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Oceanside Neighborhood Association 
P.O. Box 425, Oceanside OR 97134 

www.oceansidefriends.org 
 

June 6th, 2026  

 
 

Oceanside Neighborhood Association ONA Annual Meeting 
 June 6th, 2026. 10:00 am – Zoom & In Person Format  

 
1. Call to Order and Zoom Recording begins (ONA President, Simeon Dreyfuss & ONA Vice 

President, Gill Wiggin): 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:07)  

 
2. Treasurer's Report – (ONA Treasurer, Sharon Brown) 

a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:55) 
b. Columbia Bank Balance $3967.13 and has remained as such since the last meeting. 

 
3. Report from the Oceanside Action Partnership (OAP)  activities and accomplishments over 

the last year – Cynthia Miller 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:02:40) 
b. Cynthia Miller is a Board Member of OAP. 
c. OAP Goals and accomplishments: 

1. Over the last two years over one hundred volunteers contributed over 1250 
community service hours to organized work parties. Supporting: 

1. Trail restorations, beach cleanups, stormwater and drain improvements, 
scotch bloom eradication, public safety enhancements, signage 
projects and long range community planning. 

2. Overview of OAP structure. 
3. Grown to more than 500 supporters, volunteers, collaborators and stake 

holders. 
a. This includes local residents, businesses, non-profits, special 

districts, staff and leadership. 
b. Any many others.   

4. Everyone is welcome to join OAP.  
5. Next effort is to rebuild The Tire Trail. 

MEETING MEDIA 
Zoom Video Link: ONA Annual Meeting 

Passcode: 3$+jO#?d (copy and paste to Zoom) 
 

MEETING FILE (below) 
Agenda with Motions and Time Stamp Index to Video and Chat  

https://d.docs.live.net/56c5ac5d6c077ba0/Desktop/www.oceansidefriends.org
https://us02web.zoom.us/rec/share/uad6-VvLRmsZy7DN3tWlsf6OXGO4dPRaGFHBbKs8ffQad3VqlpH20YNi1z2SygIC.S0UZBGx6zuRMDB6u?startTime=1780765267000
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a. Some reports are in and next steps are being planned. 
b. More information on the OAP Web Site. 

(https://www.oceansideactionpartnership.org/) 
6. Also working on the Shared Use Path from Netarts to Oceanside: 

a. Long term effort. 
b. OAP adopted an initial proposal and had a walkthrough in April of 

this year with the consultant and representatives.  
c. Proposals are being evaluated now for flaws and necessary 

adjustments. 
d. Final analysis and presentation is due in July of this year. 

7. Trail and signage teamwork continues. 
8. Yuri heads up the Cell Tower initiative: 

a.  Working for a year and a half. 
b. Started working with tower companies, but we might be moving 

to satellites instead. 
c. Technology is changing fast in areas like ours that have little or 

no coverage. 
d. More information on the OAP Web Site. 

(https://www.oceansideactionpartnership.org/) 
9. Questions and Answers: 

a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:10:20)  
i. Scotch Bloom issue questions. 

ii. OAP only focuses on public land and right of way. 
iii. Expect August and September as no burning months. 

b. More information on the OAP Web Site. 
(https://www.oceansideactionpartnership.org/) 
 

4. Take-aways from the recent votes and surveys on proposed revisions to Oceanside's 
zoning  (Tillamook County Community Development Director Sarah Absher) 

a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:13:55)  
b. Results from May 16th ONA Vote Attached In section 10 below 
c. Director Absher shared the results of her department’s Online poll and commented on 

the differences and similarities. 
d. 99 responses for Director Absher’s Community Development Poll. 

1. Do you reside in or own property within the “village area” of the Oceanside 
community? 

1. 88.9% Yes 
2. 11.1% No 

2. Do you support the proposal for the Oceanside Village Overlay (OVO) Zone 
within the “village area” of the Oceanside community that help to preserve to 
the greatest extent possible existing development standards while balancing 
community expectations for development of properties in the future? 

