e0y IMS

auuaAy

/e

puod 131emysaidy

puepam qnys/paisaiod Jaemysaly

Puepam Jusbiaw3 23emysaly

PUBR3M BULIBJY PUB BuLENIST

Jajemdsaq suuep pue aupenisy
SpUefiap
UIOdOHN'08QLYa3sva
unia/eve)
Yauq/|eue)
yaua/ieue)
umouyun
|erRWweydy
JusRiuuRu]

|eluuaiad

SUliMOI4dHN08aLvYa3sve

BAIVAHN"080 LYa3Isve
ApoguRIeMaHN 08Q'LYa3sve
B3Iy APMIS IM1 £

sdiysumor - 1

[ SpIMaeIS







www.co.tillamook.or.us

Applicant

Name:

am__ AlCento

Tillamook County Department of Community Development
1510-8 Third Street. Tillamook, OR 97141 |

PLANNING APPLICATION

(Check Box if Same as Property Owner)
Phone: 5 4|- o Jool

Tel: 503-842-3408

Address: 746S  G\| BCae per T RY) A0

Fox: 503-842-1819

OFFICE USE ONLY

Date Stamp

FEB 1 5 2024

: C.ﬂ_‘q«ﬁ"‘}-—- K5

City:‘ N gard - A Oy Zp: 1224 OApproved Denied
Email: Ml seme Cardbngetew « Comy Received by: &
Property Owner Receipt #: i | Ayl Z(S
Name: ) sons Wamnue W Phone: 214~ 563 -5¢¢5 Eeesit N! t ?) ¥.00
- ermit No:

Address' (O Cogeu EotesT ye. : 851- 24000098 p NG
City:  pledg State: < < Zip: 75 ¢M
Email: \)‘t\jdn\sdck\ @ W ‘\\J (..Un": . Co DAY
Request: tvnteeys  Xtee  Vp o) v/l Comsrel  \Negodd Qurde.,

N\ ¢ /
Typell Type Il Type IV

[ Farm/Forest Review

[ Conditional Use Review

O varlance

L] Exception to Resource or Riparian Setback

O Nonconforming Review (Major or Minor)

[ Development Permit Review for Estuary
Development

O Non-farm dwelling in Farm Zone

[ Foredune Grading Permit Review

[ Neskowin Coastal Hazards Area

Location:
Site Address: Sgdoo

[ Appeal of Director's Decision

[J Extension of Time

[ Detailed Hazard Report

[J Conditional Use {As desmed
by Director)

[ Ordinance Amendment

[0 Map Amendment

[ Goal Exception

O Appeal of Planning Commission
Decision

[J Ordinance Amendment

[ Large-Scale Zoning Map
Amendment

{J Plan and/or Code Text
Amendment

3590

Sovviy bee, o\ M y Nesler o DR AT \HY
Map Number: 59 \

4 60d

Township Range

Clerk’s Instrument #:

Secticn

Tax Lot{s)

Authorization

This permit application does not assure permit a
obtaining any other necessary federal, state, an

complete, accurate, and consistent with other i ormation submitted with this application.

pproval. The applicant and/or property owner shal| be responsible for
d local permits. The applicant verifies that the information submitted is

~ -~
P~ F =2y
Property Owner Signature (Required) Date
244G <14
Applicant Signature Date

[ Land Use Application

Rev. 2/22/17




Earth 2411 Southeast 8" Avenue e Camas e WA 98607

Engineers, Phone: 360-567-1806
Inc. www.earth-engineers.com
May 1, 2024
Winsome Construction, LLC ) phone: (541) 639-7006
117 5% Street E-mail: adam@winsomeconstruction.com

McMinnville, Oregon 97128
Attention: Adam Alfonso, Superintendent

Subject: Geotechnical Visual Reconnaissance
Proposed Wombwell-Barnard Single Family Residence
Tax Lot 4800, South Beach Road
Neskowin, Tillamook County, Oregon
EEl Report No. 21-157-9

Dear Mr. Alfonso:

Per your request, Earth Engineers, Inc. (EEI) has completed a geotechnical visual
reconnaissance report for the tree removal at the lot currently under construction referenced
above. You authorized our amendment to the scope of services outlined in EEI Proposal No. 21-
P269 which was originally authorized by Phillip Morin on July 29, 2021, by signing EE| Proposal
No. 21-P269-A1 on January 5, 2024.

1.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Briefly, we understand that Tillamook County is requiring an additional geotechnical report that
addresses removal of a single Sitka spruce tree at the crest of the bluff, as a supplement to the
Arborist Report issued by David Hunter dated December 13, 2023, referencing and certifying the
conditions of the removed tree. The purpose of our assessment was to comment on slope stability
following the tree removal on the site. As an amendment to our original scope of work, EEl's
scope of services was to perform a visual reconnaissance on the site to observe the current
conditions, review the Arborist Report, and preparation of a geologic hazard report that satisfies
the requirements of Tillamook County Land Use Ordinance, Section 3.57, 4d, 4e, and 5.

