
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lincoln City Planning Commission 

Tuesday, April 20, 2021, 6:00 PM 

Zoom, Streamed LIVE on Zoom 

801 SW Highway 101 - 3rd Floor, Streamed LIVE on Zoom, Lincoln City, OR 97367 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE, & ROLL CALL 

2. AGENDA CHANGES OR REVISIONS 

3. MINUTES 

3.1. Planning Commission - Regular Meeting - Apr 6, 2021 6:00 PM 

4. FINAL ORDERS, RESOLUTION, & WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS 

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS/DELIBERATIONS 

5.1. VAR 2021-01 - Markin Deck 

6. OLD BUSINESS 

7. NEW BUSINESS 

8. PLANNING COMMISSION TRAINING 

9. REPORTS & COMMENTS 

10. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS & NEXT MEETINGS 

11. ADJOURN 

All information for this meeting is available on the City of Lincoln City website at www.lincolncity.org, and this meeting will be 

televised live on Charter Channel 4 Lincoln City and rebroadcast at various times.  Planning Commission meetings are streamed live 

on the Internet through a link on the City of Lincoln City website, and can also be viewed following the meeting.  The meeting location 

is accessible to persons with disabilities. A request for an interpreter for the hearing impaired, for a hearing impaired device, or for 

other accommodations for persons with disabilities, should be made at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting to Cathy Steere, City 

Recorder, at 541-996-1203. 

AGENDA 
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LINCOLN CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
MINUTES

April 6, 2021

1. CALL TO ORDER, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE, & ROLL CALL
Attendee Name Title Status Arrived
Marci Baker Chair Present
Kim Blackerby Commissioner Present
Joshua Brainerd Commissioner Late 6:41 PM
Patti Kroen Commissioner Present
Lenny Nelson Commissioner Present
Miles Schlesinger Commissioner Present
MacNeale Smith Commissioner Excused

2. AGENDA CHANGES OR REVISIONS
SUB 2020-02 is continued to May 4, 2021.

3. MINUTES

3.1. Planning Commission - Regular Meeting - Mar 16, 2021 6:00 PM

MOTION: Motion to adopt the March 16, 2021 Planning Commission meeting minutes
MOVER: Lenny Nelson, Commissioner
SECONDER: Kim Blackerby, Commissioner
AYES: Baker, Blackerby, Kroen, Nelson, Schlesinger
ABSENT: Joshua Brainerd
EXCUSED: MacNeale Smith
RESULT: Passed

4. FINAL ORDERS, RESOLUTION, & WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS/DELIBERATIONS

5.1. SUB 2020-02 Overlook Subdivision

The public hearing was continued to the May 4, 2021 Planning Commission meeting at the 
request of the applicant.

6. OLD BUSINESS

6.1. Planning Commission 2021 Goal Setting

Senior Planner Dave Mattison presented the outline of goals, projects, and tasks that he put 
together for the meeting. The list, generated from discussion at the previous Planning 
Commission meeting, was included in the April 6, 2021 meeting packet.
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Commissioner Kroen asked if the latest version of the list could be e-mailed to the 
commissioners. Mr Mattison sent the list to the commissioners

Commissioner Blackerby asked about Cob as a building material and SB 3153, which were both 
on the list. Chair Baker said that the emergency warming shelter can be removed from the list 
because local churches are coordinating with a local nonprofit to provide emergency warming 
shelter services.

Commissioner Kroen said that she looks at the list, and there are a number of ways you can sort 
it. Some of the items are actions that support a goal that is also on the list. For example, 
transportation needs is on the list, but so is bicycle lane development. The items are mixed and 
need to be sorted differently. For example, eco-tourism - there are a number of things that are 
actions that would support that. The Planning Commission would like to develop an urban forest 
plan. It would include ordinances that will support the development and maintenance and 
enforcement of the plan. 

Commissioner Kroen said that the list is a good starting point. If the Planning Commission could 
accomplish a couple of the items, that would be great. Chair Baker said that she had a similar 
thought but thinks of the list as more of a timeline. She asked what things would be best to 
approach after to comp plan update and which things can be done parallel to working on the 
comp plan. Chair Baker made a list of 4-5 things from the list to streamline. Realistically we 
should pick a few things to pick and move forward.