1. 72.3% Yes 
2. 27.7% No 

3. Should a FAR (Floor Area Ratio) to regulate the maximum size of a residential 
structure (building mass and volume) be implemented for development of 
properties within the village area of Oceanside? 

1. 70.5% Yes 
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2. 29.5% No 
4. What is the maximum size of a residential structure you feel is appropriate to 

maintain community character within the “village area” of Oceanside? 
1. 8.5% - 4000 Square Feet 
2. 24.5% - No Limit 
3. 25.5% - 2000 Square Feet 
4. 41.5% - 3000 Square Feet 

5. In addition to implementation of a FAR, should there be a maximum allowable 
size of residential structure (a cap), regardless of the size of the property? 

1. 70.2% Yes 
2. 29.8% No 

6. If Yes to Question 5, what is the appropriate maximum size of any singly family 
dwelling? 

1. 3.4% - 5000 Square Feet 
2. 10.5% - 4000 Square Feet 
3. 22.1 % - No Limit 
4. 64% - 3000 Square Feet 

7. Should there be a limited exemption to allow for an additional 600 Square 
Feet for garage and/or storage area? 

1. 67.7% Yes 
2. 32.3% No 

8. Do you think a higher FAR should be allowed for structures containing 3 or 
four dwelling units (Triplex or Fourplex)? 

1. 61.7% No 
2. 38.3 % Yes 

9. If Yes to question 8, then what is the appropriate maximum size of structure 
(Triplex or Fourplex)? 

1. 2.1% - 7000 Square Feet 
2. 12.5% - 6000 Square Feet 
3. 37.5% - No Limit 
4. 47.9% - 5000 Square Feet 

10. Regarding Image and diagram in poll: Do you believe the size of the dwelling is 
consistent with the community character within the village area of Oceanside: 

1. 48.9% - Yes 
2. 51.1% - No 

11. Regarding Image and diagram in poll: Do you believe the size of the dwelling is 
proportionate to the size of the property: 

1. 56.8% Yes 
2. 43.2% No 

12. Should requests for conditional uses, Non-Conforming Reviews ans 
Variances require a public hearing before the Tillamook County Planning 
Commission? 

1. 69.1% Yes 
2. 30.9% No 

13. As a member of the Oceanside community, do you desire a vibrant and 
inclusive commercial core that provides goods and services for the benefit of 
all who live in and visit Oceanside? 

1. 83.2% Yes 
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2. 16.8% No 
14. Should off-street parking requirements be waved for certain Commercial 

Oceanside (COS) zone specifically those mentioned in the previous section? 
1. 67& Yes 
2. 33% No 

15. Should off-street parking requirements be waived for accessory uses within a 
hotel/motel, specifically accessory uses that occupy no more than 25% of the 
hotel/motel floor area as described in the proposed concept? 

1. 53.2% Yes 
2. 46.8% No 

16. For consistency in the application of the hotel/motel 25% accessory use 
exemption, should this exemption also be applied to High Density Residential 
(R3)? 

1. 58.1% Yes 
2. 41.9% No 

17. Should the maximum building height for any structure in the Commercial 
Oceanside (COS) zone be limited to 30 Feet? 

1. 86.3% Yes 
2. 13.7% No 

e. ONA President askes if the two polls will change the specifics Director Absher plans to 
put into the design to be submitted to the County Planning Commission: 

1. Potentially the FAR maximum will be changed. 
2. The Legal department will be consulted on this issue. 
3. Will weigh the Non-Conforming concern with the desire for a more restrictive 

FAR. 
f. ONA President asks if Director Absher will also lower the FAR in the OVO from the 

proposed 7:1 FAR: 
1. Yes. She would suggest to lower both. The FAR and cap are inter related. 

g. No time frame for next steps.  To be determined after meeting with the legal team. 
 

