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City of McMinnville 
Planning Department 

231 NE Fifth Street 
McMinnville, OR  97128 

(503) 434-7311
www.mcminnvilleoregon.gov 

MEMORANDUM 
 
DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 

March 2, 2023  
Planning Commission Members 
Heather Richards, Community Development Director 

SUBJECT: Public Testimony for AP 1-23 (HL 6-22), AP 2-23 (HL 7-22), AP 3-23 (HL 8-22), and 
AP 4-23 (DDR 2-22), Appeal of the Gwendolyn Hotel Land-Use Applications 
(Received after February 22, 2023) 

Planning Commission Members, 

Following is the public testimony that has been received for the appeal of the Historic 
Landmarks Committee’s denial of the three Certificates of Approval for Demolition for the 
historic resources at 609, 611, and 619 NE Third Street, and the Certificate of Approval for 
New Construction for the Gwendolyn Hotel project since February 21, 2023.  

Public Testimony: 

o Marilyn Kosel, 02.22.23
o Daniel Kiser, 02.25.23
o Jenny Wilson, 02.26.23
o Alex Sokol Blosser, 02.27.23
o Janice Weiser, 02.27.23
o Katherine Huit, 02.27.23
o Beth Caster, 02.28.23
o Karen Milton, 02.28.23
o Marie Fruga, 02.28.23
o Carol Paddock, 03.01.23
o Margaret Cross, 03.01.23
o Restore Oregon, 03.01.23
o Peter Kircher, 03.02.23

http://www.mcminnvilleoregon.gov/


 
To: McMinnville Planning Commission 
         
Re: Gwendolyn Hotel – Appeal of HLC decision, applications HL-6-22, HL-7-22, HL-8-22, DDR-2-22 
 
Date: Tuesday, February 21, 2023 
 
From: Marilyn Kosel, downtown property owner and resident 
 
 
Dear McMinnville Planning Commission, 
 
The McMinnville Historic Landmark Committee members were performing their mandated duties 
when they opposed the demolition of three historic or contributing buildings within the historic district. 
They understand the job they are tasked with, their mandate, and the rules and ordinances to be 
followed.  
 
Overturning the HLC decision sets a dangerous precedent. Opening the door to further re-development 
until our Historic District is not historic at all. It would also beg the question, why do we have 
ordinances to protect our historic structures if they are going to be ignored or not uniformly enforced? 
Our ordinances do leave some gray area open to interpretation, but the intent and precedent is clear. 
 
The Historic Landmarks Committee was also listening to the overwhelming public opposition to the 
demolition. Opposition from our community members outnumber supporters by a considerable margin. 
Citizens from all political corners, including experts, architects, downtown property owners, and others 
who care about preserving what we all love about McMinnville.  
 
Such public involvement in Historic Landmark Committee hearings is rare and shows how much the 
majority in this community wishes to preserve our historic buildings and historic downtown. Their 
voices were heard and respected by the committee. The denial of the application was not based on 
opinion, but on our own codes and ordinances and supported by the voice of our community.  
 
Our McMinnville downtown is designated a National Historic District|. McMinnville is also a 
participant in the Oregon Historic Preservation Office as a Certified Local Government Program. In 
McMinnville's own MacTown 2023 project goals, keeping historic downtown intact meets at least 6 of 
those goals, while the Gwendolyn Hotel project meets only a few. Here is a quote from the MacTown 
2023 Mission: “Our strong downtown serves residents and visitors alike, featuring unique shops and 
world-class restaurants that offer locally produced food products and globally-renowened wine. As we 
evolve, we prize our small-town roots and we maintain McMinnville's character.”  
 
Restoration of historic buildings is possible as evidenced by the recent Taylor Dale Hardware 
restoration, the upcoming Hotel Yamhill/Mack Theater historic restoration, and other projects. Yes, 
restoration is expensive but so is demolition and building an entirely new building. Our downtown is 
economically viable. The buildings in question have been economically viable and could be restored to 
even greater economic use. Various viable uses are allowed without triggering seismic upgrades. Our 
historic district should be preserved and is part of what makes downtown unique.  
 
The majority of project opponents are not opposed to the hotel itself and understand the potential 
economic benefits. The hotel could be built a few blocks away, just outside the Historic District. Or 



they could replace a newer non-contributing building within the Historic District.  
 