Commissioner Nelson said that building materials, referring to cob as a building material on the 
list, are not part of the Planning Commission. She added that several recent planned unit 
developments have been off of Logan Rd. It should be a high priority to improve Logan Rd. 
Something needs to be done there. We keep adding things to the road without doing anything 
about the traffic conditions.

Commisisoner Blackerby said that he agrees with Chair Baker and Commissioner Kroen. There is 
a way to organize the based on priorities. Also a lot of the items can be combined. Transportation 
is part of the infrastructure of the town. It feels like we are trying to eat the entire elephant at once 
instead of a bite at a time. An A, B, C prioritization would make looking at the list every year 
easier - something that the Planning Commission can come back to and refine and add to the 
priorities.

Commissioner Kroen asked if the City Council finalized their goals yet. Mr Kim said that they 
have not yet - the next meeting is where they will prioritize their goals. Mr Kim said that he has 
been working on the tree ordinance. There are procedure issues, and issues related to historic tree 
designations. He has been amending those. Mr Kim has also been working on the lighting 
ordinance and an annexation procedure ordinance with City Attorney Richard Appicello. 

Commissioner Nelson asked what lighting issues there are in the plan. Mr Kim explained that 
there have been complaints about flood lights. The code currently limits the number of lumens at 
the property line, but it is not currently enforceable. Mr Kim asked if there are additional issues 
that the commissioners think of. Commissioner Blackerby said that it would be good to see the 
city's priorities.

3.1
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Commissioner Schlesinger said that he thought the goals were supposed to be looking toward the 
long-term 20-year plan for the city. He said that he cannot see any long-term movement in the 
city without putting transportation at the forefront. If there is a tsunami, it will wipe out the bridge 
over the D River. There has to be something else that ties the community together. A route east of 
Hwy 101 has to be a priority. There has to be funding. He said that he cannot see putting a plan 
together for protecting trees or creating a green area without connecting the city. It has to be a 
priority, so that Lincoln City can be a growing area rather than an income-deprived area. You 
cannot create a vibrant community without good infrastructure. That roadway needs to be 
considered as one priority, and everything else can follow after that.

Commissioner Blackerby agreed that Commissioner Schlesinger's priority is important. He said 
that the commissioners need to get the categories set up right first and then get the priorities set 
up. Chair Baker agreed that it is very important to provide for transportation needs. She asked 
what needs to be done to make it happen - and suggested looking at the partnerships that need to 
be made. Mr Kim said that he had reached out to DLCD and asked if he can modify the 
transportation circulation map. We can start from the comprehensive plan and modify the traffic 
circulation map first.

Mr Mattison said that he would like to focus the time on developing some categories for the 
goals. Then the commissioners can prioritize and refine the goals within those categories. Chair 
Baker said that it would be nice if we came out of the meeting with a list of goals that is more 
organized.

Commissioner Blackerby asked the list could be prioritized A, B, C as a starting point. Chair 
Baker said that it seemed like a good suggestion to her.

Mr Mattison asked about Commissioner Kroen's ideas related to organization. Commissioner 
Kroen said that the comprehensive plan is the mother ship of the items on the goal list. Anything 
new for the lighting ordinance, it has to be consistent with the comprehensive plan. Code cleanup 
can be taken off the list - that is Mr Appicello's job. She said that she would put the 
comprehensive plan in the critical priorities. Commissioner Nelson said that she would add trees 
to the critical priorities because it comes up at every hearing. Commissioner Kroen said that many 
of these are related to code enforcement, which is not the Planning Commission's job and does 
not need to be on the list for the Planning Commission. The Villages at Sitka Woods is part of the 
master plan. Chair Baker had the master plan and the land designation on her list.

Commissioner Kroen has the comprehensive plan on the top of her list. Then things like 
transportation plan under that. Then things like Foothills Boulevard under the transportation plan. 
Bike paths could go under the transportation plan as well. One of the critical elements for the 
master plan for Sitka Woods is the transportation plan. She said that she does not know if just 
tracking the urban renewal process is something that the Planning Commission should be actively 
involved it. Broadband and the power grid fit under infrastructure. Maybe the comprehensive 
plan is the mechanism by which the Planning Commission becomes involved in each of the 
topics.