5. Approval of minutes from April 4th 2026 (Shaun DesJardins, ONA Secretary) see LINK for 
minutes: 

a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (00:28)  
b. No Quorum at start. 
c. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (31:18)  
d. Quorum attained. 
e. Minutes approved without objection. 

 
6. Vote to approve the proposed revisions to the ONA Voting Policy.  Please see This Link for 

the proposed revisions. 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (32:20)  
b. Revisions have been online for 30 Days 

1. Added step to register by electronic means. 
2. Membership sin-up is one time and forever. 
3. Provisional voting changes. 
4. No change to physical voting. 
5. Only two members per electronic voting devise. 
6. Simple Online registration for voting. 

https://us.list-manage.com/LmBU3Q0ciMY?e=7c5e2a3aa7&c2id=797aa386889af037eb5db1f101bb4cc1
https://us.list-manage.com/SYvx6OYtU1F?e=7c5e2a3aa7&c2id=797aa386889af037eb5db1f101bb4cc1
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7. Continuing to research better and more simple methods moving forward. 
c. How will voting meetings differ from other meetings, and will non-voting public be able 

to watch meetings online? 
1. Registration will be required only in meeting where a vote is scheduled. 
2. Online and in person provisional registration is supported for voting. 

d. New policy was adopted unanimously. 
 

7. Vote for next year's ONA Officers. 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (40:30)  
b. Board to be voted on: 

1. President: Simeon Dreyfuss 
2. Vice-President: Gill Wiggin 
3. Treasurer: Marilyn Roosinick  
4. Secretary: Sharon Brown 

c. Adopted Unanimously. 

8. Brief thoughts about the ONA next year – Incoming ONA President 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (42:35)  
b. Housekeeping items: 

1. Need to revisit quorum procedures and rules. 
1. How many ONA members? 508 at the time of this meeting. 
2. How many are here today? 58 in person and online together. 

2. Update web site. 
3. Firewise community project. 
4. Have the ONA own an OWL for meeting. 
5. Make a new community survey. 

1. Last surveys were 2007 and 1995. 
2. What do we want to know in the survey? 

a. Conduct the survey near the next yearly meeting. 
6. Aging community. 

1. What are the implications? 
2. What can we do to help to serve each other? 

a. Aging in place. 
b. Villages Movement. 

3. Marilyn Roosinick: mjr25@psu.edu 
a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (50:50)  
b. Peaceful Presence . 

i. Aging with grace. 
ii. Community café. 

iii. Send email to Merilyn for more information. 
iv. Regular emails will be sent out to interested people. 
v. In person meetings. 

 
9. Announcements and adjournment  – Simeon Dreyfuss 

a. ZOOM VIDEO TIME STAMP (54:42)  
b. July 25th Community Gathering at 4pm. 

1. Proteins and Beverages 
c. Next ONA Meeting October 3rd, 2026. 
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d. Adjourned. 
 

10. Results From May 16th, 2026 ONA Vote on Zoning:  
 
Question 1. Should the method to calculate building height in both the ROS and COS zones be the average height calculation of 
each of the four sides of the building footprint rather than the average height calculation of all exterior walls of the building 
footprint?   
Yes 68 -- 84% 
No 13 -- 16% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 2. Should elevation/topographical data be required on a property survey in both the ROS and COS zones when proposed 
structures are within 3-feet of the maximum building height of the zone?  
Yes 65 -- 76% 
No 20 -- 24% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 3.  Should the allowable maximum building height for non-ocean-front structures in the Commercial Oceanside (COS) 
zone be limited to 30-feet? 
Yes 70 -- 82% 
No 12 -- 14% 
Not Sure 3 -- 4% 
 
Question 4. Should off-street parking requirements be waived for certain commercial uses in the Commercial Oceanside (COS) 
zone (excluding hotel/motels, which will require off-street parking)?   
Yes 65 -- 76% 
No 20 -- 23% 
Not Sure 1 -- 1% 
 