The applicants say there are no suitable sites available. There probably are willing sellers within a 
reasonable distance from the site they are considering. Potential sellers simply may not be aware of the 
opportunity. Building further East on 3rd St, where the majority of buildings are non-contributing, 
would likely generate more vitality and economic growth towards that end of the street. This could 
generate more economic growth for McMinnville in the long term than the site currently being 
considered.  
 
Sincerely, 
Marilyn Kosel 
 
 
 



From: Daniel Kiser
To: Heather Richards
Subject: Gwendolyn Hotel Comments
Date: Saturday, February 25, 2023 3:56:31 PM

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

Dear Heather,

 

Reviewing the applicant’s appeals, many, if not all, of their issues are that the HLC
misapplied, misconstrued, or incorrectly weighed the OAR guidelines and local codes
in reviewing their applications. However, the city’s staff presentation on 9/29/22 stated
“there are no clear and objective directions in the OAR that states how to use the
factors to make a decision (how many, etc.)” and “there are no clear and objective
directions in the local codes that states how to use the criteria to make a decision
(how many, etc.).”

 

In the court of public opinion, the applicant also made several claims in a News-
Register article on Friday, Feb 17, 2023 that I would like to address:

 

1. “HLC (members) who voted against ignored concrete evidence provided to them by
many consultants who stated there is no historic significance left of these buildings
other than its location within the broader designated historic area.” 

 

This is false. Information provided by the applicant’s own paid consultants support the
historic designation of these buildings. Despite claims by the applicant to the contrary,
there is substantial evidence in the public record that these buildings have historic
value because of their age, because they are the only historic buildings in the district
that tell the story of the automobile age coming to McMinnville, and have small
massing that contribute to the quaint, small-town scale of Third Street. I submit that
the applicant’s consultants did not provide concrete evidence that these buildings
cannot be restored for uses other than a hotel.

 

2. “(THE HLC) seemed to think that they can make decisions for landowners and not
take into account their financial situations, age, ability and desire to restore a property
they own. This seems to be dangerously close to infringing on property owners’
rights.” 

mailto:danieljudsonkiser@gmail.com
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov


 

This claim is humorous considering the applicant does not legally own the properties
in question. The current property owners did not demonstrate to the HLC that
“retention of [the] historic resource would cause financial hardship for the owner”, but
the HLC’s oversight of these properties is not a property rights issue. Every property
owner in the United States is subject to state building codes and municipal zoning
ordinances that determine what can and cannot be built. These codes are meant to
protect life safety and the rights of other property owners. The HLC’s oversight of
properties in the Downtown Historic District is to help protect the rights of property
owners in the district who enjoy increased real estate values and business because of
Third Street’s intact historic buildings.

 

The HLC was fulfilling its duty in denying the demolition of these historic buildings and
denying the design of the Gwendolyn Hotel. Please uphold their decisions.

 

Thank you,

 

Daniel Kiser

10771 NW Brentano Lane, McMinnville, OR 97128



From: Jenny Wilson
To: Heather Richards
Subject: Gwendolyn project
Date: Sunday, February 26, 2023 6:28:20 AM

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

As a person who's lived in Yamhill County for eight years and frequents downtown, I am very
much opposed to this giant building. First off the number of rooms has gone up. Second of all
once they start digging underground I'm sure they're going to realize that they will not be able
to put parking underground and we all know that street parking is already limited in downtown
McMinnville for locals, tourists, and those who like to shop there. It's interesting that the
people across the street renovated that building and turned it to a hotel. The investors who
bought the theater are also going to remodel and take the time to restore the historic value of
that building and make it beautiful. It's sad to think that some hoity-toity people from Portland
think they're giving us "a gift to the community" when our community is doing just fine. I love
Mac because there is historical value. I love Mac because the buildings are extremely rich and
their stories. And this LLC wants to tear down all the existing buildings,  which would
displace all those small businesses. Are they guaranteed to be able to stay in the retail space
below their hotel? I think not. Don't displace small businesses and tear down a building that
doesn't need to be torn down just because you want some fancy large hotel that we don't need.
They should be building a brick and mortar beautiful building that replicates a lot of the
buildings in downtown. If other companies can do it, so can yours.

Also, think about the absolute disruption of downtown will have of the surrounding businesses
and pedestrian traffic if that building is torn down and how long it will take them to actually
build and reopen. Dine outside, it's one of the times that I get to eat at restaurants since
COVID... Please don't disrupt that amazing time of the year when I can enjoy eating with
friends.