Additionally, we have received and reviewed the following document via e-mail:
e “DDH 23/702 Visual Tree Assessment 50400 South Beach Road Neskowin, OR

97149” prepared by David D. Hunter, Consulting Arborist, dated December 13, 2023.
2.0 SITE CONDITIONS
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2.1 Site Location and Description

The project site is located at Tax Lot 4800 (Map 5S-11-35 DA) along South Beach Road in
Neskowin, Tillamook County, Oregon. The property is oceanfront, and sits atop of a sea cliff
approximately one mile south of Neskowin. The property location relative to surrounding features
is provided in Figure 1 below.

The 0.81-acre property is generally rectangular in shape (approximately 100 feet wide by 350 feet
long) and is bordered by South Beach Road to the east, residential properties to the north and
south, and the Pacific Ocean the west, as shown below in Figure 1.

Figure 1: Property location, outlined in blue (base image source:
http://tillamookcountymaps.co.tillamook.or.us/).

Along the approximately 100-foot property frontage along South Beach Road, the subject lot
includes a narrow, relatively flat and unvegetated building lot ranging in width from approximately
60 to 70 feet (as measured from the west edge of South Beach Road to the top of the cliff slope).
This buildable portion of the site is at an elevation of approximately 260 feet above the Pacific
Ocean beach below. Below the site to the west, the upper vegetated elevations (i.e. uppermost
20 to 40 feet) of the bluff slopes steeply at approximately 1H:1V (Horizontal: Vertical), then
transitions to a near-vertical to vertical face to the rocky shoreline. There is no shoreline access
from the property and no beach except during extreme low tides. See Figure 2 below for a Google
Earth view of the site atop the sea cliff from the west. See Photo 1 and 2 below for the existing
site conditions, see Figure 4 for site map showing vegetated and unvegetated areas of the bluff.
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Subject Property

Photo 1: Current conditions of the subject property, looking east. The proposed structure will
be located photo left of the grey structure at the top of the unvegetated portion of the cliff face.
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Photo 2: Recent conditions of the subject property, viewed from southwest looking north-

Photo 3: View of Sitka stump (yellow dashed circle), looking downslope from the head of the
bluff, looking west.
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Photo 4: View of the stump of the removed Sitka spruce (yellow dashed circle). View is
looking south toward the Pacific Ocean.

2:22 PM

Photo 5: View of beach/oceanic basalt outcrops.
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3.0 SITE GEOLOGY AND GEOLOGIC HAZARD ASSESSMENT

3.1 Soil Survey

The United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Soil Survey provides geographical
information of the soils in Tillamook County as well as summarizing various properties of the soils.
The USDA shows the native soils on the eastern part of the site mapped as Salander-Necanicum
complex with 30 to 60 percent slopes, while the western part increases to 60 to 90 percent slopes’.
This well drained complex is formed on mountain slopes from a parent material of colluvium and
residuum derived from igneous rock.

3.2 Geology

The region is underlain by a framework of Miocene aged (23 to 5 million years ago) volcanic rocks
and Oligocene (33 to 23 million years ago) to Miocene aged marine sedimentary deposits that
have been deposited over a basement rock of Eocene-aged (54 to 33 million years ago) volcanic
arc deposits. Overlying this framework are Quaternary—aged (1.8 million years ago to present)
marine terrace deposits, beach and dune deposits and landslide deposits.

The project area was mapped by Snavely, Macleod and Minasian (1990) of the U.S. Geological
Survey to include the bedrock units of Tchb-Basalt of Cascade Head (Upper Eocene)?2. The Basalt
of Cascade Head is described as subaerial flows of massive to platy basalt that is locally very
vesicular. See Figure 3 below for the geologic map of the site location, as currently mapped by
the DOGAMI Oregon Geologic Database Compilation 7 (McClaughrey et al. 2023).

1 Soil Survey Staff, Natural Resources Conservation Service, United States Department of Agriculture. Web Soil
Survey. Available online at http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/ accessed August 5, 2021,

Z Snavely, P.D., MacLeod, N.S., and Minasian, D.L., 1990, Preliminary geologic map of the Neskowin quadrangle,

Lincoln and Tillamook Counties, Oregon: U.S. Geological Survey, Open-File Report OF-90-413, scale 1:24,000
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Figure 3: Geologic map of the area (source: DOGAMI OGDC-7). Subject tax lot outlined in red:;
approximate location of Sitka Spruce notated as a yellow point; Tchb: Tertiary Basalt of
Cascade Head; Contour interval = 5 feet
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Figure 4: Vegetated Zone and Building Footprint Map. Subject tax lot outlined in red;
approximate location of Sitka Spruce notated as a yellow point; Contour interval = 5 feet

3.3 Seismicity

Oregon’s position at the western margin of the North American Plate and its location relative to
the Pacific and Juan de Fuca plates have had a major impact on the geologic development of the
state. The interaction of the three plates has created a complex set of stress regimes that
influence the tectonic activity of the state. The western part of Oregon is heavily impacted by the
influence of the active subduction zone formed by the Juan de Fuca Oceanic Plate converging
upon and subducting beneath the North American Continental Plate off the Oregon coastline.