Chair Baker had the comprehensive plan and starting to go into that process as the highest 
priority. She said that the city is a month or two out on starting public hearings. Something we 
could take action on is the basic outline and do outreach and education to let the public know that 
this is coming. Planning staff could create educational materials on the statewide planning goals 
and how the process works in order to provide information on how to contact the city and have a 
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schedule of the process of how to get involved in each goal. Those community conversations will 
be very helpful for goal setting. She said that she had those tasks identified as the top priority in 
order to get started getting ready for those public hearings. When the public shows up for those 
public hearings, that is something people could sign up ahead a time. She asked whether there 
will be one public meeting per statewide planning goal or whether multiple goals can be fit into 
one meeting.

Mr Kim set up to have a training with DLCD about the process and each element of the 
comprehensive plan. He said that he had preparing for the workshops for each of the workshops. 
The commissioners will have an opportunity to participate in each workshop - and can choose 
whether to participate in each one or just in specific ones. Commissioner Nelson suggested 
getting people interested in watching the May discussion with DLCD. Chair Baker suggested 
using the City's Facebook page to put out something inviting the public. Larger participation and 
understanding will make for more productive hearings and staying on task with each goal. It 
would be good to have an entire tab from the planning department page that has a link to the 
statewide planning goals and to the DLCD's materials. The public could be directed to those via 
the City's Web site and shared publicly. Commissioner Nelson recommended a newspaper article.

Commissioner Blackerby suggested that a template could be sent out to each commissioner to 
have them add their ratings individually. Commissioner Kroen said that the tree ordinance and the 
community forest plan go together. You need to have something to tether the ordinances to. She 
agreed with Commissioner Blackerby to have everyone do the prioritization on their own. Chair 
Baker agreed with the suggestion. 

Prioritized goals are due to staff by Friday April 9, 2021.

7. NEW BUSINESS
None

8. PLANNING COMMISSION TRAINING
None

9. REPORTS & COMMENTS
Commissioner Blackerby asked if Mr Mattison had any luck finding the previously requested traffic 
statistics. Mr Mattison talked to Public Works, who said that they did not have anything specific for 
the overall street. Commissioner Blackerby clarified that he is asking if there is a list of all of the 
traffic studies that have been completed. Chair Baker asked that we have those available by the time 
the Planning Commission is looking at the transportation goal. 

10. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS & NEXT MEETINGS
Commissioner Blackerby asked if the Planning Commission will see the completed Council goals by 
the next (April 20, 2021) meeting. Mr Kim said that he will summarize the goals and send them to the 
commissioners.

11. ADJOURN

3.1
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Respectfully submitted,

________________________          _____________________________
James White           Marci Baker
Assistant Planner                                                Chair
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Planning Commission Communication 
 

VAR 2021-01 - Markin Deck 
 

Meeting Date: April 20, 2021 Primary Staff Contact:  David Mattison 

Department: Planning Commission E-Mail:  DMattison@lincolncity.org 

Secondary Dept:  Secondary Contacts:    

Approval:  Estimated Time:   

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Staff Report 

Planning Commission Hearing on April 20, 2021 

Case File VAR 2021-01 

 
Date: April 8, 2021 

 

Case File: VAR 2021-01 Markin Deck Setback Variance 

 

Applicant/Property Owner: James and Katherine Markin 

  

Situs Address: 5340 NE Logan Road 

 

Location: The property is located on the north end of a 12 foot access easement that extends 

north off of Logan Road. 

 

Tax Map and Lot: 06-11-35-CC-00800 

 

Comprehensive 

Plan Designation: Single Family Residential Roads End (R-1-RE) 

 

Zoning District: Single Family Residential Roads End (R-1-RE) 

 

Site Size: 0.1 acres (4,356 sq ft) 

 

Proposal: The applicant is requesting a setback variance to allow a proposed structure (second 

story deck) on the subject property to be built closer to the side lot line than the 

required 10 ft side yard setback, making an exception to Lincoln City Municipal 

Code Section 17.17.070 (Lot Requirements), Subsection (E) in order to allow the 

interior side yard setback greater than one story to be reduced.  

 

The applicants have requested a setback variance (4 ft) allowing them to rebuild the 

second story deck closer to the property line to match the original deck setback, 

rather than meeting the required 10 ft setback, and alleviate the hardship. 