Question 5.  Should off-street parking requirements be waived for accessory uses within a hotel/motel? (Accessory use defined as 
up to 25% of total floor area of the units.)  
Yes 49 -- 58% 
No 31 -- 37% 
Not Sure 4 -- 5% 
 
Question 6. For consistency in application of the hotel/motel 25% accessory use exemption, should this exemption also be applied 
to the High Density Residential (R-3) Zone e.g. “House on the Hill”?    
Yes 39 -- 46% 
No 40 -- 47% 
Not Sure 6 -- 7% 
 
Question 7a. OVO residents only. Do you support the proposal for the Oceanside Village Overlay (OVO) Zone within the “village 
area” of the Oceanside community?   
Yes 51 -- 84% 
No 8 -- 13% 
Not Sure 2 -- 3% 
 
Question 7b. Non-OVO residents only. Do you support the proposal for the Oceanside Village Overlay (OVO) Zone within the 
“village area” of the Oceanside community?   
Yes 17 -- 77% 
No 4 -- 18% 
Not Sure 1 -- 5% 
 
Question 7 All Oceanside. 
Yes 68 -- 82% 
No 12 -- 14% 
Not Sure 3 -- 4% 
 
Question 8a. OVO residents only. Should a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to regulate the maximum size of a residential structure (building 
mass and volume) be implemented for development of properties within the village area of Oceanside?  
Yes 48 -- 77% 
No 14 -- 23% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 8b. Non-OVO residents only. Should a Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to regulate the maximum size of a residential structure 
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(building mass and volume) be implemented for development of properties within the village area of Oceanside? 
Yes 10 -- 48% 
No 11 -- 52% 
Not Sure 0 -- 7% 
 
Question 8 All Oceanside. 
Yes 58 --  70% 
No 25 -- 30% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 9a. OVO residents only. If there is to be a maximum Floor Area Ratio (FAR) what do you think it should be?  
4:1  20 -- 34% 
5:1  14 -- 24% 
6:1  8 -- 14% 
7:1  4 -- 7% 
8:1  1 -- 2% 
No Limit  9 -- 16% 
Not Sure 2 -- 3% 
 
Question 9b. Non-OVO residents only. If there is to be a maximum Floor Area Ratio (FAR) what do you think it should be?  
4:1  1 -- 5% 
5:1  6 -- 32% 
6:1  0 -- 0% 
7:1  2 -- 11% 
8:1  0 -- 0% 
No Limit  10 -- 53% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 9. All Oceanside. 
4:1  21 -- 27% 
5:1  20 -- 26% 
6:1  8 -- 10% 
7:1  6 -- 8% 
8:1  1 -- 1% 
No Limit  19 -- 25% 
Not Sure 2 -- 3% 
 
Question 10a. OVO residents only. In addition to implementation of a Floor Area Ratio (FAR), should there be a maximum allowable 
size of a residential structure (a cap), regardless of the size of the property?  
Yes 46 -- 75% 
No 15 -- 25% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 10b. Non-OVO residents only. In addition to implementation of a Floor Area Ratio (FAR), should there be a maximum 
allowable size of a residential structure (a cap), regardless of the size of the property?  
Yes 9 -- 45% 
No 11 -- 55% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 10 All Oceanside. 
Yes 55 -- 68% 
No 26 -- 32% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Note from Credentials Committee on Questions 11 & 14: Questions 11 and 14 were to be answered by those who responded "YES" 
to the preceding question (Qs 10 and 13). However, a significant number of voters answered the second question even when they 
hadn't answered "YES" to the preceding one. The Credentials Committee was able to eliminate these "errant" voters in the online 
polls, where individual voters could be tied to their votes, but this was not possible with the in-person voting. As a result, when in-
person results for Qs 11 and 14 were not clear, they were not included. "Qualified" votes were those where the voter responded 
"YES" to the preceding question. Results for both “Qualified” and "All" votes are detailed below. 
 