The Cascadia Subduction Zone, located approximately 100 kilometers off of the Oregon and
Washington coasts, is a potential source of earthquakes large enough to cause significant ground
shaking at the subject site. Research over the last several years has shown that this offshore
fault zone has repeatedly produced large earthquakes, on average, every 300 to 700 years. It is
generally understood that the last great Cascadia Subduction Zone earthquake occurred about
300 years ago, in 1700 AD. Although researchers do not necessarily agree on the likely
magnitude, it is widely believed that an earthquake moment magnitude (M.) of 8.5 to 9.5 is
possible. The duration of strong ground shaking is estimated to be greater than 1 minute, with
minor shaking lasting on the order of several minutes.
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Additionally, earthquakes resulting from movement in upper plate local faults are considered a
possibility. Crustal earthquakes are relatively shallow, occurring within 10 to 20 kilometers of the
surface. Oregon has experienced at least two significant crustal earthquakes in the past
decade—the Scotts Mills (Mt. Angel) earthquake (Mw 5.6) on March 25, 1993 and the Klamath
Falls earthquake (M, 5.9) on September 20, 1993. Based on limited data available in Oregon, it
would be reasonable to assume a My 6.0 to 6.5 crustal earthquake may occur in Oregon every
500 years (recurrence rate of 10 percent in 50 years). The USGS Quaternary Fault and Fold
Database of the United States does not map any crustal faults in the immediate vicinity of the
property; however, a mapped segment of the Cascadia fold and fault belt is located approximately
2 miles offshore to the west of the site.

In accordance with ASCE 7-16 we recommend a Site Class C (very dense soil or soft rock profile
with an average standard penetration resistance of 15 to 50 blows per foot) when considering the
average of the upper 100 feet of bearing material beneath the surface. This recommendation is
based on the SPT blow counts, as well as our local knowledge of the area geology.

3.4 Geologic Hazards

The Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Resources (DOGAMI) maps various geologic
hazards, such as 100-year flooding, earthquake ground shaking, tsunamis, and landslides
(Figures 4 through 8).° Based on this service, the geologic hazards associated with development
of this property include the following:

e Low to very high coastal erosion hazard

e Severe expected shaking from a Cascadia earthquake (estimated magnitude 9.0+/-)
e \Very strong expected earthquake shaking

e Moderate to high landslide hazard

It should be noted that liquefaction was not a mapped hazard on or near the property. We
recommend that the impacts of coastal erosion, tsunami inundation, landslide hazard, and FEMA
floodplain designation do not pertain to Sitka spruce tree removal. Figures 4 through 8 below
show mapping of the geologic hazards presented by Oregon’s HazVu.

3 Oregon HazVu: Statewide Geohazards Viewer, available online at: http://www.oregongeology.ora/sub/hazvu/
accessed 5/19/2021
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Figure 5: HazVu map showing extent and degree of Cascadia earthquake hazards.



EEI Report No. 21-157-9-R1
May 1, 2024
Page 11 of 18

B Expected Ezrthquake Shaking

] . Violent
i

' Project Site

! i
£

| A

, 4

Figure 7: HazVu map showing extent and degree of landslide hazards.

Based on our site reconnaissance and previous subsurface explorations (EEI Report No. 21-157-
01, September 2021), we consider the site to have the following geologic hazards:
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e Minor shallow soil creep;

e Potential local slope instability associated with loose, near surface soils on the upper
portion of the slope;

e Possible slope instability concerns resulting from regional seismic activity.

e Coastal erosion.

Although a major seismic event could cause increased slope erosion, to what degree is not
known. We do not believe this property is at any greater risk from this hazard than other existing
structures located on coastal bluffs in the area. Given the apparent density of the encountered
subsurface soils and the absence of groundwater, we consider the risk of earthquake-induced
liguefaction to be low.

We do not consider the site to be in a coastal erosion hazard area since it is located at an elevation
of over 260 feet on a headland of dense basalt bedrock. Similarly, we do not consider tsunamis,
flooding, and storm surges as hazards for this site.