Listen to the people who live here, listen to the people who spend money here. We do not
want this hotel. We do not want the disruption of our downtown area for an extended period of
time. We do not want these businesses who are reputable to be discarded and have nowhere
else to relocate. Please listen to the people of this town and county and go build your giant
hotel somewhere else off highway 18.

Sincerely,
Jenny Wilson
Lives in Carlton
Works in McMinnville 

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

mailto:bullmastiffg@yahoo.com
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/Y5C0C4xqKYfgjW4UOYUL3


From: Alex Sokol Blosser
To: Heather Richards
Cc: Remy Drabkin
Subject: Public Testimony for both Planning Commission and City Council- Gwendolyn Hotel
Date: Monday, February 27, 2023 7:30:26 PM

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

Dear Ms. Heather Richards;

While not a resident of McMinnville (I live in Dayton) I feel very connected to the town since
I was born there (1974), had my first job there (1988 at Tommy’s Bike Shop on 3rd Street),
and have multiple family and friends who live and work there. I read in the “News-Register,”
that the Gwendolyn Hotel’s application was voted down by the McMinnville Historic
Landmark Committee and that a public hearing is scheduled on the hotel’s application in front
of the McMinnville City Planning Committee this coming Wednesday night. 

I want to write in favor of the proposed Hotel Gwendolyn and hope that the McMinnville City
Planning Committee and the City Council approve the hotel project to move forward. This
proposed hotel development on 3rd street is not only a great opportunity for McMinnville and
3rd street, but is stands to better the greater Yamhill County community with another top
quality lodging option that our area needs. The fact that the developer hired the Architect,
Gary Reddick, says a lot about the quality of this project as Gary is someone whom my family
has worked with in the past. 

I am hopeful that any concerns to the project can be worked out between the Planning
Committee and the Developer and that the project can move forward. Do not let this
opportunity move to another community. It would seem that all parties here can work out a
“win-win,” situation. 

Thank you,

Alex

Alex Sokol Blosser, He/Him | President
Sokol Blosser Winery | Evolution Wines
In the Family since 1971
 
5000 NE Sokol Blosser Lane | Dayton, OR 97114 
main: 503.864.2282 ext. 1024
sokolblosser.com | evolutionwine.com
@sokolblosser | @evolutionwines

mailto:alex@sokolblosser.com
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
mailto:Remy.Drabkin@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/In0lC5yr01IE4WkUzsJYZ
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/1a22C68vVziz8GLs61ilB
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/Mby7C73wJWtloWGuBC2ep
https://protect-us.mimecast.com/s/6IbDC82xYBS1LwNfMezS2


From: Janice Weiser
To: Heather Richards
Subject: Gwendolyn Hotel
Date: Monday, February 27, 2023 8:46:08 PM

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

McMinnville has a thriving and charming downtown in the heart of a burgeoning wine country. To me a new hotel
replacing ugly buildings makes sense and embodies moving into McMinnville’s robust future smartly. The KAOS
building fits into the town charmingly. This building will be imposing with its height, but not overly. I am in favor
of going forward with the plan to build subject hotel.

Respectfully,
Janice Weiser
1782 NW Emerson Way
McMinnville, OR 97128
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:jan.weiser@comcast.net
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov












February 28, 2023ꢀ

To the McMinnville Planning Commission regarding the proposed 
Gwendolyn Hotel :ꢀ

My name is Beth Caster.  I own a commercial property located at 220 
NE 7th St, McMinnville Or 97128.  I maintain my offices there as a 
REALTOR affiliated with Keller Williams Portland Premiere Realty.ꢀ
I have been licensed in the State of Oregon since 2001.ꢀ

I am opposed to approval of this project.ꢀ

My biggest concern comes from the scale of this proposal.  Not just 
the physical scale but also the potential negative impact socially, 
financially and for surrounding businesses:ꢀ

1. Developers have repeatedly asserted that this development will 
bring 2500 high paying jobs to our community.  Yet repeatedly 
when asked what kind of jobs, what kind of wages and other 
details they have provided no information.  It is my understanding 
that most of the jobs will be service related and I do not believe 
those will be consistently high paying jobs.ꢀ