Question 11a. OVO residents only. If the answer to question 10 is “yes”, what is the appropriate maximum size of any single-family 
dwelling in the OVO? 
 
"Qualified -- OVO" 
2,000 Square Feet  5 -- 18% 



8 
 

3,000 Square Feet  18 -- 64% 
4,000 Square Feet  3 -- 11% 
5,000 Square Feet  2 -- 7% 
No Limit 0 -- 0% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
"All -- OVO" 
2,000 Square Feet  11 -- 19% 
3,000 Square Feet  31 -- 53% 
4,000 Square Feet  3 -- 5% 
5,000 Square Feet  4 -- 7% 
No Limit  10 -- 17% 
Not Sure 0 - 0% 
 
Question 11b. Non-OVO residents only. If the answer to question 10 is “yes”, what is the appropriate maximum size of any single-
family dwelling in the OVO? 
 
"Qualified -- Non-OVO" 
2,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
3,000 Square Feet 4 -- 50% 
4,000 Square Feet 1 -- 13% 
5,000 Square Feet 1 -- 13% 
No Limit 0 -- 0% 
Not Sure 2 -- 25% 
 
"All -- Non-OVO" 
2,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
3,000 Square Feet 4 -- 21% 
4,000 Square Feet 1 -- 5% 
5,000 Square Feet 1 -- 5% 
No Limit 10 -- 53% 
Not Sure 3 -- 16% 
 
Question 11. All Oceanside.  
 
"Qualified -- All Oceanside" 
2,000 Square Feet  5 -- 14% 
3,000 Square Feet  22 -- 61% 
4,000 Square Feet  4 -- 11% 
5,000 Square Feet  3 -- 8% 
No Limit  0 -- 0% 
Not Sure 2 -- 6% 
 
"All -- All Oceanside" 
2,000 Square Feet  11 -- 14% 
3,000 Square Feet  35 -- 45% 
4,000 Square Feet  4 -- 5% 
5,000 Square Feet  5 -- 6% 
No Limit  20 -- 26% 
Not Sure 3 -- 4% 
 
Question 12a. OVO residents only. Should there be a limited exemption to allow for an additional 600 square feet for garage and/or 
storage area?   
Yes 41 -- 67% 
No 18 -- 30% 
Not Sure 2 -- 3% 
 
Question 12b. Non-OVO residents only. Should there be a limited exemption to allow for an additional 600 square feet for garage 
and/or storage area?   
Yes 18 -- 78% 
No 3 -- 13% 
Not Sure 2 -- 9% 
 
Question 12 All Oceanside. 
Yes 59 -- 70% 
No 21 -- 25% 
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Not Sure 4 -- 5% 
 
Question 13a. OVO residents only. Do you think a higher Floor Area Ratio (FAR) should be allowed for structures containing three or 
four dwelling units (triplex or fourplex)? 
Yes 18 -- 30% 
No 39 -- 64% 
Not Sure 4 -- 7% 
 
Question 13b. Non-OVO residents only. Do you think a higher Floor Area Ratio (FAR) should be allowed for structures containing 
three or four dwelling units (triplex or fourplex)? 
Yes 14 -- 61% 
No 8 -- 35% 
Not Sure 1 -- 4% 
 
Question 13 All Oceanside. 
Yes 32 -- 38% 
No 47 -- 56% 
Not Sure 5 -- 6% 
 
Please see "Note from Credentials Committee" after Question 10 above for explanation of Question 14 results. 
 
Question 14a. OVO residents only. If the answer to question 13 is “yes”, what is the appropriate maximum size of structure (triplex 
or fourplex)? 
 
"Qualified -- OVO" 
4,000 Square Feet 4 -- 36% 
5,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
6,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
7,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
No Limit 6 -- 55% 
Not Sure 1 -- 9% 
 
"All -- OVO" 
4,000 Square Feet 21 -- 54% 
5,000 Square Feet 3 -- 8% 
6,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
7,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
No Limit 9 -- 23% 
Not Sure 6 -- 15% 
 
Question 14b. Non-OVO residents only. If the answer to question 13 is “yes”, what is the appropriate maximum size of structure 
(triplex or fourplex)? 
 