 

Surrounding  North: Residences (R-1-RE) Single Family Residential Roads Ends (R-1-RE) 

Land Uses  South: Residences (R-1-RE) Single Family Residential Roads Ends (R-1-RE) 

and Zones:   East: Residences (R-1-RE) Single Family Residential Roads Ends (R-1-RE) 

5.1
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  West: Residences (R-1-RE) Single Family Residential Roads Ends (R-1-RE) 

 

Public Notice: The Planning and Community Development Department mailed notice to the 

owners of all properties within 250 feet of the site on March 31, 2021.  The News 

Guard published the public hearing notice on April 6, 2021. 

 

Authority: Section 17.68.010 of Lincoln City Municipal Code (LCMC) Title 17 authorizes 

the Planning Commission to authorize variances from the requirements of Title 

17 (Zoning) where it can be shown that, owing to special and unusual 

circumstances related to a specific piece of property, strict application of this title 

would cause an undue or unnecessary hardship. No variances shall be granted to 

allow the use of property for a purpose not authorized within the zone in which 

the proposed use would be located. In granting a variance, the Planning 

Commission must find that the request meets all four of the circumstances in 

§17.68.020 and may attach conditions that it finds necessary to protect the best 

interests of the surrounding property or neighborhood and otherwise achieve the 

purposes of Title 17. A previously authorized variance does not set precedent for 

later variances; all variance requests are judged based on the four circumstances. 

 

Applicable 

Substantive 

Criteria: The variance must be in conformance with the Oregon Statewide Planning Goals, 

the Lincoln City Comprehensive Plan, and Lincoln City Municipal Code Chapter 

17.16 Single-Family Residential, Chapter 17.52 Supplementary Regulations and 

Exceptions, and Chapter 17.68 Variances 

 

BACKGROUND  

 

The subject property is a developed lot with approximately 4,000 sq ft. In the 1980’s a lot line adjustment 

(between tax lots 600 and 800 (5354 Logan and 5340 Logan)) provided the property owner with 

additional square footage to the north on 5340 Logan so that the lot could be built upon.  A second-story 

deck existed on the north and the west sides of the single family home. The deck to the north was 6 ft 

from the property line (4 ft under the required 10 ft setback).  The grade of the property to the north of the 

existing house drops dramatically making it unsuitable for use or emergency access.  

 

The applicant applied for a building permit for routine repair and renovation of the northern deck. The 

permit was approved in August 2020 for the deck beam, pillar and footing repair. However, at the time of 

the setback inspection, additional work than just the approved footing and beam repair was identified. As 

work had progressed, the applicant extended the work and it became a violation. 

 

The applicants have requested a setback variance (4 ft) allowing them to rebuild the second story deck 

closer to the property line to match the original deck setback, rather than meeting the required 10 ft 

setback, and alleviate the hardship. 

 

ANALYSIS 

 

The LCMC (17.68.010) grants the Planning Commission the authority to authorize variances in those 

instances where the strict application of an ordinance would create an undue or unnecessary hardship 

because of circumstances of the property beyond the control of the property owner. It is not necessary for 

the applicant to demonstrate that there is no reasonable use of the property – only that a property right that 

is otherwise shared by owners of other property in the same zone or vicinity is made unduly or 
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unreasonably difficult because of the ordinance. The LCMC (17.68.020) sets out four criteria (all of 

which must be met) to establish whether a variance may be granted: 

 

Circumstances for Granting a Variance (17.68.020) 

 

1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances apply to the property which do not apply generally to 

other properties in the same zone or vicinity and result from lot size or shape legally existing prior to the 

date of the ordinance codified in this title, topography, or other circumstances over which the applicant 

has no control; 

 

According to the applicant, the property is located in Roads End in Lincoln City. The deck is original to 

the house and built prior to annexation of the neighborhood into Lincoln City.  The applicant has stated in 

the narrative that the location of the home and the original deck are not in the applicant’s control.  The 

intent of this project is to repair the deck to its original footprint.  The reclassification of the project from 

a ‘repair’ to a ‘rebuild’ was determined after excessive deconstruction of the original deck was done 

during repair, thus not meeting the 10 ft structural setback requirements.    

