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January 5,2000

Jim Sitzman
Department of Land Conservation & Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite #150
Salem, Oregon 97301-2540

Re: (Jrban Reserve Rural Residential Rule Amendments

Dear Jim:

Larry Shaw
Senior Assistant Counsel

cc: Metro Council
Mike Burton, Executive Officer
Elaine Wilkerson

i :\clocs#07.p&d\09lcdc\08rulema.kng\sitzman.ltr.doc

6OO flORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE
Ttt 503 797 1700

PORTtAND, ORf GON 97232 2136
FAX 503 197 1791

M erno VIA FACSIMILE 324-7144
AND REGTILAR MAIL

Larry Shaw
Tele: (503) 797-1532
FAX: (503) 797-1792

Tttt o z zooo

Thank you for your verbal update on some discussions with state Housing Department and City of
Hillsboro representativls who have raised the issue of refining, rather than omitting the 'Jobs to housing ratio"

consideration currently allowed in the Urban Reserve Rule. This issue is related to Metro's seeking improved jobs

to housing ratios, acknowledged RUGGo policies including the provision of affordable housing near jobs' one

refinement you outlined *ouid be for the Rule to require that subregional areas of 100,000 population be defined

for an entire jurisdiction to avoid any shifting or oveilapping subregional boundaries. conceptually, that seems to

be a reasonable approach to focus limited subregional decisions for urban reserves that I will take to the Metro

Council.

As we discussed, Mefo's regional UGB for 24 citiesand 3 counties, is one of the primary UGBs in the

state impacted by this Rule. Mr. Rindy's presentation to MTAC today indicated that the Rule changes are

^L intended to have prospective application only. He said that the new Rule was not intended by the Department to

O ;;;iil; dtl-ut" r"rnand of Metro's 1997 urban reserve designation. obviously, Metro would appreciate the

addition of clariffing language to the Rule to assure that result without more litigation at a later time.

The primary point I made to you is one that I request that you pass on to Director Benner is that Metro ha

not had an opportunitY to 17, 1999 staff explanation

to LCDC. The Council a new Growth Management first meets on

J, Therefore, the earliest that the full Council could adopt a formal position ls one

the scheduled LCDC hearing and adoption. Therefore, Metro would a

that the Commission schedule a second hearing on of action on

r@f,w <-

Thank you for your consideration in this matter
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June 26,2002

Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

cc: Metro Council

Mr. Bruce Vincent, President
Bedsaul/Vincent Consulting, LLC
825 NE 20th Ave., Suite 3OO
Portland, OR 97232

Pdf*/

Dear Mr. Vincent:

We are in receipt of your recent correspondence regarding Jim Smejkal's property, the West Union
Shopping Center, and your expressed support of expanding the Urban Growth Boundary ruGB) in the
Hillsboro area. Please note that your letter will be included as part of the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites.

Thank you for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

www metro-regron org
Rccylltl prptr
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-BEDSAU 
L/V I NIENT CONSU LT I N6 , LLI

825 NE.2OIH AVE., SUITE 3OO
PORTLAND, OR 9}232
0FFICE: (5031 230.2119
FAX: (503]r 230.21t*9

MetnoGr"--*hlt{gn-

JUN 2 s ?002

June 23,2002

Re: Support for lnclusion of Tier I Analysis Land into the Hillsboro UGB (NW West Union and
Cornelius Pass Roads-West Union Shopping Center)

To Whom it May Concern:

I represent Jim Smejkal, who owns the West Union Shopping Center at the intersection of NW
West Union and Cornelius Pass Road. The subject site is within a Tier I Analysis area just
outside of the cunent Hillsboro UGB. (See enclosed map) The subject site has been a
shopping center since the early 1970's and cunently has a Washington County zoning
designation of Rural Commercial. Current site uses included a multiple-tenant shopping center
with a medium-sized grocery store anchoring the development. Based on past and present
site uses and past zoning designation, the subject site has been committed to commercial
uses that lends itself for an easy transition from Rural Commercial to a City of Hillsboro
commercial zoning designation. lt is directly across the intersection from the Sweet Oregon
Grill and across the street from a landscape supply business. Major interchange
improvements at West Union and Cornelius pass include a stoplight; left and right turn lanes
and sidewalks. Hence the rural character of this area, and particularly the intersection, is now
far more urban than it is rural. As you know, the pool of available and affordable commercial
land not in a campus setting is minimal along the northern limit of Hillsboro UGB.

On behalf of my client, we ask that you strongly consider inclusion of the above-mentioned
properties during your deliberation on Hillsboro's UGB expansion. Please review this letter
and call me if you have any questions. Your cooperation on this matter will be greatly
appreciated.

Sincerely,

tlwze- f ,r^rr^fi-
Bruce Vincent, President

o
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o
Iuly 19,2002

Mr. Mike Burton
Executive Officer
Metro Council
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, Oregon 97232

Dear Mr. Burton,

We have received the Metro Facts 2002 Urban Growth Boundary decision-making process flyer.
We are located at 675 Rosemont Road in Clackamas County with the tax account number of
00359187. We would like our 5-acre property to be included in the Urban Growth Boundary. We
frankly do not know why our corner of Clackamas county has not been included in the boundary
before this review and think now is the time to have it included.

O Sincerely

Cc:

Steven P & Luann C. Buffam
675 Rosemont Rd.
West Linn, OR 97068
Ph. s03-636-8063
E-mail SPB@SHIPTLR.COM

Carl Hosticka - via e-mail
Susan Mclain - via e-mail
Bill Atherton - via e-mail

o



rowthnclusion nto the Urban 1

o
From:
lo:
Date:
Subject:

Rod Park
"SPB@shiptlr.com". GWIA. MetCen
Thu, Aug 8,2002 3:24 PM
Re: lnclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary

o

Mr. Buffam, your e-mail was fonrarded to me as chair of the Community Planning Committee and, on
behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding your property. Be assured
that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your desire for
inclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB), and your request has been included as part of the
official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reoion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High Schoo|2230A SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Steve Buffam" <SPB@shiptlr.com> 711910211.27:O9 AM >>>
Please see the attached letter to Mr. Mike Burton

Rgds,

Steve Buffam

cc Councilors only

o
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From: "Steve Butfam" <SPB@shiptlr.com>
To: <athertonb@metro.dst.or.us>, <hostickac@metro.dst.or.us>,
<Mclainss@metro.dst.or. us>
Date: 7119102 11:26AM
Subject: lnclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary

Please see the attached letter to Mr. Mike Burton

Rgds,

Steve Buffam

o

Growth 1
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do better with what we havent-

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"katharina. m. lorenz@intel.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 7,2002 4:11 PM
Re: Let's do better with what we have

o

Ms. Lorenz, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding the UGB. Be assured that a copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor. and included as part of the official record.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reoion.oro) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv,ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Lorenz, Katharina M" <katharina.m.lorenz@intel.com> 81610210:47:OB AM >>>
Dear Council,

I live in downtown Portland and take MAX to work out in Hillsboro. I have a
fairly good perspective on the hot topic Westside area. I fully understand
the desire for more industrial space allocated to Washington County and the
wish for the high tech industry and it's supporting businesses to stay
together in one area. What I don't understand is the idea that more
industrial land.is needed in Washington County. There are large areas of
undeveloped and underdeveloped properties already inside the UGB. Also'
Washington Coun$ needs to learn to better use what it already has. For
example, many new buildings have been recently built or are currently under
construction all over the area. All of these buildings are 1 story. That
is absolutely absurd! The County needs to reform it's regulations to force
buildings to be built taller, before spreading out all over. lf regulations
are not used, this could be accomplished by the high price of land or by
higher property taxes for square acreage of land. lntel is now finishing up
it's 3rd office building at the Ronler Acres campus. All 3 of these
buildings are multiple story. Even though I applaud that effort, they could
be taller. 6 new buildings within the last 2 years have been built across
the street and all are single story.o

1



we

Focus should also be placed on a new way at looking at parking. lf, for
example, a business area has over 200 spaces, why not force that a parking
garage be built instead? This would save a lot of valuable land. lt is
just very unfortunate that Washington County is not being reprimanded for
poor land use policies, but instead is being rewarded with the consideration
of being given more. A child that does not treat possessions with respect,
should not be given more.