It is our opinion that the proposed Sitka spruce removal on this property is feasible without a
substantive increase in geologic hazard level for the property, subject to the geologic hazard risks
outlined above, and the geotechnical engineering recommendations presented later in this report.
Primary considerations to maintaining the existing static site slope stability include not removing
the stump and root-ball of the Sitka spruce to retain soil stability during the revegetation stage.
These recommendations are discussed in more detail in Section 4 below.

Ultimately, owning a home in this area of Neskowin means there is an acceptance of risk by the

homeowner that the property is located on a steep cliff along the Oregon coast that is extremely
dynamic and can change drastically from year to year.

3.5 Slope Stability

We qualitatively evaluated the slope stability of the site. We do not consider the site slope stability
to be at risk of impacts from landsliding or substantial coastal erosion, since it is located at an
elevation of over 260 feet on a headland of dense basalt bedrock that is resistive to erosion and
sliding. The property appears currently stable when considering shallow slope movement and
global, deep-seated landsliding, but the destabilizing effects of the slope due to a major
earthquake are unknown.
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4.0 SITE OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The following is a summary of our visual reconnaissance performed by EE| Senior Geologist
Rittel, R.G., on January 11, 2024. Approximately 30 minutes was spent on the property, walking
and viewing the area where the tree was removed. The following is a summary of our
observations.

1. Based on the areas that we could observe, there did not appear to have been any areas
of substantial recent erosion on the property, and there were no apparent signs of slope
instability on the parcel where the tree was removed (Photo 1). The slope generally lacked
any mature trees and appears to be composed of weathered bedrock and colluvium and
was generally well-drained, dense and rocky.

2. The Arborist report prepared by David D. Hunter noted that the tree before removal was
observed to have a 10 percent trunk lean due to the canopy being top heavy (limb dieback)
to the east in the direction of the residence currently under construction. Additionally, the
tree was observed to have brown butt rot and the stump base was swollen as further
evidence of root disease. The arborist also noted that areas nearby have a known history
of brown butt rot failures.

3. We recommend that the stump and root-ball of the removed tree remain. Removal of the
root-ball would negatively affect slope stability. The root-ball should maintain soil cohesion
and slope stability for the next approximately five years or so, thus allowing for
establishment of new root systems as the slope revegetates.

4. We recommend replacing the removed Sitka spruce with new vegetation, specifically with
deep-rooted native species, to improve long-term slope stability.

5.0 GEOLOGIC HAZARD SUMMARY FINDINGS

Because the site is located within the coast erosion hazard zone defined by Priest and Allan,
2004, we are providing this section of our report to facilitate the review of the anticipated tree
removal permit of the site. The following sections of Tillamook County Land Use Ordinance Article
3.500, Section 3.570 (Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay Zone), specifically subsection 5 with a
focus on subsection 4(d) and 4(e), are addressed below. Note that all of the Site Description
items (5(a)(A)(i) through (xi)) have been previously addressed in the report text, or (if not
previously addressed) are not applicable or pertinent to this property or review. Items 5(a)(B)
through 5(a)(E) are discussed below.

TCLUO Article 3.570 — Neskowin Coastal Hazards Overlay Zone
B. Description of the Fronting Beach

a. Average Summer and Winter Beach Widths
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Based on aerial photos between 2020 and 2023 provided on Google Earth, the beach
adjacent the subject property site varies in width from approximately 78 to 0 feet wide
in the summer, and approximately 0 feet wide in the winter.

b. Median Beach Sediment Grain Size
The median beach sediment grain size is fine- to medium-grained sand, with rounded
basalt cobbles at the base of the sea cliff. As previously stated, Peterson and Kingen
(2021) indicate a mean grain size of 0.183-mm for the Neskowin area.

c. Summer and Winter Beach Elevations and Average Slopes
The typical beach slopes at this location are essentially flat based on elevations (NAV
88) derived from DOGAMI LiDAR. As typical of the Oregon Coast, the conditions are
dynamic and can change substantially is a relatively short period of time, particularly
during El Nino and La Nina events.

d. Elevations Above Mean Sea Level of the Beach at the Seaward Edge of the Property
During Summer and Winter
Elevations provided by DOGAMI LIiDAR show the contact between the beach sea cliff
between 20- and 10-feet in elevation (NAVD 88).

e. Rip currents and Embayments

Rip currents are common on this part of the Oregon Coast, and rip embayments
regularly set up and form in the Neskowin area. The effects of rip embayments have
been particularly severe in areas north of Proposal Rock, with historical impacts of
beachfront and property loss. Based on our review of available GoogleEarth satellite
imagery (period ranging from 1985 and 2019), it would appear the small bay and sea
cliff upon which the property rests are at risk of rip embayments. The current setback
of the property, and scope of work involved (tree removal), it is not expected to be a
hazard that is applicable to this project.

f. Rock Outcrops and Sea Stacks
Weathered basalt outcrops of Tertiary Cascade Head Basalt at the base of the cliff
and within the small bay.

g. Depth of Beach Sand to Bedrock
Bedrock is observable at the coastline during the time our visual reconnaissance.
Subsurface investigation of the property in September, 2021 indicates that the depth
to bedrock is approximately 10 feet below ground surface upon the building area of
the property, as well as in the area of the proposed work (Sitka spruce removal).