 

The existing house is tucked into a 50 ft by 80 ft lot, with a second story deck extending out on the north 

and west sides.  Tax Lot 800 is smaller in size and dimensions than adjacent properties, and the City 

requirements.  The location of the original deck on the north side of the building approximately 6 ft from 

the property line. Site conditions and the slope of the grade to the north create an exceptional or 

extraordinary condition.  Staff concludes that this exceptional or extraordinary circumstance for granting 

a variance is met.   

 

2. The variance is necessary for the preservation of a property right of the applicant which is 

substantially the same as owners of other property in the same zone or vicinity possess; 

 

According to the applicant, the original deck, built before annexation, is attached to the west and north 

sides of the house. The repaired/rebuilt deck is in the exact footprint of the original deck. Many of the 

houses in the neighborhood built prior to Roads End annexation have decks and other structures (garages, 

houses, etc) that do not meet the City setback requirements. In the 1980’s a lot line adjustment (between 

tax lots 600 and 800 (5354 Logan and 5340 Logan)) provided the property owner with additional square 

footage to the north on 5340 Logan so that the lot could be built upon.  The applicant states it was a right 

to build closer to the property line than current requirements that many property owners utilized. 

Repairing and renovating the pre-existing deck preserves the right for the owner to continue to maintain 

the deck on the north side of the subject property.  Staff concludes that this circumstance for granting a 

variance is met. 

 

3. The variance should not be materially detrimental to the purposes of this title, or to property in the 

zone or vicinity in which the property is located, or otherwise conflict with the objectives of any city 

planning policy; 

 

According to the applicant, a setback variance for this deck will not be materially detrimental to adjacent 

properties because:  

a) the deck footprint is consistent with the pre-existing deck footprint; 

b) the added vertical beams supporting the deck do not impede the view or access to any of the 

adjacent properties. 

In addition, the granting of this variance would not be detrimental to the current setback requirements. 

The property line between tax lots 600 and 800 (5354 Logan and 5340 Logan Staff was adjusted in the 

1980’s in an attempt to accommodate the setback issues.  Staff concludes that this circumstance for 

granting a variance is met.  
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4. The variance requested is the minimum variance which would alleviate the hardship. (Ord. 84-2 § 

8.020) 

 

According to the applicant, granting of this variance request is all that is required to alleviate the hardship 

created by not replacing the deck.  Without this variance, the deck on the north side will not be allowed 

by the City due to not being designable or buildable. Staff concludes that this circumstance for granting a 

variance is met. 

 

With the slope, site setback does not function as it is supposed to – for emergency access and/or utility 

placement - therefore it may be considered space to allow for a setback variance.  It is not a necessary 

area for building, but the applicant can proposed to utilize it with Planning Commission approval.  

However, this does not mean that this justifies all deck construction in the required setback areas.   

 

Single-Family Residential Roads End (R-1-RE) Lot Requirements 

 

Section 17.17.070 lists the lot requirements. 

Lot requirements shall be as follows: 

A. The minimum lot area shall be 5,000 square feet and 8,000 square feet for a duplex. 

B. The minimum lot width shall be 50 feet. 

C. The minimum lot depth shall be 70 feet. 

D. The minimum front yard shall be 20 feet. Except that the minimum setbacks from Logan Road need 

not exceed the average setback of buildings on all lots within 100 feet of the lot on which the proposed 

building is to be located and that abut Logan Road. 

E. The minimum interior side yard shall be seven and one-half feet for single-story buildings and 10 feet 

for buildings with more than one story. 

F. The minimum street side yard shall be 20 feet, except that it may be one foot less for each two feet of 

front yard setback over the minimum, but not to less than 10 feet. 

G. On corner lots, the clear-vision area requirement of LCMC 17.52.060 and 17.52.070 shall apply. 

H. The minimum rear yard shall be seven and one-half feet for single-story buildings and 10 feet for 

buildings with more than one story. In no case shall the distance between residential structures on the 

same lot or on adjacent lots be less than 10 feet. 

I. The maximum building coverage shall be 35 percent. 

 

Any new development on the site or re-development of the site must meet the requirements of the R-1-RE 

zone and other regulations referenced by the zone, including among others, those pertaining to 

landscaping, signs, parking, and site plan/design standards.  

 

The subject property does not meet the minimum lot area of 5,000 square feet.  The subject property does 

meet the minimum lot width and depth.  The minimum setback of 10 feet is the issue in the proposed 

setback variance request application.  