Please help Washington County learn to densify industrial areas and better
manage the precious space they already have within the UGB.

Thank you,

Katharina Lorenz

o

o

o

Re:
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rod Park
"natasha@natashakern.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 7,2002 3:56 PM
Re: REZONING

Ms. Kern, please accept my apology for such a tardy response. I received your e-mail the day after my
assistant left for vacation so my correspondence has suffered.

As chair of the Community Planning Committee, I want to thank you for your comments regarding your
property. Be assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We
note your opposition for inclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Your reque_st has been
included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December
2002.

Any expansion of the Urban GroMh Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communi$ Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 -Clackamas Communig College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Natasha Kern <natasha@natashakern.com> 7111102 't1:08:33 PM >>>

July 1 1 ,2002

Dear Metro and Multnomah Coun$ Executive and Councilors:

lf the goals of Metro include: protecting natural areas, parks, streams,
forest and farmland outside the urban boundary, this can only be achieved
by protecting this corridor on Springville Road, Site 91 and Site 90 from
future home development.

This area of Springville Road, Springville Lane and Cheerio Drive is a
naturalwildlife area with many native species that have been virtually
eradicated from the Portland Metropolitan area. My land was logged 60o



UG Account -

years ago and has been untouched both before and after (except for building
the house 25 years ago). lt is a last remnant of cedars which are just now
coming back to normal forest that used to cover all of Cedar Mill and Cedar
Hills area.

I am attaching a list of the flora and fauna that inhabit this area, most
of them permanently and some like the birds or elk, seasonally. This is
also a wildlife corridor into forest park. To close this corridor will
result in making Forest Park an isolated island. lt would also damage the
stream and pond habitats here as wellas the entire watershed. Please
note that over 200 species of native plants of forest and meadow are found
on my property alone and more in the nearby farmland. This list does not
even include mushrooms, lichens, water plants, gramminoids, sedges and many
other organisms that inhabit this area to form a complex and healthy Native
eco-system.

ln addition, many of us depend on the organic garden in Site 90 for much of
our food for most of the year. Building in the area will damage and
pollute our food supply. We are also on wells that can be polluted by
development. lt is obvious that developers are hoping to surround this
farm to drive the farmers out. Clearly it cannot retain an organic status
surrounded by a contaminating environment and incurring raised taxes.

As developments have come in Washington County, animals fleeing this
development have passed through our land. Now it is rare to see skunks,
coyotes, possums, and many other animals and birds that were once common
here. This is already an endangered natural habitat area. To develop it
further would mean the demise of many native species that are currently
being preserved by residents.

As far as promoting balanced transportation is concerned, this is already
unbalanced. This was a rural road only a few years ago and it used
commonly by bicyclists heading up to Skyline to ride. Now, it has become
an artery for commuters to Portland so that local children and bike riders
are not safe on the road. lt is already heavily trafficked.

ln fact, NONE of these goals have been observed in the Washington County
development less than a mile away. These are not complete communities with
mixed use centers, do not have balanced transportation systems and have
eradicated the ecosystem that previously thrived there and driven the
farmers out. This area is one of the last unincorporated areas of
Multnomah county where the original habitat exists outside of Forest Park,
where urban organic gardening is thriving and contributing to the
community. This is farm and forest land and among the last to exist in
Multnomah County. As a category FOUR location, it should not be included
in the UGB. This farm is not only the source of the majority of food for
this family at least 6 months of the year, it is also a necessary buffer
between wild habitat and the new surrounding developments.

So little farm and forest lands still exist in Multnomah County, what is
the point of destroying what we have left? The developers have had their
way and made money on almost all of this coung. Why can't a small piece
of natural Oregon be preserved? I am requesting that the county take an
official position in opposition to this unneeded and deleterious development.

2
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Natasha Kern o



nt- Re: R 3UGB

o 13147 NW Cheerio Drive
Portland, OR97229
503-297€190
Natasha@natashakern.com

NATIVE SPECIES lN SITE 90 and 91

TREES
Red Cedar
Oregon Ash
Douglas Fir
Alder
Bitter Cherry
Western Flowering Dogwood
Big Leaf Maple
Holly
Aspen
Willows (by water)
White Oaks
Madrona

o

SHRUBS
Hardhack
Osoberry
Beaked Hazelnuts
Elderberry
Vine Maples
Salal
Ovalleaved Blueberry
Thimbleberries
Salmonberries
Red Huckleberry
Pacific Rhodendendron
Western Trumpet Honeysuckle
Oceanspray
Sitka Mountain Ash
Baldhip wild rose
Nootka wild rose
Himalayan Blackberry (not native)
Trailing Blackberry
Scotch Broom (not native)
Red Flowering current
DullOregon Grape
Birchleaf Spiraea
Mock Orange
Native rhododendron
Spirea

WILDFLOWERS
Wild tiger lilies
False Solomon seal
Star-flowered Solomon's seal
Western Trillium
False Lily of the Valley
Erythroniumo



e4UGB

Camas Camassia Quamash
Rose Campion
Siberian Mine/s Lettuce aka Candy Flowers aka Monita
Fairy bells
Wild delphiniums
Blue-eyed grass Sysirinchium
Oregon lris
Curled Dock
Few seeded bitter cress
Field Mustard
Fringecup
Foamflower
Creeping Buttercup
False Bugbane
Western Meadowrue
Red Columbine
Menzies Larkspur
Goat's Beard
Wild Strawberries
Large-leaved Avens
American Vetch
Large Leaved Lupine
Springbank Clover
Early Blue Violet
Yellow Wood Violet
Trailing Yellow Violet
Erythronium, Dog-toothed violet
Bunchberry
Fireweed
Wild Tiger Lillies
Wild Carrot
Showy Jacob's Ladder
Smallflowered forget me not
Common dead-nettle
Creeping Charlie
Self-heal
Cooley's Hedge nettle
Common Foxglove
Davidson's Penstemon
Smooth Hawksbeard
White-flowered hawkweed
Hairy Cat's ear
Nipplewort (horrid weed but its here)
Pineapple weed
Yarrow
Oxeye Daisy
Common Aster
Douglas Aster
Five spot
Pearly Everlasting
Pacific Bleeding Heart
Redwood Sorrel
Common stork's Bill Filaree (not as invasive as Herb Robert)
Wild Ginger
Pacific Waterleaf (primary forest groundcover)
Large Leaved Avens (Geum macrophyllum)