3. Analyses of Erosion and Flooding Potential

a. DOGAMI Beach Monitoring Data
Not applicable to this site.

b. Human Activities Affecting Shoreline Erosion
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There is no access from the property to the shoreline, which is primarily under water.
Human activity is not expected to affect at the shoreline. Removal of the Sitka spruce,
assuming geotechnical recommendations are followed, should have minimal to no
impact on shoreline erosion.

Mass Wasting, Weathering, Landsliding, and Slumping
As previously discussed in this report, the site is not mapped on a known landslide,

however, there is clear landslide topography on the site along the bluff slope. It is not
anticipated that the Sitka spruce removal will increase this risk, assuming geotechnical
recommendations in this report are followed.

Wave Runup Beyond Mean Water Elevation
Not applicable to this site.

Frequency of Erosion-Inducing Processes
The average erosion rate for coastal bluffs composed of basalt is between 0.1 to 0.2
feet per year (Priest, 2004).

Dune-Backed Shoreline Erosion
Not applicable for this site.

Bluff-Backed Shoreline Erosion
Not applicable to this site

Potential of Sea Level Rise
Pertaining to erosion, we recommend that the relative impacts of potential sea level
rise is insignificant based on the site conditions (rock sea cliff) at this location.

Estimation of Annual Erosion Rate
The average erosion rate for coastal bluffs composed of basalt is between 0.1 to 0.2
feet per year (Priest, 2004).

4. Assessment of Potential Reactions to Erosion Episodes

a.

Legal Restrictions of Shoreline Protective Structures
Shoreline Protective Structure considerations are not pertinent to this scope of work.

Potential Reactions to Erosion Events and Future Erosion Control

Based on the geologic hazard conditions at the subject property, potential reactions to
erosion events and future erosion control may include vegetation
maintenance/management.

Annual Erosion Rate
The average erosion rate for coastal bluffs composed of basalt is between 0.1 to 0.2
feet per year (Priest, 2004).
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5. Recommendations

a. Safety and Compliance of all Local Requirements
In general, based on our reconnaissance, review of geologic hazard conditions

associated with the subject property, and our understanding of the project, we
recommend that the proposed project can be performed at an acceptable level of
safety and in compliance with local requirements.

b. Preservation of Vegetation and Within Setback Area
We understand that the project includes no changes to the existing grade on or

adjacent the subject site, and that vegetation (other than the removal of the single
Sitka spruce) will not be impacted (and further, will be preserved and protected during
project implementation).

c. Consideration of Local Variance Process to Reduce Building Setback
As noted previously, the proposed property improvements do not include changes to

the existing setback, and therefore we recommend that consideration of a setback
variance is not applicable to this project.

d. Control and Direction of Stormwater Drainage Away From the Ocean
Removal of the tree does to create any new impermeable surfaces or substantive

changes to the local stormwater regime, and therefore consideration of this item is not
pertinent to this scope of work.

6.0 CONCLUSIONS

Broadly, EEI typically recommends that maintaining trees on slopes is beneficial for slope stability.
Because saturated soil is often a trigger of slope instability, mature trees typically help stabilize
steep slopes due to their impact on the soil water regime (e.g., tree canopies serve to dissipate
water falling onto slopes, and root systems can act as “pumps” to control groundwater). In
addition, the trees reinforce the soil through their root systems. Usually removing vegetation such
as large trees from a slope may subject the slope area to increased erosion potential and may
increase susceptibility to landsliding.

However, in the case of the subject property, we recommend that the removal of this tree will
have no substantive negative overall impact on erosion susceptibility or slope stability. The
leaning and top-heavy tree (if it had been allowed to remain intact) was susceptible to being wind-
blown, with potential to fall downslope along with the connected root ball — resulting in denuded,
erodible soil. This outcome would negatively affect slope stability more so than allowing the cut
stump and root system to remain in place. And while unrelated to slope stability, failure to remove
the tree could result in the tree falling eastward in impacting the structure, and removal of the tree
is beneficial for other reasons unrelated to slope stability.

The decaying root systems should provide strength for some time (typically 5 years or more,
depending on ftree species and size), while the new trees establish their root systems.
Furthermore, based on the limited extent of tree removal (i.e. removal of a single tree on parcel
experiencing root rot and lean) and because this stump and roots will remain in place (opposed
to allowing the tree to naturally die and/or fall), we recommend that the impacts to slope stability
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from the tree removal will be minimal provided that the slope is subsequently replanted with trees
as soon as possible.