 

COMMENTS RECEIVED 
 

Notice was mailed to adjacent property owners within 250 feet on March 31, 2021, and published on 

April 6, 2021.  No comments have been received.  

 

RECOMMENDATION & CONCLUSION 
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Section 17.68.030 of LCMC Title 17 states that the Planning Commission shall hold a public hearing 

before it may act on a request for a variance, and shall in open meeting, recommend the approval or 

disapproval of the variance.  

 

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission hold a public hearing on the requested setback variance, 

and if the evidence presented at the hearing warrants, staff recommends that the Planning Commission 

approve the variance request.  

 

 

Prepared by David Mattison, Senior Planner. 

 

Attachments: 

• Aerial map showing the location of property proposed for a variance  

• Application materials 

 

Attachments:   

A.Notice of Violation for Home Owner (PDF) 

B.Motion and Order to Amend-r2 (PDF) 

D-1.Permit.521-20-00278-STR (PDF) 

D-2.Approved struct plans (PDF) 

D-3.Approved struct calc's (PDF) 

D-4.Revised Site Plan (PDF) 

D-5.Approved railing doc's (PDF) 

E.amendment.weightupgrade (PDF) 

G.Inspectionstatus (PDF) 

H.FootingInspectionComments (PDF) 

I.Fees paid.markin (PDF) 

J.northside.pictures (PDF) 

K.Westside.pictures (PDF) 

L.footingsetback.north (PDF) 

M.housesetback.north (PDF) 

O.door.aerialview (PDF) 

LandUseApp.Markin (PDF) 

Revised Response to Variance Criteria 2 (PDF) 

Revised Responses to Variance Criteria 1 (PDF) 
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                                   City of Lincoln City   |   801 SW Highway 101   |   PO Box 50   
|   Lincoln City, OR 97367  |    541.996.2153 
                                    Planning & Community Development  | www.lincolncity.org  | 
planning@lincolncity.org 

James	and	Catherine	Markin		
1041	SW	Westwood	Ct	
Portland	OR,	97239		
Cmarkin123@gmail.com	
	

RE:	Violation	of	Nonconforming	Deck	Replacement	without	a	Permit;	and	Violation	of	Side	Setback	
Requirements	at	5340	NE	Rogan	Road,	Lincoln	City,	OR	97367	

	

Dear	the	Owner	and	the	Contractor:	

	

The	building	permit	was	reviewed	on	August	6,	2020	and	the	revised	site	plan	was	approved	on	August	
24,	2020,	after	discussions	with	planners.	

The	permit	has	been	the	result	of	planner’s	advice	that	the	deck	was	a	nonconforming	structure,	which	
repair	can	only	be	done,	not	a	replacement.	LCMC	17.64.010.C	states	that	a	lawful,	nonconforming	
structure	(the	deck)	that	has	been	damaged	may	be	restored	if	the	value	of	the	damage	is	less	than	50	
percent	of	the	appraised	value	of	the	structure.		

It	was	clearly	discussed	previously	with	the	City	staff	that	the	replacement	would	not	be	allowed.	Also,	
by	rebuilding	the	deck,	which	encroach	4-5’	into	10’	required	side	setback	area,	additional	setback	
violation	has	been	created.	

On	February	16,	2021,	the	City	staff	found	that	the	deck	has	been	entirely	replaced	and	constituted	two	
violations:	

(1) Violation	of	nonconforming	deck	replacement	without	a	permit	(Class	B	violation);	and,	
(2) Violation	of	side	setback	requirements	(Class	B	civil	infraction).		

According	to	LCMC	1.16.070,	the	maximum	fines	for	a	Class	B	violation	would	be	$1,000	per	a	day	until	
the	violation	is	resolved.	The	only	remedy	here	would	be	the	removal	of	the	deck	at	this	time.	