o

o

o
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nt - Re: REZONING

American Vetch (wild pea)
Canada Thistle
lnside Out Flower (Vancouveria hexandra)
Western St. John's Wort
Chicory wild tobacco
European Bittersweet (actually from Eurasia)
Cleavers (Lady's bedstraw)
Thalactrium Meadow Rue
Mitrewort
Bishop's cap
Oregon Bentgrass
Orchard Grass
Annual Bluegrass
FERNS, MOSSES
Wood Fern
Oak Fern
Lady Fern
Deer Fern
Bracken Fern
Sword Fern
Green Spleenwort Fern
Maidenhair fern
Common Scissor-leaf liverwort
Awned Haircap moss
Tall clustered thread moss
Menzies red-mouthed mnium
Lettuce lung (lichens)
Stonecrop
BIRDS
Black-headed grosbeaks, nesting pairs
Rufous-sided towhee, nesting pairs
Chipping Sparrow, nesting pairs
Dark-eyed junco, very numerous
Northern oriole
Evening Grosbeak, nesting Pair
Pine siskin
Stellar jay, severalnesting pairs Scrub jay
Varied thrush
Chestnut Backed Chickadee nesting pairs
Mountain Chickadee
Redbreasted Nuthatch, nesting pairs
White breasted Nuthatch
Hairy woodpecker, nesting pairs
Downy woodpecker, nesting Pairs
Pileated woodpecker. Nesting pairs
Great horned owl, nesting pairs
Herons (in pond)
Anna's hummingbird, nesting Pairs
Rufous hummingbird. nesting pairs
Calliope hummingbird nesting pairs
Northern Saw-whet owl
Barn owls
Crow
WinterWren
American Robin
Townsends Warbler

o
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Numerous Canadian Geese
Mallards hatched ll ducklings on the pond this year
Two pair of nesting killdeer
Barn Swallows
American Goldfinches
Mourning doves
Lapis lazuli bunting (2 seen)
Gold crowned sparrows
Fox Sparrows
Song Sparrows
American house finches
Yellow throated warblers
Several species of hawks, Coopers, Ferruginous
Starlings
Brewer's Blackbird
Red-winged blackbirds nesting pairs
Winter wrens
Cedar waxwings

MAMMALS
27 members of an elk herd including 2 bull elk
Long-tailed Voles
Vagrant Shrew
Moles
Townsends Chipmunks
Douglas Squirrels
Gray Squirrels
Brush rabbit
Raccoons
Skunks
Coyote
Deermouse
Hoary Bat

OTHERS
Western Tiger Swallowtail butterflies
Lorquin's admiral
Carpenter ants
Bumble bee
Pacific Green tree frogs
Red-sided Garter snake
Roughskin neM
Western toad

Natasha Kern
Natasha Kern Literary Agency
P. O. Box 2908, Portland OR 97208-2908
Phone 503-2976190 Fax: 503-297-8241
website: www. natashakern. com

o

o

o



Account - Re: UGB Questions Page 1

o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"m ichael3063@hotmail.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 14,2002 2:31 PM
Re: UGB Questions

Mr. Mathison, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want
to thank you for your comments regarding expanding the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Be assured
that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included as part of the
official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communi$ Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School ,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Michael Mathison" <michael3063@hotmail.com> 8l12102 3:09:38 PM >>>
Metro Statf:

I am a citizen and homeowner within the UGB in southeast Portland. I

see a great number of benefits from the UGB including more vibrant and
vigorous Portland city neighborhoods, more transportation alternatives
between my home and work and higher home values in older neighborhoods.
I am concerned that too rapid of an expansion in the UGB will diminish
some of these benefits I mention here. What is Metro doing to consider
the investments area citizens have made in their homes, neighborhoods
and businessds within the boundary? I am concerned that the 1.3 million
citizens within the UGB might be asked to give up a piece of what we
have built together in favor of a few developers with their eyes on open
farm land around the region.

Michael Mathison
4329 S.E. Washington Street
Portland, OR 97215

o
COUNCILORS LRP; Timothy ObrienGC:



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"Michael Mathison" <michael3063@hotmail.com>
<2040@metro-region.org>
Mon, Aug 12,2002 3:09 PM
UGB Questions

o
Metro Staff:

I am a citizen and homeowner within the UGB in southeast Portland. I

see a great number of benefits from the UGB including more vibrant and
vigorous Portla nd city neig h borhoods, more transportation alternatives
between my home and work and higher home values in older neighborhoods.
I am concerned that too rapid of an expansion in the UGB will diminish
some of these benefits I mention here. What is Metro doing to consider
the investments area citizens have made in their homes, neighborhoods
and businesses within the boundary? I am concerned that the 1.3 million
citizens within the UGB might be asked to give up a piece of what we
have built together in favor of a few developers with their eyes on open
farm land around the region.

MichaelMathison
4329 S.E. Washington Street
Portland, OR 97215

o

o
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

"mama_sita" <mama_sita@msn. com>
<ug b@metro. dst.or. us>
Mon, Aug 12,2002 2:16 AM
Urban GroMh Boundary

Hold that line! Hold that line! I am firmly in favor of NOT expanding the urban groMh area.
Builders need to be creative & "fill-in" all the available space within the urban groMh boundary. We need
communities like parts of Orenco station, with shops & business on the bottom floors & townhouses &
apts above. Communities with businesses & shops within walking distance are good for people and the
environment.
Forgetthe traditionalsuburban housing! lt's space-wasting, car-dependent, and boring. Build higher
density, people-friendy commu nity.
Sincerely, Teresita Cunningham

o

UGB Urban 1



i UGB System Account - Re: Urban Crovvtn Boundary Page 1
I

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"m a ma_sita@ msn. com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 14,2002 2:24PM
Re: Urban Growth Boundary o

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding your opposition to expanding the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Be assured
that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your support for
inclusion of your properg into the UGB. Your request has been included as part of the official record for
the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "mama_sita" <mama_sita@msn.com> 8112102 2:07.,20 AM >>>
Hold that line! Hold that line! I am firmly in favor of NOT expanding the urban growth area.
Builders need to be creative & "fill-in" all the available space within the urban growth boundary. We need
communities like parts of Orenco station, with shops & business on the bottom floors & townhouses &
apts above. Communities with businesses & shops within walking distance are good for people and the
environment.
Forget the traditional suburban housing! lt's space-wasting, car-dependent, and boring. Build higher
densig, people-friendy community.
Sincerely, Teresita Cunningham

cc COUNCILORS LRP; Timothy Obrien
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From: Rod Park
To: dalziel@qwest.net; dorothea@onemain.com; gattey4@earthlink.net;
gatteyd@yahoo.com; glang@easystreet.com; linda@flanders.org; rdresbeck@imagina.com;
tjcamfam @earth lin k. net; you n gsatheart@earth link. net
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 2:37 PM
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary

Councilor Burkholder fonrarded your e-mail to me and, as chair of the Community Planning Committee
and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding your property. Be
assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor, and included as part
of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Grovrth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

cc Councilors only; UGB System Account
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7114102 3:46 PM
FW: Develpement in my area

o

ugb

--- Forwarded Message
From: dalziel <dalziel@qwest.net>
Date: Fri, 12 Ju|200214:27:31 -0700
To: bu rkholderr@metro. dst. or. us
Subject: Develpement in my area

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

I am a resident of the Skyline Ridge Neighborhood and have heard that
portions of the area are being considered for inclusion for Urban GroMh
Boundary expansion. I would like to be informed of all discussions held.
I am opposed of development in the area because the existing
neighborhood offers an accessible combination of recreational, wild
life, and ruralactivities to Portland citizens. lt is a recognizable
area to many Oregonians not just Portlanders because of its timeless
signature view. Please help to preserve it for allto enjoy-a unique
rural landscape not just close to the city but a part of the city.