It should be noted that the stump could be flush cut at the ground surface, but we recommend
that under no circumstances should the subsurface portion of stumps or root mass be removed.
We also recommend replacing the removed tree with new vegetation. In terms of vegetation on
slopes, we generally recommend all invasive vegetation (such as Scotch Broom, English ivy and
Himalayan blackberry) is removed where encountered on the slope and (where possible) that
deep-rooted species of native or “native allies” trees and shrubs are densely planted on the slope.
Irrigation may be necessary while the root systems become established, especially through the
dry summer months. Once established, vegetation usually requires little to no maintenance and
little to no irrigation. We generally recommend new trees and shrubs are spaced roughly 3 to 5
feet apart; however, an arborist and landscape designer should be contacted for specific re-
planting recommendations and to guarantee successful revegetation of the removed tree.

In summary, provided the recommendations in this report are followed, we recommend that slope
stability impacts from the removed tree are unlikely, that potential impacts from denuding of the
slope below the residence can be mitigated by leaving the stump in place and revegetating the
slope as soon as possible (i.e. in the months following tree removal). In the event that minor
localized failures were to occur; they would be minor and unlikely to extend beyond the property
boundaries. Excluding the potential for limited localized slope failures and erosion on the
referenced slope, we do not foresee any greater adverse impacts that would subject the slope
areas on (or adjacent) the property to destabilization.

Note that just because the slopes appear stable at this time and do not show past signs of sliding,
slope stability can change over time. Maintenance of vegetation and controlling drainage on the
property are both important to maintaining slope stability. In addition, our evaluation of the slopes
was based solely on visual observation; we did not perform a subsurface investigation that would
better evaluate the slopes. Owning a sloping property inherently carries more risk than a slightly
sloping or level property.
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7.0 LIMITATIONS

The geotechnical recommendations presented in this report are based on the available project
information described in this report. If any of the noted information is incorrect, please inform EEI
in writing so that we may amend the recommendations presented in this report if appropriate and
if desired by the client. EEI will not be responsible for the implementation of its recommendations
when it is not notified of changes in the project.

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of Winsome Construction, LLC for the specific
application to the lot Tax Lot 4800, South Beach Road, Neskowin, Tillamook County, Oregon.
EEI does not authorize the use of the advice herein nor the reliance upon the report by third
parties without prior written authorization by EEI.

We appreciate the opportunity to perform this geotechnical evaluation. If you have any questions
pertaining to this report, or if we may be of further service, please contact Adam Reese at 360-
567-1806 (office) or 503-502-2726 (cell).
Sincerely,

Earth Engineers, Inc.

OREGON
ADAM § REESE

(C//\ /2{7%’@

Carson Rittel, R.G. Adam Reese, C.E.G., R.G.
Senior Geologist Principal Engineering Geologist
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Inc. www.earth-engineers.com
February 4, 2024
Winsome Construction, LLC phone: (541) 639-7006
117 5" Street E-mail: adam@winsomeconstruction.com

McMinnville, Oregon 97128
Attention: Adam Alfonso, Superintendent

Subject: Geotechnical Visual Reconnaissance
Proposed Wombwell-Barnard Single Family Residence
Tax Lot 4800, South Beach Road
Neskowin, Tillamook County, Oregon
EEI Report No. 21-157-9

Dear Mr. Alfonso:

Per your request, Earth Engineers, Inc. (EEl) has completed a geotechnical visual
reconnaissance report for the tree removal at the lot currently under construction referenced
above. You authorized our amendment to the scope of services outlined in EEI Proposal No. 21-
P269 which was originally authorized by Phillip Morin on July 29, 2021, by signing EEI Proposal
No. 21-P269-A1 on January 5, 2024.

PROJECT BACKGROUND INFORMATION

Briefly, we understand that Tillamook County is requiring an additional geotechnical report that
addresses removal of a single Sitka spruce tree at the crest of the bluff, as a supplement to the
Arborist Report issued by David Hunter dated December 13, 2023, referencing and certifying the
conditions of the removed tree. The purpose of our assessment was to comment on slope stability
following the tree removal on the site. As an amendment to our original scope of work, EEI's
scope of services was to perform a visual reconnaissance on the site to observe the current
conditions, review the Arborist Report, and preparation of this letter report that includes our
observations and recommendations.

Additionally, we have received and reviewed the following document via e-mail;

e “DDH 23/702 Visual Tree Assessment 50400 South Beach Road Neskowin, OR
97149” prepared by David D. Hunter, Consulting Arborist, dated December 13, 2023.
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SITE OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The following is a summary of our visual reconnaissance performed by EE| Senior Geologist
Rittel, R.G., on January 11, 2024. Approximately 30 minutes was spent on the property, walking
and viewing the area where the tree was removed. The following is a summary of our
observations.