	

17.64.060	Violation	–	Enforcement.		

Any	modification	of	a	nonconforming	use,	site	or	structure	that	according	to	this	chapter	requires	city	
approval	shall	not	be	initiated	before	such	approval	is	obtained.	Failure	to	obtain	an	approval	required	
by	this	chapter	is	a	violation	punishable	as	a	Class	B	violation	under	Chapter	1.16	LCMC,	with	each	day	
the	property	is	used	in	violation	of	this	section	considered	a	separate	violation.	Notice	provisions	of	
LCMC	17.84.020(B)	shall	not	apply	in	any	enforcement	of	violation	of	this	chapter,	and	the	city	may	at	
its	option	proceed	to	file	a	complaint	or	take	other	remedial	action	as	provided	in	Chapter	17.84	LCMC	
without	prior	notice	of	violation	to	the	property	owner	or	any	opportunity	to	correct.	(Ord.	2015-10	§§	
5,	6;	Ord.	2011-03	§	4)	
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                                   City of Lincoln City   |   801 SW Highway 101   |   PO Box 50   
|   Lincoln City, OR 97367  |    541.996.2153 
                                    Planning & Community Development  | www.lincolncity.org  | 
planning@lincolncity.org 

17.84.020	Enforcement.		

A.	Civil	Infraction.	Any	person,	firm,	association	or	corporation,	whether	as	principal,	agent,	employee	
or	otherwise,	who	violates	any	provision	of	this	title	or	any	order	adopted	pursuant	to	this	title	shall	be	
punished	under	the	provisions	of	Chapter	1.16	LCMC.	Unless	otherwise	specified,	any	such	violation	is	a	
Class	B	civil	infraction.	Each	day	that	the	violation	of	this	title	exists	is	deemed	to	be	a	separate	offense.	
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Residential Structural

IVR Number: 521000743206

Permit Number: 521-20-000278-STR

Lincoln City
801 SW Hwy 101, Suite 301

PO Box 50
Lincoln City, OR 97367

541-996-2153

Web Address: www.lincolncity.org Email Address: permits@lincolncity.org

Building Permit

N
Permit Issued: August 27, 2020 Project: Markin Deck

TYPE OF WORK

Residential Specialty Code Edition: 2017

Category of Construction: Single Family Dwelling Type of Work: Repair

Description of Work: Renovation of exterior deck on second level of house.
Submitted Job Value: $22,000.00

JOB SITE INFORMATION

MARKIN JAMES & 
CATHERINE

Owner:

1041 SW WESTWOOD CTAddress:
PORTLAND, OR 97239

Parcel
06-11-35-CC-00800-00

Worksite Address

5340 NE LOGAN RD
Lincoln City, OR 97367

LICENSED PROFESSIONAL INFORMATION

License License Number PhoneBusiness Name
CCB 196869 503-574-4010PROFOUND EXTERIORS PLUS LLC

PENDING INSPECTIONS

Inspection Inspection Group Inspection Status
1999 Final Building Struct Res Pending

1260 Framing Struct Res Pending

1020 Zoning/Setbacks Struct Res Pending

1110 Footing Struct Res Pending

1996 Final Inspection - Planning Struct Res Pending

SCHEDULING INSPECTIONS 

Various inspections are minimally required on each project and often dependent on the scope of work. Contact 
the issuing jurisdiction indicated on the permit to determine required inspections for this project.

Schedule or track inspections at www.buildingpermits.oregon.gov

Call or text the word "schedule" to 1-888-299-2821 use IVR number: 521000743206

Schedule using the Oregon ePermitting Inspection App, search “epermitting” in the app store

Permits expire if work is not started within 180 Days of issuance or if work is suspended for 180 Days or longer depending on 
the issuing agency's policy.

All provisions of laws and ordinances governing this type of work will be complied with whether specified herein or not.  
Granting of a permit does not presume to give authority to violate or cancel the provisions of any other state or local law 
regulating construction or the performance of construction. 

ATTENTION: Oregon law requires you to follow rules adopted by the Oregon Utility Notification Center. Those rules are set 
forth in OAR 952-001-0010 through OAR 952-001-0090. You may obtain copies of the rules by calling the Center at (503) 
232-1987.

All persons or entities performing work under this permit are required to be licensed unless exempted by ORS 701.010 
(Structural/Mechanical), ORS 479.540 (Electrical), and ORS 693.010-020 (Plumbing).

Printed on: 8/27/20 Page 1 of 2 C:\myReports/reports//production/01 STANDARD 
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Permit Number: 521-20-000278-STR Page 2 of 2

PERMIT FEES

Quantity Fee AmountFee Description

Structural building permit fee $206.05

Structural plan review fee $133.93

State of Oregon Surcharge - Bldg (12% of applicable fees) $24.73

Planning review and inspections 1 $100.00

Total Fees:  $464.71
Note: This may not include all the fees required for this project.