Thank you
Sincerely

Catherine Dalziel
18747 NW Columbia St.
Portland, OR 97231
503-621-0225

--- End of Forwarded Message

o

fi le://C :\TEMP\GW ) 00007.HTM 7lt5/02

o

Cheryl Grant - FW: Develpement in my area



FW: Malinowski Farm rezoning

Cheryl Grant - FW: Malinowski Farm rezoning

Page 1 ot'l

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder < bu rkholderr@ metro. dst. or. us >
Cheryl Grant < grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7 /L4/02 3 :40 PM
FW: Malinowski Farm rezoning

o

Another ugb letter!

Forwarded Message
From: "Beth Murdock" <dorothea@onemain.com>
Date: Thu, 11 Jul 2002 17:52:26 -0700
To: < burkholderr@metro.dst. or. us>
Cc: < bragdond@metro.dst.or. US), < athertonb@metro. dst.or. US),
< hostickac@ metro. dst.or. US ), < pa rkr@ metro. dsst. or. US ),
< mclai nss@metro. dst.or. us >
Subject: Malinowski Farm rezoning

Please do not add site 91 and site 90 to the urban growth boundary. Wthin those sites is a farm that produces
fresh food, organically grown, that feeds many families in the nearby cities. This is organically grown food that
does not contiibute to pollution of air and water. There are no packaging costs, almost no transportation costs,
and no dependence on other areas for food. These are important reasons to support small scale agriculture in

and near urban areas. lf these small farms like Malinowski Farm are forced to stop producing we will be much
more dependent of large corporate food producers. Large producers, even organic producers, are more likely to
use methods that assure profits in the short term rather than long term sustainability.

Please let the Malinowski Farm continue producing food for Metro residents. We need more of these urban area
farms. They are providing a needed service when other forms of agriculture in Oregon are failing.

Beth Murdock

Portland, OR

End of Forwarded Message
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FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion Study 89

Cheryl Grant - FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion Study 89

Page I ot'2

oFrom:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder < bu rkholderr@ metro. dst. or. us >
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or.us>
7 /t4/02 3 :48 PM
FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion Study 89

another

Forwarded Message
From: "Rebecca Gattey" <gattey4@earthlink.net>
Reply-To: "Rebecca Gattey" <gattey4@earthlink. net>
Date: Fri, L2 )ul 2002 22:02:27 -0700
To: < bu rkholderr@metro.dst. or. us>
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary expansion Study 89

Dear Rex Burkholder,

As a resident on Germantown Rd. I was appalled to learn that our very rural, riparian area is being seriously
considered for inclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary. Study area 89. I will attempt to outline my most serious
concerns in what follows.

Metro's documentation states that an area suitable for inclusion into the urban growth boundary must have the
ability to provide appropriate infrastructure and services. Currently, Germantown Rd. is used as a commuter road
with at least a couple serious car accidents a week. \Men the weather turns icy and snowy (which it does on the
top 1/3 of the road frequently) the accident rate increases dramatically. The noise of the traffic at this moment is
offensive I dread to think of what it could become. lncreasing the traffic on this road even slightly would be an
assault to all who live here. Services are several miles away for residents of this area. Additionally, current well
depths are around 400 ft. and each house is on an individual septic. Though these issues would need to be
addressed with a potential developer it seems preposterous to me to think that each individual home could have
its own septic and well in a high density neighborhood.

Our area has always been deemed an area with "signiflcant environmental concern" and this is often stated as the
reason a particular fence cannot be built or a planned remodel cannot be permitted. lt is an appropriate
designation for an area ripe with deer, elk and assorted other animals. This wildlife has increased dramatically
since the Bethany development was created. There would be few places left for the current wildlife to go if
development were to occur. lt would also pose a grave environmental concern.

Much of our area is still farmed on a small scale. lt would be tragic to see these go by the wayside to make room
for more shopping malls and houses. There are very few places like ours left for citizens of an urban area to have
as places to purchase farm fresh produce, pumpkin patches and Christmas trees. lt appears from the proposed
map that the large parcels of land are not currently up for inclusion but I am referring to the 5 - 10 acre parcels
with small agriculture venues.

I understand the need to find more land for development for the growing population of our city, however, it is
evident that the Germantown, Springville, Skyline corridor is not the appropriate place.

I hope that you are able to understand some of these concerns and I invite you to come and visit the area and get
a feel for what is at stake for inclusion. Please contact me with any questions.

Cordially,

Rebecca Gattey
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FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion Study 89

4 Winds Farm

a End of Forwarded Message
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Gheryl Grant - FW: concerned citizen of study area 89

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7114102 3:49 PM
FW: concerned citizen of study area 89

o

Ugb

---- Fonrarded Message
From: devin gattey <gatteyd@yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, 12 Ju|200222:11:47 -0700 (PDT)
To: bu rkholderr@metro. dst.or. us
Subject: concerned citizen of study area 89

July 10, 2002

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

Elk! A herd of them was grazing 100 feet from my back
door last month. Spooked by my presence, they made
their way down to the creek that lies at the bottom of
my 6 acre property. This property and that of my
neighbors in the Germantown Rd/Old Germantown Rd.
neighborhood (study area 89) is apparently under
consideration as an area for expansion of the urban
growth boundary. \Mat a tragedy that would be should
it come to pass. Were our neighborhood to be populated
by McMansions the likes of Forest Heights or by the
wallto-wall sprawl of the nearby Bethany area, the
elk, red-tailed hawks, deer and other forest dwellers
of the canyon below my house would be forced the
contract their range.

Certainly there are other areas that are better suited
to absorb the impact of development than area 89. The
land south of Highway 26 between Cornelius Pass and
Glencoe Road, for example, would have a less
detrimental effect on the wildlife population were it
to be developed. Freeway access would be better there,
and development of infrastructure would definitely be
easier than on the steep inclines in my neighborhood.

No matter the location of future UGB expansion, Metro
would be wise to take a lesson from the city of Davis,
California. As part of major development efforts in
that city, developers are required to create
greenspace as a matter of law. Portland and environs
needs to meet the needs of its citizens in terms of
affordable housing but should also aim to create more
parks and urban greenspace as this growth occurs. The
developers will whine about being forced into this,
but they will capitulate when there is still money to
be made. Please take my advice under consideration and
feel free to contact me should you require
clarification on any of these points.
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o Sincerely,

Devin Gattey, M D
12900 NWGermantown Rd.
Portland, OR 97231

Page 2 of2

Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Autos - Get free new car price quotes
http: //autos.yahoo.com

--- End of Forwarded Message
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Cheryl Grant - FW: UGB

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder < burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
Cheryl Grant < grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7 /L4/02 3 : 54 PM
FW: UGB

o

Someone's been working the crowd

Forwarded Message
From: "Greg Lang" <glang@easystreet.com>
Reply-To: < g la ng @easystreet. com >
Date: Sat, 13 )ul 2002 1B:25:18 -0700
To: < burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: UGB

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

I am a concerned resident on the section of Germantown Rd. in Portland that is being considered by Metro to be
incorporated into the Urban Growth Boundary. We have been landowners here since 1996 and have followed
every letter of the law put forth by the county to restrict destruction of the hillside. I find it hard to believe this area
is even a consideration for UGB. lt is completely contrary to everything we were told about the area when we
bought our land and built our home.

The ramifications of including this area in the UGB would be terrible and irreparable. Germantown road is already
a hazard to live on due to the traffic that exists now. lt is difficult for residents to get in and out of their driveways,
retrieve their mail and get their children on and off the school buses. The schools attended by students in the
area including those closest in Washington county are already overcrowded and can not take on more students.
The infrastructure that exists now can NOT support further growth in this area. The wildlife that resides in these
hills would be in serious jeopardy, which is why this area has been zoned a V/ildlife Habitat under the SEC
(significant environmental concern.) How can metro not follow the same rules put in place to preserve this area?