2. Further when asked about work force — where will the workers 
come from? We have long established businesses in our 
community and specifically on Third St that have been forced to 
restrict operating hours because they can not be fully and 
adequately staffed.  The developers have provided no specifics. If 
indeed some of the positions will be inside sales, will these 
workers be local, remote or independent contractors.  If they are 
remote or third party operators, they will not be technically be 
bringing jobs to our community . They will, in fact, be taking 
money out of our community for these wages.ꢀ

3. Where will these workers live ?  As a long time REALTOR in 
McMinnville, I will testify that there are no or very limited 
affordable rents for service workers in our community. If, indeed, 
the intention is to bring in workers from outside our community, 
they will most likely need to commute to some other community. 
Again, no economic gain for McMinnville.ꢀ



4. This community does not have the infra-structure to absorb the 
kind of projected loads to our streets, surrounding roads or 
communities. Other than wine , other alcohol  or food related 
attractions, what kind of attractions will attract these guests?ꢀ

5. My biggest scope of concern is for what this development means 
for the small retailer in our community.  We have lost so much 
reasonable retail space to tasting rooms over the last two years that it 
is almost impossible for a locally owned small business to survive. As 
a business community we can not solely survive on tasting rooms. 
Having a thriving , varied and attractive retail environment not only 
provides shopping for out of town guests, it provides jobs and 
shopping opportunities for locals.ꢀ

As an aside to these stop of project concerns, I will relay that one of 
my most favorite local yarn shops in Seaside was just forced to close. 
Like McMinnville, most of the core retail area is very concentrated. 
This store had been in this location for over 20 years in an older 
building. The building they were in as well as most of the block has 
been sold to an out of the area developer for a luxury hotel. The 
building this store has rented for almost 20 years will become the 
elevator shaft for the luxury hotel. ꢀ

As a REALTOR, I have seen the inflation of prices in the downtown 
core area either for commercial or for the conversion of family homes 
into short term vacation rentals, push the dream of home ownership 
for first time homebuyers or locally employed folks out of reach. 
Respectfully, I believe that this kind of development is out of touch 
environmentally, socially and logistically for our community.ꢀ

I respectfully support a decision of rejection of the application.ꢀ

Thank you,ꢀ

Beth Caster, REALTORꢀ
beth@bethcaster.comꢀ
971-241-2509 cell or text



From: Planning
To: Heather Richards
Subject: FW: Gwendolyn hotel
Date: Wednesday, March 1, 2023 9:18:25 AM

 
 
 

 
From: Karen Milton <kmilton8142@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 2:00 PM
To: Planning <Planning@mcminnvilleoregon.gov>
Subject: Gwendolyn hotel
 

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

 

I oppose the hotel. Leave something for locals to enjoy of 3rd street instead of catering to well
healed tourists. Thank you, Karen Milton

mailto:Planning@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov


From: Planning
To: Heather Richards
Subject: FW: Hello
Date: Wednesday, March 1, 2023 9:18:15 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Marie Frugia <mccnana@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 28, 2023 1:37 PM
To: Planning <Planning@mcminnvilleoregon.gov>
Subject: Hello

This message originated outside of the City of McMinnville.

I am opposed to the Gwendolyn Hotel

Just wanted to make this point, before the next appeal.

Thank you
Marie Frugia
310 W Lincoln
Carlton Oregon 97111
503-407-2254

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:Planning@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
mailto:Heather.Richards@mcminnvilleoregon.gov
































       March 1, 2023 

Planning Commission 
City of McMinnville 
McMinnville, OR. 97128 
 
Attn: Heather Richards, Planning Director 
 
 

I attended the HLC hearings and was impressed by the thoroughness of the committee. The 

members were clearly cognizant of the goals and policies of McMinnville’s Comprehensive 

Plan.  They were well versed in  the Historic Preservation laws (federal, state and local).   

They understood their authority as granted under Ordinance 5068.    They addressed all the 

relevant portions of both the Comprehensive Plan and city ordinances in a clear, impartial 

manner, asking numerous questions for clarification. The findings provided extensive, 

explanations of the legal basis for their decision to deny the four applications.   