"Qualified -- Non-OVO" 
4,000 Square Feet  2 -- 15% 
5,000 Square Feet  0 -- 0% 
6,000 Square Feet  1 -- 8% 
7,000 Square Feet  1 -- 8% 
No Limit  8 -- 62% 
Not Sure 1 -- 8% 
 
"All -- Non-OVO" 
4,000 Square Feet  4 -- 20% 
5,000 Square Feet  2 -- 10% 
6,000 Square Feet  1 -- 5% 
7,000 Square Feet  1 -- 5% 
No Limit  10 -- 50% 
Not Sure 2 -- 10% 
 
Question 14 All Oceanside.  
 
"Qualified -- All Oceanside" 
4,000 Square Feet 6 -- 25% 
5,000 Square Feet 0 -- 0% 
6,000 Square Feet 1 -- 4% 
7,000 Square Feet 1 -- 4% 
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No Limit 14 -- 58% 
Not Sure 2 -- 8% 
 
"All -- All Oceanside" 
4,000 Square Feet 25 -- 42% 
5,000 Square Feet 5 -- 8% 
6,000 Square Feet 1 -- 2% 
7,000 Square Feet 1 -- 2% 
No Limit 19 -- 32% 
Not Sure 8 -- 14% 
 
Question 15a. OVO residents only. Should requests for Conditional Uses, Non-Conforming Reviews and Variances require a public 
hearing before the Tillamook County Planning Commission, in place of the current Type II Administrative decision by Community 
Development that notifies only neighbors within 100 feet?  
Yes 36 -- 60% 
No 24 -- 40% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 15b. Non-OVO residents only. Should requests for Conditional Uses, Non-Conforming Reviews and Variances require a 
public hearing before the Tillamook County Planning Commission, in place of the current Type II Administrative decision by 
Community Development that notifies only neighbors within 100 feet?  
Yes 6 -- 26% 
No 17 -- 74% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 
Question 15 All Oceanside. 
Yes 42 -- 51% 
No 41 -- 49% 
Not Sure 0 -- 0% 
 

11. Complete Chat File: 

00:20:00 Jenny Sasser: When people talk over each other it is really difficult to hear 

00:20:16 Carol Horton: Reacted to "When people talk over each other it is really difficult 

to hear" with 👍 

00:38:17 Oceanside Friends: As we try to navigate quorum concerns, PLEASE if there are two or 

more people sharing a screen please turn on your camera and add both names tp your title 

00:40:14 Oceanside Friends: Please also note that both parties need to be on camera during the 

actual vote. If you are joining the meeting solo, please keep your cameras off 

00:41:01 Craig Child: I appreciate the statement “The Board will continue to research 

polling and tabulation options that 

might be more flexible or easier to use.” 

But I don’t think it needs to be part of the actual policy. 

00:46:57 Diane Niflis: Sounds logical 

00:47:09 Bob Joondeph: No objection 

00:47:54 Jenny Sasser: Hooray! 

00:49:19 Susan Wainwright: Thsank you all!! 

00:49:32 Melissa Farlow: Yes—thank you! 

00:53:01 Craig & Shahnaz Pratt: Thanks and congrats (and condolences) to the leadership! 

00:56:00 Jenny Sasser: There is a model for "age-friendly communities" we can consider. 

00:56:17 Jenny Sasser: Villages NW 

00:57:51 Jenny Sasser: I'd love to participate in this process. 

 

 

An email Notice and Zoom link will be sent in advance of the meeting.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Shaun DesJardins, ONA Secretary 
Contact information:  oceansidefriends@gmail.com   

mailto:oceansidefriends@gmail.com%20