I could bend your ear for hours on all of the reasons this is a bad idea, but I think you know what they are. Just
know that there is a coalitron of concerned residents who are NOT in support of being included in the UGB. There
is no logic in further development of this area. This area is quickly becoming the only green space left for the
community at large to enjoy. To destroy it would be wrong.

Thank you for your consideration
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o

iW: UGB

Dina A. Lang

End of Forwarded Message

Page 2 of2
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Cheryl Grant - FW: Concern about UGB in NW Portland

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7114102 3:51 PM
FW: Concern about UGB in NW Portland

o

Ugb again

----- Fonvarded Message
From: linda@fl anders.org
Date: Sat, 13 Jul 2002 11:13:55 -0700 (PDT)
To: burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us
Subject: Concern about UGB in NW Portland

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

A neighbor has mentioned that Metro is considering
incorporating land in rural NW Multnomah County into the
Urban GroMh Boundary (Old Germantown, Germantown,
Springville and Skyline at Cornelius Pass). I have lived on
Newberry Road for over 10 years and have seen the booming
growth already in this area. I strongly oppose increasing
the density in this corner of NW Portland. Already the two
lane roads are clogged with trafflc with people commuting
between Portland and the Beaverton area and the truck traffic
along Cornelius Pass. The roads are winding and are already
dangerous and slow during commuting times.

Skyline Road should be considered a Portland treasure much
like Forest Park. lt should remain a scenic road to be
enjoyed by alland not ruined by more development. We have
deer, elk, coyotes, streams, bobcat and other natural
treasures that should be saved. \Mo wants a Sunday drive
(or bike ride) along Skyline when the views are blocked by
houses, there are street lights at every intersection, and
the pastures and forests are paved? We are the buffer to
Forest Park that protects it from the effects of development
such as noise and pollution.

Since places such as Beaverton have already made the
decision to develop their land, if we need more housing, why
isn't the density increased there? There are still areas
that can be developed particularly with more high density
townhomes.

I believe the saying, "build it and they will come". Well
what if we don't build it? Then the people won't come. I

do not see the benefit in attracting more people and
business to the Portland area. I'm not echoing Tom McCall's
words, but I see no benefit to turning Oregon into another
California by enticing people to move here.

Sincerely yours,

Linda Flanders
14623 NW Newberry Rd, Portland 97231
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o --- End of Forwarded Message
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Cheryl Grant - FW: Site 90 and 91 Rezoning

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder <bu rkholderr@metro. dst. or. us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or.us>
7114102 3:44 PM
FW: Site 90 and 91 Rezoning

o

Ugb.

----- Fonvarded Message
From: Rachel Dresbeck <rdresbeck@imagina.com>
Date: Thu, 11 Ju|20022236:26 -0700
To: burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us, Distl @co.multnomah
Subject: Site 90 and 91 Rezoning

Dear Mr. Burkholder and Ms. Roho-DeSteffey,

We are writing to ask you to take an official position against adding
Site 90 and 91 to the Urban Growth Boundary. These sites will
adversely affect a place we care very much about: the Malinowski
Farm, one of the oldest organic farms in the state and the site of
the only certified-organic Community Supported Agriculture farm in
the area (Grinning Goat Farm). Now more than ever, with our national
securi$ at stake, it is critical to protect American farmland.
Moreover, it is essential that people who eat the food that farmers
grow know where that food came from. Only under such a system of
locally produced, sustainable agriculture can true security and
freedom be preserved.

Please do not allow this valuable resource to be threatened

Sincerely,
Rachel Dresbeck
Tom Bethel
281 1 SE 35th Avenue
Portland, OR97202
503.234.6710
rd resbeck@imag ina. com

---- End of Forwarded Message
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Cheryl Grant - UGB
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o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder < bu rkholderr@metro. dst. or. us >
Cheryl Grant < grantc@metro.dst. or. us>
7/t6/02 1:51 PM
UGB

o

Forwarded Message
From: "Jan Campbell" <tjcamfam@earthlink.net>
Date: Sun, 14 Jul 2002 1B:07:59 -0700
To: < burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: Rural NW Protland

Dear Mr. Burkholder,
I am concerned that the process for expanding the UGB is not done with sufficient attention to the mandates

inherent in the UGB, i.e. review of the need for expansion, the nature of the land to be considered for inclusion
and opportunity for public input. The land now under scrutiny in rural NW is in general protected by scenic,
wildlife'and hill;ide development restrictions. Restrictions I have endured in my own desires to improve my
property for the protection of the area in which I am fortunate to live. To turn from this level of restriction and

ilroiection to the extent to allow urban development makes a mockery of the purpose of the UGB and the people
who administer it. I would appeal to you to help remove the lands considered in rural NW for inclusion in the UGB
or allow additional opportunity for public input before moving forward.

Thank You,

Thomas J Campbell
18807 NWColumbia St
Portland 97231

End of Forwarded Message
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FW: UGB Expansion

Cheryl Grant - FW: UGB Expansion

Page I o1'l

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder < bu rkholderr@ metro. dst. or. us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or.us>
7/t4/02 3:45 PM
FW: UGB Expansion

o

More...

Forwarded Message
From: "Jan Campbell" <tjcamfam@earthlink.net>
Date: Fri, t2 )ul 2002 07:48:16 -0700
To: < burkholderr@metro.dst. or. us>
Subject: UGB Expansion

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

It has come to my attention that Metro is considering incorporating land in rural NW Multnomah County into the
UGB. This includes areas of Old Germantown, Germantown, Springville and Skyline at Cornelius Pass.
The residents (the ones I have talked to anyway) strongly feel that groMh must not encroach on this rural area.
Reasons include: infrastructure, traffic, wildlife, watershed, hillside development, not to mention preserving the
rural character of the area. I honestly believe that this expansion is contrary to the goals of the Urban Growth
Boundary. To my untrained eye there seems to be plenty of valley land in Washington County that could more
easily and economically support population density, a principle of the boundary.

For a number of years all construction in this area has been subject to Significant Environmental Concern Zoning
Overlays. To make certain that wildlife, views & water remain protected. How can the local government now
consider turning 180 degrees and allow dense development in this irreplaceable rural area? My concern for this
area goes beyond personal ones. lt is land like ours that helps make this Metro area so desirable. Urban and
suburban residents enjoy this area, they ride bikes, take drives, and flock here to buy their pumpkins and
Christmas Trees.

As a life long Portland resident I have watched the changes. I understand you can't fight growth, but please help
us prevent the plundering of one this cities most treasured assets. I want to fight this inappropriate growth as
effectively as I can. Please let me know what I can do.

Thank you,

Jan Campbell
18807 NWColumbia St
Portland, OR 97231
503 621-3324

End of Forwarded Message
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Cheryl Grant - FW: Urban Growth Boundary: NW Multnomah County

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <bu rkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
71161A21:51 PM
FW: Urban Growth Boundary: NW Multnomah County

o

------ Forwarded Message
From: Mary Lou rdes You ngcyou ngsatheart@earth lin k. net>
Reply-To: you n gsatheart@earthlink. net
Date: Sun, 14 Jul 200223'.11'.32 -0700
To: bu rkholderr@metro. dst. or. us
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary: NW Multnomah County

Dear Mr. Burkholderr:

My name is Steve Young and my family and I live on NW Old Germantown Road in
Portland. I am writing to you to convey our strong opposition to the
addition
of land in NW Multnomah County to the Urban Growth Boundary. We favor and
recommend retention of the existing boundary.