1. Based on the areas that we could observe, there did not appear to have been any areas
of substantial recent erosion on the property, and there were no apparent signs of slope
instability on the parcel where the tree was removed (Photo 1). The slope generally lacked
any mature trees and appears to be composed of weathered bedrock and colluvium and
was generally well-drained, dense and rocky.

2. The Arborist report prepared by David D. Hunter noted that the tree before removal was
observed to have a 10 percent trunk lean due to the canopy being top heavy (limb dieback)
to the east in the direction of the residence currently under construction. Additionally, the
tree was observed to have brown butt rot and the stump base was swollen as further
evidence of root disease. The arborist also noted that areas nearby have a known hlstory
of brown butt rot failures.

Photo 1. View of the stump of the removed Sitka spruce. V|ew is Iooklng south toward the
Pacific Ocean.
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CONCLUSIONS

Broadly, EEI typically recommends that maintaining trees on slopes is beneficial for slope stability.
Because saturated soil is often a trigger of slope instability, mature trees typically help stabilize
steep slopes due to their impact on the soil water regime (e.g., tree canopies serve to dissipate
water falling onto slopes, and root systems can act as “pumps” to control groundwater). In
addition, the trees reinforce the soil through their root systems. Usually removing vegetation such
as large trees from a slope may subject the slope area to increased erosion potential and may
increase susceptibility to landsliding.

However, in the case of the subject property, we recommend that the removal of this tree will
have no substantive negative overall impact on erosion susceptibility or slope stability. The
leaning and top-heavy tree (if it had been allowed to remain intact) was susceptible to being wind-
blown, with potential to fall downslope along with the connected root ball — resulting in denuded,
erodible soil. This outcome would negatively affect slope stability more so than allowing the cut
stump and root system to remain in place. And while unrelated to slope stability, failure to remove
the tree could result in the tree falling eastward in impacting the structure, and removal of the tree
is beneficial for other reasons unrelated to slope stability.

The decaying root systems should provide strength for some time (typically 5 years or more,
depending on tree species and size), while the new trees establish their root systems.
Furthermore, based on the limited extent of tree removal (i.e. removal of a single tree on parcel
experiencing root rot and lean) and because this stump and roots will remain in place (opposed
to allowing the tree to naturally die and/or fall), we recommend that the impacts to slope stability
from the tree removal will be minimal provided that the slope is subsequently replanted with trees
as soon as possible.

It should be noted that the stump could be flush cut at the ground surface, but we recommend
that under no circumstances should the subsurface portion of stumps or root mass be removed.
We also recommend replacing the removed tree with new vegetation. In terms of vegetation on
slopes, we generally recommend all invasive vegetation (such as Scotch Broom, English ivy and
Himalayan blackberry) is removed where encountered on the slope and (where possible) that
deep-rooted species of native or “native allies” trees and shrubs are densely planted on the slope.
Irrigation may be necessary while the root systems become established, especially through the
dry summer months. Once established, vegetation usually requires little to no maintenance and
little to no irrigation. We generally recommend new trees and shrubs are spaced roughly 3 to 5
feet apart; however, an arborist and landscape designer should be contacted for specific re-
planting recommendations and to guarantee successful revegetation of the removed tree.

In summary, provided the recommendations in this report are followed, we recommend that slope
stability impacts from the removed tree are unlikely, that potential impacts from denuding of the
slope below the residence can be mitigated by leaving the stump in place and revegetating the
slope as soon as possible (i.e. in the months following tree removal). In the event that minor
localized failures were to occur; they would be minor and unlikely to extend beyond the property
boundaries. Excluding the potential for limited localized slope failures and erosion on the
referenced slope, we do not foresee any greater adverse impacts that would subject the slope
areas on (or adjacent) the property to destabilization.
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Note that just because the slopes appear stable at this time and do not show past signs of sliding,
slope stability can change over time. Maintenance of vegetation and controlling drainage on the
property are both important to maintaining slope stability. In addition, our evaluation of the slopes
was based solely on visual observation; we did not perform a subsurface investigation that would
better evaluate the slopes. Owning a sloping property inherently carries more risk than a slightly
sloping or level property.

LIMITATIONS

The geotechnical recommendations presented in this report are based on the available project
information described in this report. If any of the noted information is incorrect, please inform EEI
in writing so that we may amend the recommendations presented in this report if appropriate and
if desired by the client. EEI will not be responsible for the implementation of its recommendations
when it is not notified of changes in the project.

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of Winsome Construction, LLC for the specific
application to the lot Tax Lot 4800, South Beach Road, Neskowin, Tillamook County, Oregon.
EEI does not authorize the use of the advice herein nor the reliance upon the report by third
parties without prior written authorization by EEI.