Printed on: 8/27/20 Page 2 of 2 C:\myReports/reports//production/01 STANDARD 
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

Reviewed for Code Compliance
Approved by: Brandon Zipser
Permit #:
Date:
Reviewed for Lincoln City

521-20-000278-STR
08/06/2020

Deck repairs/replacement

JOB SITE MUST BE POSTED WITH ADDRESS & 
PERMIT NUMBER VISIBLE FROM THE STREET 
THE APPROVED PLANS MUST BE KEPT ON 
THE JOB SITE IN SUCH A WAY THAT THEY 
ARE EASILY LOCATED & PROTECTED FROM 
WATER AND OTHER DAMAGE.

Inspections:
1.) Footing 
2.) Framing/Final

Setbacks to property lines shall be marked at the
footing inspection. The contractor of record is
responsible for establishing the correct property
markers and setbacks.
Consult planning department for required
setbacks

5.1.d
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

Soil Conditions are assumed 1500psf. If at
excavation soils issues are found, consult a
qualified engineer and the jurisdiction.

Footings must be
12" below frost line.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

"Z" flashings required
above all ledgers.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

"Z" flashings required
above all ledgers.
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"Z" flashings required
above all ledgers.

521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

Reviewed for Code Compliance
Approved by: Brandon Zipser
Permit #:
Date:
Reviewed for Lincoln City

521-20-000278-STR
08/06/2020

Deck repairs/replacement
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RECEIVED

PLANNING

08/24/2020

521-20-000278-STR

SITE PLAN
APPROVED

SUBJECT TO NOTATIONS
08/26/2020

PLANNING & COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

David Mattison

ANY DECKS, PORCHES, BAYS,
CANTILEVERS OR OTHER FEATURES NOT

SHOWN ON THE SITE PLAN ARE NOT
APPROVED. EVEN IF SHOWN ON THE

BUILDING PLANS. 

WARNING
You must follow these plans exactly as you
submitted them and as approved. If you
want to make ANY changes they must be
approved by Both the building inspector
AND the Planning Department. Approval
by the building inspector alone is not
enough. You might end up violating the
setback or height requirements of the
zoning ordinance.  If that happens you will
have to FIX THE PROBLEM AT YOUR
OWN COST before we will issue a
Certificate of Occupancy. It is possible the
only way to fix the problem will be to
DEMOLISH some or all of the structure. 

THERE WILL BE NO EXCEPTIONS!
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

5.1.g

Packet Pg. 58



521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

5.1.g

Packet Pg. 60



521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.

5.1.g

Packet Pg. 73



521-20-000278-STR
Approved plans shall be on site
and accessible at inspection.
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Home 

Building 

Planning 

Licensing 

Onsite/Septic 

Public Works 
Apply SearchSchedule Inspections 

Record 521-20-000278-STR:  
Residential Structural 
Record Status: Under Insp/Revisions Rcvd 
Expiration Date: 07/05/2021 

Add to collection 

• Record Info/Schedule Inspections  
• Payments  
• Conditions 1 

A notice was added to this record on 10/28/2020. 
Condition:  Revision Submitted Severity:  Notice 
Total Conditions: 1  (Notice: 1) 
View Condition 
  
  

Fees 
Paid: 
Date Invoice Number Amount  
11/02/2020 15353 $75.00 View Receipt 
08/27/2020 15185 $100.00 View Receipt 
07/26/2020 15185 $206.05 View Receipt 
07/26/2020 15185 $24.73 View Receipt 
07/26/2020 15073 $133.93 View Receipt 
Total paid fees: $539.71 
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J.	

View	from	north	side	pre-repair—circa	June	2020	

View	from	north	side	post-repair—March	1,	2021	
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K.	

View	from	west	side	pre-repair—circa	June	2020	

View	from	west	side	post-repair—March	1,	2021	
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L.	

Set	back	of	ver/cal	foo/ngs	north	side—March	1,	2021	
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M.	

Set	back	of	house	north	side—March	1,	2021	
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O.	

North	deck	with	view	of	door—March	1,	2021	

View	of	north	deck	set	back	from	deck—March	1,	2021	
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