Our rationale is twofold. First and foremost we believe that the vitality
and
diversity of Portland's Forest Park depends greatly on the greenbelt
surrounding it. The deep canyons in this area provide a criticalwildlife
conidor which sustains the life and health of the park, which everyone in
Portland benefits from. lt is common to see deer, cayote, bobcat and elk in
our neighborhood. Development of these sensitive areas would drive this
wildlife away from Forest Park and Portland. lt would erase a central
feature
of why people view this city as so unique. Metro's own Regionally
Significant
Riparian Corridors and \Mldlife Habitat maps of 2002 support the
significance
ofthe canyons and streams in this area. The large-lot zoning (EFU, CFU and
RR) provides protection to the wildlife, watershed, agricultural, scenic and
recreational values of this area. Urbanization would drive out wildlife,
destroy the corridor and degrade the very values of this whole region from
an
ecosystem standpoint.

Secondly, the notion of bringing utilities, transportation and community
services to this area would be inefficient and costly due to the steep
terrain, multiple streams, landslide potential and narrow winding roads.

The central underpinning of the Urban Growth Boundary is to maintain quality
of life for Portland residents while ensuring room for Portland's growth.
Many who move to Portland do so for its unique and special balance of

o
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natural
beauty and quality of life. To undermine that reason for our growth seems
futile. lnstead we should seek to maintain the natural vitality of the area
(embodied by Forest Park) and ensure that the natural support system around
the park stays healthy. Then we allwin.

Thank you very much for you interest and consideration

Sincerely yours;

Steve and Mary Young

13333 NW Old Germantown Road

Portland 97231

you n g satheart@ea rth I in k. net

---- End of Fonrvarded Message
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I UGB System Account - Urban GroMh Bou ndary Page 1

o
From: Rod Park
To: caryn.l.leach@intel.com; chesarek@teleport.com; kjoyce@abextra'com
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 2:27 PM
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary

Councilor Burkholder fonrarded your e-mail to me, and I would like to repnd as chair of the Community
Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council. Thank you for y'our comments regarding your
property, and please be assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro
councilor. Your request has been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. Your
correspondence will be included in that review. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December
Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

cc UGB System Account
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Cheryl Grant - FW: UGB

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
Cheryl Grant <grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7116102 3:54 PM
FW: UGB

a

----- Fonryarded Message
From: "Kevin Joyce" <kjoyce@abextra.com>
Organization: Abextra
Reply-To: <kjoyce@abextra.com>
Date: Mon, 15 Jul 2002160755 -0700
To: <burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: UGB

Hello,
We live at 12845 NW Germantown Road and I wanted to send along some
feedback on the Urban Growth Boundary.

Firstly, we do agree with the need for an UGB, and we endorse the
efforts of Metro in this area. The last thing any of us want is to turn
the Metro Area into something that looks like the Bay Area sprawl. The
challenge you have in meeting the population growth, is in choosing how
to most effectively grow the UGB without negatively impacting the
livability of the metro area. This will not get easier!

The criteria for these decisions should be agreed on by the existing
population. They should also reflect s gQ+ tear growth plan horizon.
Many people will want to shift the criteria to suit their short term
needs. Metro has the responsibility to resist this, and help the people
do what is right for the long term. This is where governance must
transcend politics. lt is also where we must face the reality that
developers, although often well intended, cannot act as impartial
representatives of the people. The UGB process is much better served
listening to the people directly than abiding by the unelected, and
largely unrequested efforts of a clearly biased intermediary such as
developers.

So what are the criteria for deciding to expand the UGB? Townships were
originally establis[ed thousands of years ago because people wanted to
live in communities and needed to share scarce resources and tools. The
towns and cities took on new meaning during the industrial revolution
when they provided close at hand labor for the new factories. Both of
these reasons are true today. They are no longer sufficient however. The
cities must retain their livability othenryise sections will die
(Detroit!). The UGB effectively encourages redevelopment of stagnant
areas in the city. ln expanding, it should not create new "soon to be
dead" areas. So the criteria are:

1. Provide a mix of affordable dwellings close to jobs
2. Permit the building of communities where people can share common
needs, resources and interests

ln expanding the UGB you are not allocating land for houses. you are not
taking land for factories. You are in fact working with the city
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o
planners, plotting out the future communities with their own
restaurants, healthcare, fire, schools, factories, and a mix of
dwellings in multiple price bands. lf you fail to recognize that you are
building full communities, and allow the developers to push an agenda of
just shoving new houses onto fields, then you repeat the mistakes of the
past.

Germantown Road is home to many properties with multiple acres, and is
generally forested. lt is therefore an extension of Forest Park, and
certainly a refuge for wildlife that are unwelcome in urban streets and
even farmland. This area is largely undeveloped and that is why people,
and wildlife, choose to live here. Germantown Road is very serpentine,
and unsuitable for the commute traffic that even today attempts to clog
it. ln winter as you know, it is frequently closed due to icy
conditions. How does this area rank against the two criteria listed
above?

1. Yes it could be a location for expensive housing, and these people
could commute to Hillsboro or Downtown. However, the roads won't support
it, and this is not a problem easily solved. The current livability
conditions would be replaced and the existing landowners largely
displaced.
2. lt is very unlikely that a true community could be built up here with
jobs, healthcare, restaurants, gas stations and a mix of dwelling
prices.

So please, build communities not houses. Expand the UGB in places where
you can build communities. Allowing developers to pour a set of houses
onto a hillside in a semi-rural area is not planning. Allowing them to
flatten forests near Forest Park is destroying one city's legacy for
profit.

Kevin Joyce

--- End of Forwarded Message

Page 2 ot'2
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FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion

Cheryl Grant - FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion

Page I of'l

oFrom:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder < burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Cheryl Grant < grantc@metro.dst.or. us>
7 /16/02 4:05 PM
FW: Urban Growth Boundary expansion

Forwarded Message
From: "Leach, Caryn L" <caryn.l.leach@intel.com>
Date: Tue, 16 Jul 2002 09:15:53 -0700
To: "' bu rkholderr@metro.dst. or. us"' < bu rkhold err@ metro. dst. or. us >
Subject: Re: Urban Growth Boundary expansion

Hi Rep Burkholder,

The reason I am writing you is that I seem to have missed the opportunity to submit feedback to the urban growth
boundary survey. But, I wanted to see if I could provide my input to you as our representative. My husband and I

and our 2 kids live on Skyline Blvd by Newberry Road. We've lived here for 5 years now and really enjoy the
quality of life after moving from a more dense subdivision in Lake Oswego. I am very concerned about an
expansion of the urban growth boundary farther down Skyline and onto Germantown road that I understand rs
being proposed. We have invested alot of our money into our property and conformed to all the requirements of
zoning with 2 acre minimums where we are located. We have a wonderful small school up here that is able to
support the current neighborhood. My concern with expanding the urban growth boundary out on Skyline is the
impact it will have to our quality of life and the possible negative impact on our property value. I strongly do not
support it as is the feeling among a majority of our neighbors.

ls there something more proactive that my husband and I can do to protest this or make our views known and
understand what is happening?

Thanks
Caryn Leach

285-6172

End of Forwarded Message
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FW: Metro grouh -- studY area 89

Cheryl Grant - FW: Metro growth -- study area 89

Page I ot'2

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Bu rkholder < bu rkholderr@ metro. dst. or. us >
Cheryl Grant < gra ntc@metro.dst. or. us>
7 /t6/02 3 : 57 PM
FW: Metro growth -- study area 89

Forwarded Message
From: "Carol Chesarek" <chesarek@teleport.com >
Date: Mon, 15 Jul 2002 16:58:13 -0700
To: < bu rkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: Metro growth -- study area 89

Dear Mr. Burkholder,

I live on Germantown Road near Skyline Blvd, within Metro Study Area 89 that's being considered for inclusion in
the urban growth boundary.