We appreciate the opportunity to perform this geotechnical evaluation. If you have any questions
pertaining to this report, or if we may be of further service, please contact Adam Reese at 360-
567-1806 (office) or 503-502-2726 (cell).

Sincerely,

Earth Engineers, Inc. G{;RTIFIEN
(\,_, A sy \/(f(é(/ij

Carson Rittel, R.G. Adam Reese, C.E.G., R.G.
Senior Geologist Principal Engineering Geologist

i//‘ vf-\ ;‘




DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST
PO Box 324
Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
CCB # 189453 Metro License # 10648

Cell: (503) 319-0380 December 13, 2023

ddhunlc:’urburislf_’c_r?:aol.com
www . davidhunterarborist.com

Adam Alfonso, Site Superintendent adam(@winsomeconstruction.com
7455 SW Bridgeport Road, Suite 240
Tigard, OR 97224

RE: Visual Tree Assessment inspection of one Sitka spruce tree on west side
property 50400 South Beach Road Neskowin, OR 97149 for tree health and safety
after tree removed at beginning of development. This report is for Tillamook
County Community Development Department.

Dear Adam Alfonso,

On December 11, 2023 T inspected by Visual Tree Assessment Level 1!, the Sitka (Picea
sitchensis) spruce tree on the property that you had a concern about tree due to tree lean
at the property area being developed. Tools used: DBH tape, Nikon camera, and
photographs of the tree prior to the removal. The tree was removed three weeks prior to
my site visit.

The tree was 35” DBH diameter at breast height or 54 above ground level. Tree was
approximately 70" tall and the canopy was top heavy to the east. The tree had become a
stand-alone tree due to other trees failing and falling down the cliff,

The area nearby has a history of brown butt rot (Phaeolus schweinitzii) failure.!

I have consulted along the Oregon Coast for over 30 years and am well versed in
assessing tree health and tree risks of the coastal trees. Sitka spruce has been seen to have
one or a combination of Armillaria, brown butt rot or laminated root rot. I am also Forest
Management Committee volunteer with Cascade Pacific Boy Scout Camps and have
consulted on the Camp Meriwether-Clark since 1998 which has amazing disease pockets
and hazard trees which needed to be addressed.

! Field Guide for Hazard-Tree Identification and Mitigation on Developed Sites in Oregon and Washington.
USDA Forest Service. Forest Health Protection. Pacific Northwest Region. Portland Or. 2014. R6-NR-TP-
021-2013.
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DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST
PO Box 324
Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
CCB # 189453 Metro License # 10648

Observations

The is photograph I took on December 11, 2023 from the fence line edge looking over
the edge at the tree stump. Stump is 20° down slope. To right is open space where tree
was prior but failed and took surrounding soil and tree to ocean. The stump at least
remains and will hold the soil and slope for many years till the roots rot out.

Looking at the stump the center and to the left of the salal leaf the stump wood is off-
colored and darker color which is a sign of brown butt rot. The stump base was also
swollen as another sign to the root disease.

I discussed with the tree service Klint Venti what was found in the tree during the
removal. The tree had a hard top lean to the east, tip /limb dieback (sign of root disease)

2

decay in the stems cutting in the upper part of the tree, and water cavities where hollows
in upper areas allowed water to be stored.
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DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST
PO Box 324

Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
CB‘#_PI 8953 Metro License # 10648

View of the tree from the north, trunk lean is east, limb weight is east. Had to have been
other trees to the west that failed and are no longer there.

View of the tree from road trunk lean, limb dieback, crown t

b
op heavy.
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DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST

PO Box 324
Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
CCB# 18945 Metro ense #10648
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Viw of the tree from the south trunk le

an 10 perent, or
with the white knob on the left.
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DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST

PO Box 324
Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
189453 Metro License # 10648

CCB #

&

View from the north looking south at the tree with trunk lean, canopy all to east and tip /
limb dieback is visible.
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DAVID D. HUNTER, CONSULTING ARBORIST
PO Box 324
Forest Grove, OR 97116-0324
CCB # 189453 Metro License # 10648

Recommendations

I recommend that the stump remain in place to help hold the steep cliff area. If new trees
seed in, I recommend allowing them to grow and hold the soil and slope.

I certify that all of the statements in the foregoing arborist report are correct to the best of
my knowledge and are made in good faith.

Questions, please give me a call.
Sincerely,

David D. Hunter
ASCA Registered Consulting Arborist # 408

USFS Health and Hazard Tree Inspector Trained
184 Certified Arborist # PN-10684

184 Tree Risk Assessor Qualified

Professional Forester/ Professional Plant Appraiser

‘ Tree Risk Assessment Manual 2 Edition. International Society of Arboriculture. 2017.
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