 

I cannot say that the applicant’s Notice of Appeal met the same standard.   My first reading 

left me with the impression that the legal arguments and language were very carefully 

cherry-picked to bolster their position.  Abundant citations of the  Zoning Ordinance and the 

Comprehensive Plan were sprinkled throughout, along with repeated use of words like 

“inappropriate,” “unreasonable,” and “wrongly interpreted.”   I kept both Ordinance 5068 

and a copy of the Comprehensive Plan  at hand for reference and checked each citation 

against the appellant’s statements; regrettably, many of the cites were not particularly 

relevant or helpful to their arguments.  Then there was the language.   It is a common legal 

tactic to discredit your opponent when the facts or law are not on your side, which may 

explain the frequent claim that the HLC was “unreasonable.”  That is an opinion, not a fact.  



 

The applicant refers to policies and goals instead of the more legally binding ordinances.  

Ordinance 5068, adopted in 2019, is clear that the policies and goals adopted in the 

Comprehensive Plan are the legal position of the city; the McMinnville Historic Preservation 

Plan was adopted as an Appendix to the ordinance and incorporated by reference.   In short, 

the city is serious about historic preservation.  Our historic, liveable downtown is a primary 

reason why people come here.  It is authentic and dearly loved; qualities which are sorely 

missing in many towns and cities.   The city recognized the importance of preserving our 

history by listing seven distinct goals under Chapter III of the Comprehensive Plan (updated 

in 2022 by Ordinance 5113) ; not one of these goals supports the projects proposed by the 

applicant.  Nor does Ordinance 5068. 

 

The HLC was charged with evaluating the application using specific guidelines 

and found that it failed the requirements detailed in the Goal III of the Comprehensive Plan 

and Ordinance 5068.  They rightly denied the application.  In the appeal,  the applicant 

introduced  a promise of  economic benefit – a matter beyond the scope of the HLC, thus 

opening the door to an evaluation of the project within the entire scope of the 

Comprehensive Plan and the other goals adopted by ordinance or resolution. The applicant 

also claimed to know the hearts and minds of the “majority” of the citizens.  These matters 

are far afield from a legal review of the HLC findings and should not be considered as part of 

the appeal.  

 

However, the Planning Commission is not necessarily bound by the legal constraints 

that guided the HLC.  The PC could, if it chooses, agree to consider other arguments 



made by the applicant.  This is a slippery slope, but for argument’s sake, let’s venture out 

onto it.    

  

One goal that the applicant likes is the promotion of tourism as an economic silver bullet for 

McMinnville.  However, Resolution No. 2019-16, adopting the  MacTown 2032 Economic 

Development Strategic Plan, lists as its top foundational goal the acceleration of growth in 

living wage jobs across a balanced array of industry sectors.  Another foundational goal is 

the maintain and enhance our high quality of life, which I presume to mean for the citizens, 

not tourists.   True, being a leader in hospitality and place-based tourism is also listed as a 

goal, but only it is only one goal of many and on page three of MacTown 2032 the focus is 

on encouraging people to move and work here through the creation of family wage jobs.   

 

It is important to acknowledge that when the applicant argues that the Gwendolyn will 

result in substantial economic benefit to the city, they are not necessarily offering a 

balanced, dispassionate, or benevolent assessment. The applicants wants to make money; 

they are not necessarily concerned about collateral costs and impacts that the citizens must 

bear.  The applicant points to jobs, but the jobs in question are low-paying service jobs; it is 

not a goal of the city to promote low-paying jobs.  Since we already have an affordable 

housing problem and since service jobs do not provide living wages, the city may bear 

increased costs for social services and need more subsidized housing.  If the city embraces 

high-end wine tourism as its primary goal,  it does so at the expense of locally owned small  

businesses such as shoe stores, clothing stores, locally owned restaurants and hotels,  a 

downtown grocery, a stationers, a drug store, etc.  who will not be able to afford the 

subsequently high rents. People who live near to and shop in our downtown will be forced 



to drive farther to stores owned by out-of-state corporations, thus impacting our 

transportation plan.  Our parking facilities are already stressed; 70-80 employees will have 

to park somewhere, and it wouldn’t be in the slots reserved for guests.  Only thirty-percent 

of the lodging tax on nightly rentals comes to the city, yet it is the city that expected to 

provide the police and fire services, maintain and clean the streets and sidewalks, prune the 

trees, pay the lighting bill and replace the water and sewer lines.   This hardly seems to be a 

net benefit for the citizens and also stands in direct conflict with other city goals and 

budgetary priorities and does not meet the intent or goals of our Comprehensive Plan.     