I believe that this area is unsuitable for inclusion in the urban groMh boundary.

^ properties in this area include a significant number of streams which would be negatively impacted by

a dev'elopment. lf we're serious about protecting streams in the Metro Area (and I hope we are), then we shouldn't17 
be using areas laced with streams foi urban oi suburban development. My propefi is around 2.5 acres, it's
narrow ind steep, and it includes two streams that run year-round. These two streams are currently protected by
forested areas not only on my property, but also on my neighbors' properties. lncreasing the density of
development in this area will quickly have an adverse impact on the buffers around these streams.

Aside from stream quality, the landslides of 1996 also demonstrated that the soils in this area are prone to slide,
especially where they've-been disturbed for roads and development. More roads and more construction to
support development will increase the chances of more slides'

This area currently doesn't have sewer or water connections, and providing those services to support
development wouid further disturb fragile streams and slide-prone hillsides. The wells and septic systems
cunently required aren't compatible with large scale development.

The area also cur/ently hosts a wide range of wildlife that would be driven away by development, including elk,
bobcat, coyote, and d6er. These animals move in and out of Forest Park into this area, and the Forest Park
wildlife will be impacted by development and by additional traffic on Germantown Road inside and outside of the
park. Roads, especially witn neavy traffic, are a significant barrier to the movement of wildlife in the park.

Additional development on Germantown and Old Germantown Roads would result in significant traffic increases
on Germantown ioad through Forest Park, and will have a negative impact on the migration corrid.ors through the
park. Forest Park's health dLpends on maintaining the buffer that's currently provided by loyv density housing
around it. Forest park is a significant public resource that contributes to the livability of the Portland Metro area.

Germantown Road through Forest Park is also very curvy and steep, and accidents occur at a high rate. ln
winter, there are regularly cars that run off the road in snow, ice, or even just rain. lncreasing the traffic on this
road will impact thJambience of the park, and endanger the hikers and bicyclists that are out on the road. Road
improvements to accomodate traffic would have an even larger negative impact on the local wildlift and streams.

This area is also not close to any significant public transit. I believe that our primary growth areas should be
o
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FW: Metro growth -- study area 89 Page 2 ot'2

closer to public transportation and transportation corridors.

I believe there are many good reasons why study area 89 should be left outside of the urban growth boundary,
and excluded from future growth plans.

Also, there is a significant wildlife corridor along the major stream that crosses Kaiser Road just south of
Germantown Road. I'm not sure if this stream corridor is in this study area or another. I've seen deer and bobcat
crossing Kaiser Road here. This stream corridor should also be protected from development, with a large enough
buffer to allow for continued use by this type of wildlife. One of the special things about the Portland area is this
proximity of wildland and wildlife to the city.

Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

CarolChesarek
13300 NW Germantown Road

End of Forwarded Message
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From: Rod Park
To: "lgwarre@regence.com".GWlA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 3:54 PM
Subject: Re: UGB Expansion

Mr. Warren, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your comments regarding your property. Be assured that a copy of your comments has
been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for inclusion of it into the Urban GroMh
Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Otficer made his
recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reoion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations: (

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High Schoo|22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 't221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <lgwarre@regence.com> 811102 12:56:18 PM >>>
My home is on Chitwood Rd in Damascus where I've lived for'16 years. l,
like the majority of the people in Damascus are very upset about the
discission to Urbanize Damascus. But I guess money talks because Stafford
is no longer being considered. I would like to ask one thing of Metro.
Proof to us you still believe in Democracy and let us veto on the issue.
And l'm talking the people who live in Damascus, not the Metro Area. lf the
majority vote yes ,expand, if we vote no leave us out.of the UGB. Please
respond, my fellow residents and I of Damascus would like to hear about
voting on this issue. Also,
I would like to know what your plans are for area and my property.

Larry Warren
'19727 SE Chitwood RD
Damascus Or 97015
503-225-5434 day
503-654-7403 home

Park - Re: UGB
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From: Rod Park
To: "walkd@earthlink.net'.GWlA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,200210:09 AM
Subject: Re: ugMT

As chair of the Communig Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding your property. Be assured that a copy of your comments ha.s been distributed
io each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for inclusion into the Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB).
Your request has been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the
UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban GroMh Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
Uy bnS 191.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
eiception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Otficer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Debbie Walk" <walkd@earthlink.net> 7128102 9:50:25 PM >>>

This is in reference to the debate of moving the UGB in the Tigard area. Specifically the property
surrounding UB,47.
I live in the Rivermeade Communi$, which consists of 137th, River Lane, Myrtle Lane, and a portion of
Beef Bend Rd. This is an older established neighborhood that is still listed as a Rural Route. l've
only lived here for10 years as yet, but it was the seclusion of the neighborhood that lead me to decide to
spenO the second naif of my liie here. There is really no room for expansion here, and moving the UGB to
include the whole width of 137th. would decimate each and every home owners propefi along that street.
This, to accommodate one persons whim and line his pockets via some landlocked development.just
doesn't seem to be the "american way". As is evident from signed petitions, the majori$ of home owners
in this neighborhood are adamantly against this development if it means putting access roads thru to
137th. avenue. lf for no other reason than that this is only a sub- standard road that can hardly handle 2
cars passing each other as it is. lt isn't even a paved road. lt's merely chip sealed. Due to the topography
of 137th and the immediate area, to bring that street up to normal standards would mean taking ALL
needed footage from each and every home on 137th. lf Mr. Brown wants to developed HIS land below HIS
property on Beef Bend Rd., than let him provide access to and from this development thru HIS mobileo

i Rod Cark - Re: ugb47 - - -lgg"-1



home park where there are already stubbed out streets pointing in that direction at the bottom of the
mobile home park. That would eliminate any intrusion to either 137th or '131st. Please leave the UGB
where it is, and leave our neighborhood as it is. Thank you for your time. Sincerely, Dan M. Brenner
-- Debbie Walk
-- walkd@earthlink. net
-- EarthLink: lt's your lnternet.
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From: Rod Park
To: "Maskach@aol.com".GWlA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 8:52 AM
Subject: Re: Urban Growth Boundary change proposal: Section 91

Mr. and Mrs. Skach, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I

want to thank you for your comments to the us regarding your property and we note your opposition for
inclusion into the Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB) of Section 91. Your request has been included as part
of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you €n learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communi$ Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council
>>> <Maskach@aol.com> 711010210:17:36 AM >>>

Dear Mr. Park,

We recently received a MetroSurvey regarding the annexation of Section 91
into the Urban GroMh Boundary.

Question Number 3 is as follows: "State and regional land-use laws and
policies require the Metro Council to abide by and consider certain factors
when making their decision about the urban groMh boundary. ln addition, the
Council is interested in your views about your property. Do you believe your
property would be appropriate for being included inside the urban growth
boundary?"

ln response to question #3 of the MetroSurvey, we DO NOT believe that our
property should be included in the UGB for the following reasons.

o

Urban G

o Essential Services:
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lRod Park - Re: Urban Growth Boundarv chanoe proposal: Section 91 Paoe2

1. Section 91 is comprised of a collection of approximately fifty
individually owned land parcels. As the majority of owners in this section
have indicated that they are not interested in the sale or development of
their land, this section does not provide a realsignificant developable
tract for expansion.