Also, the question of need arises.  As a city, we increasingly offer very high-end lodging to 

the very affluent, but struggle to meet the housing needs of low and middle-income 

families. How would such a project affect our  Affordable Housing and Urban Renewal 

programs? These questions are not considered by the applicant.  The city, unlike a 

developer, has to consider collateral impacts and costs, as well as the entire body of goals 

and policies embodied in the Comprehensive Plan  and our zoning ordinances.  Unsupported 

claims would have to be documented, assessed and defended within the broader scope. 

When goals conflict, as they invariably will, it is incumbent upon the various committees and 

the Council to avoid the legalistic trap of cherry-picking pieces that support a single, narrow 

view.   A slippery slope indeed. 

 

On a purely technical issue,  the applicant is aggrieved about the question of the mass of the 

proposed building, which would loom over the smaller, historic buildings that are the 

essence of our historic district.  They cite section 17.59.050 (B) and claim that the HLC was 

confused about the difference between height and mass.  Regrettably, the applicant is the 

one who doesn’t understand the use of the word “mass” as it relates to architecture.   The 



definition of massing in architectural theory is simple: Massing refers to the structure in 

three dimensions (form),  not just its outline from a single perspective (shape).  Massing 

influences the sense of space which the building encloses and helps to define both the 

interior space and the exterior shape of the building.” (Wikipedia)  The HLC used the term 

correctly and correctly noted that the misleading pictures from a single perspective of this 

building did not accurately reflect the mass of the proposed building and its 

disproportionate size relative to our historic district.   

 

Another of the main arguments of the applicant is that they should be able to  cherry-pick 

which buildings are of historic significance and which are not. The city adopted its historic 

preservation plan and the historical significance of the buildings was considered at length by 

the HLC. The buildings in question  are part of our history and reflect an important era in our 

history; they are in use by several small businesses and could be restored.   Razing historic 

buildings to create not very convincing fake-historic buildings defeats the purpose of historic 

preservation plans.  It is particularly inappropriate when local owners have undertaken 

extensive restoration plans to protect other historic buildings.   

 

Finally, the applicant should not denigrate the opinions of the dozens of concerned citizens 

who showed up to testify against this application or  who wrote letters in opposition.  The 

applicant raised the question of a “popularity contest,” or at least their attorneys did, and if 

we are going to talk about what is “appropriate,”  this sort of nonsense doesn’t belong in a 

legal document.  I doubt that the applicant is qualified to tell us what the “majority” of 

citizens in McMinnville want and it is disingenuous for the applicant to suggest otherwise.   

 



The appeal document clouds the issues and potentially drags the city into litigation and 

years of hearings.  If they have to “destroy the village in order to save it,” they clearly don’t 

care.  Their absolute refusal to consider other locations, restoration and a smaller mass,  or 

to work within our historic preservation guidelines speaks for itself.   However, the city has 

no legal obligation to ensure private profit; its responsibility is to the laws and the well-

being of its citizens.  

 

The appeal should be denied. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Margaret Cross 
1102 SW Russ Lane 
McMinnville, OR  97128 
503-474-0322 
maggie.45.cross@gmail.com 
 

  





Golden Valley  
Brewery & Restaurant 

Fresh Foods of the Great Northwest  
Handcrafted Beers of Great Balance & Rare Complexity 

All Natural Angus Beef raised on our Angus Springs Ranch  
980 East Fourth St., McMinnville, Or. 97128 phone (503) 472-2739 fax (503) 434-8523 

1520 NW Bethany Blvd., Beaverton, Oregon 97006  phone 503-972-1599 
www.GoldenValleyBrewery.com 

 
 
 

 
March 2, 2023 
 
 
 
McMinnville Planning Commission 
RE: Gwendolyn Hotel Project 
 
City Commissioners and Members of the Planning Commission 
 
As owners and founders of Golden Valley Brewery, we have made concerted long term investment both financially 
and personally into the economic viability and cultural vitality of the city of McMinnville particularly the downtown 
area since we started in 1993.   
 
From this perspective, we feel that the city should embrace and assist a major investment that meets zoning and use 
requirements; that would hugely benefit the downtown, the Urban Renewal program and the local visitor economy; 
and that would replace old buildings with limited historic appeal and are cost-prohibitive to renovate with today’s 
code.    
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Peter Kircher 
Owner  
GVB 
 

http://www.goldenvalleybrewery.com/
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