2. Expanding "Essential Services" to Section 91, as required for
development, would be significant, and would not be fiscally responsible
given the limited land available for development.

3. Section 91 is significantly distant from neighboring municipalities,
approximately two miles from Portland city limits, approximately three miles
from Beaverton city limits, and approximately two miles from Hillsboro city
limits.

4. Section 91 has only one access road, Springville Road. This is a rural
collector (a two lane road with no shoulder) that is currently burdened with
traffic from recent developments in Washington County. lt provides the only
transportation corridor between NW Kaiser and Skyline, the latter of which is
also a two lane road with no shoulder. Have formaltraffic studies been
performed to evaluate how transportation considerations will impact
development in the area? What municipality would shoulder the cost of
expanding these essential services? Again, given the limited land available
for development in Section 91, it is highly unlikely that development of
these services would be fiscally responsible. Moreover, such roadway
development would likely have a major impact on the natural resources , and
habitat of the nearby wildlife corridor (see below). Any such development
would require significant environmental studies, and such studies should be
considered in the decision for annexation.

5. A significant percentage of land in Section 91 borders a "Wildlife
Corridor." Moreover, much of Section 91 is forested and provides an
extremely valuable habitat resource to the diverse fauna that inhabit the
corridor and surrounding property. Wildlife species indigenous to Section 91
include elk, dear, coyote, bobcat, raccoon, blue heron, migratory waterfowl,
great horned owls, screech owls, numerous species of woodpecker including the
pileated woodpecker, red tail hawks, grouse, pheasant and western tree frog.

6. Section 91 contains several seasonalwetlands as well as permanent ponds
along Springville Road that are outside the Wildlife Corridor. These
wetlands are a major source of habitat for the diverse wildlife of the area.
Their presence will further reduce the land available for development.
Moreover, development of adjacent land will undoubtedly have significant
impact on the local and transient wildlife of the area.

7. A stream runs along the edge of Section 91 for the Wildlife Corridor
Have environmental studies been performed to evaluate the impact of
development of this section?

Agriculture

8. Section 91 contains significant agricultural resources that include
crops, feed stock, horticultural goods and animal husbandry. More

o
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Natural resources:



Rod Park - Re: Urban Growth Bou e Section 9'l

importantly, Section 91 provides a critical rural "buffer zone" to
economically sound working farms. One such farm belonging to the Malinowski
family, in addition to producing organically grown beef, is the home of a
large cooperative community garden that provides produce to approximately 200
households throughout the greater Portland area. lf Section 91 is annexed to
the UGB, such farms will be isolated and essentially surrounded by urban
growth. The adjacent development will severely threaten the viability and
profitability of these highly valuable and vanishing farm lands that the UGB
was originally designed to protect.

Schools:

o

o

9. Like many Metro residents, we were both surprised and dismayed to learn
that educational needs are not part of the "Essential Services" used by Metro
in planning for urban growth. Section 91 is located within the Lincoln High
School cluster of the Portland Public School District. This cluster includes
West Sylvan Middle Schoolwhich is currently experiencing major overcrowding
and Lincoln High Schoolwhich is at capacity. Failure of Metro to recognize
these factors in while considering UGB expansion is in simply ignoring a
problem that will be passed on to residents of the entire Metro area. We
strongly urge Metro to work towards correcting this deficiency.

ln summary, Section 91 should not be included in the UGB. The marginal gains
made by annexation do not outweigh the fiscal cost of development and the
major environmental and agricultural losses. We strongly feel that Metro
should allow Section 91 to remain as it is for the health of the environment
and the nearby developed communities.

Sincerely,

William R. Skach Milly Skach

13640 NW Springville Lane
Portland, OR 97229

(503) 203-8633
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rod Park
"S KLester@easystreet. com". GWIA. MetCen
Thu, Aug 8,200210:17 AM
Re: Fw: Movement of the UGB

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding your property. Be assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed
io each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for inclusion into the Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB).
Your request has been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the
UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvvy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Ken and Shirley Lestei' <SKlester@easystreet.com> 7129102 10'.14:15 AM >>>

-- Original Message --From: Ken and Shirley Lester
To: mclains@metro.dst.or. us
Sent: Monday, July 29,200210:13 AM
Subject: Fw: Movement of the UGB

o --- Original Message ---



Rod Park - Re: Fw: Movement of the UGB

From: Ken and Shirley Lester
To: metro council@metro. dst.or. us
Sent: Monday, July 29,2002 8:55 AM
Subject: Movement of the UGB

Metro Councilors:

As a resident of Rivermeade Community, 16425 SW 137th Ave., Tigard , OR 97224, I am expressing my
feelings to you in the hope that the United Growth Boundary will NOT BE MOVED.

Why? Because we are already SURROUNDED by densig. There is so little green space left between
137th ANd 1SOth Avenues-PLEASE LET IT REMAIN. WE HAD A GOLDEN EAGLE LAND IN OUR
BACK YARD JUST A FEW WEEKS AGO WITH A RODENT IN ITS TALONS, PLEASE LET NATURE
HAVE A PLACE TO EXIST TOO.

We have huge apartment complexes, modular home parks, trailer parks, and new individual homes built
on small lots crammed in around us. How did Matrix Corporation get permission to put in another high
density development in this already high density area???? and, Mr. Richard K. Brown wants to redevelop
his Hayden Meadows modular home park property near Deer Creek Elementary School into a residential
subdivision with even more density. PLEASE MAKE THIS STOP!
And, to make matters even worse, Matrix Corporation wants to incorporate our narrow, substandard, rural
road which has a year-round stream next to it to the East and utilities as well, into their scheme of things.
PLEASE DO NOT LET THIS HAPPEN.

I am so tired of big companies flexing their muscles and changing simple citizens' lives forever. lf Matrix
Corporation needs a connecting street put it through Mountain View Mobil Estates. They have a street
system that is in place and it borders the proposed Matrix high density travesty. Why is this huge
development being allowed in a community that is already congested?

PLEASE DO NOT MOVE THE UGB.
1. Protect what little is left of our land from urban sprawl.
2. Highway 99, Beef Bend Road and Durham Road are already so negatively impacted. The Matrix

Development
will easily add another 1,200 cards daily to the mess that already exists.

3. The value of the Rivermeade properities will be negatively impacted as well.

AND, now King City wants a piece of the pie as well. They want 137th to 150th to be included in a new
urban growth boundry and be a part of King City! WHEN lS THIS GOING TO STOP? This is ALL
ABOUT MONEY and NOTHING MOREI King Cig wants more revenue so they can continue to
mismanage, they need to learn how to work within their budget!

As a Metro Council member, you have a huge task, that of pleasing everyone, however, if you lived here,
in Rivermeade, l'm sure you'd be writing a letter too.

You have the Rivermeade petition expressing our wish for the UGB NOT to be moved with no access
from the Matrix Development onto our rural road. As Will Rogers said in reference to land, "They ain't
makin any more of it." Please preserve what little green space there is left. DO NOT MOVE THE UGB.

Thank you, Kenneth and Shirley Lester
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From: Rod Park
To: "Andy-Erwin@co.washington.or.us".GWIA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,200211:45 AM
Subject: Re: Proposed Boundry Expansion

Mr. Enuin, your e-mail has been forwarded to me as chair of the Community Planning Committee and, on
behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding your property. Be assured
that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for
inclusion'ihto the Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part of the official
record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
Uy bnS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
eiception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - ClackamasCommunity College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Andy Erwin <Andy-Erwin@co.washington.or.us> 8/5/02 3:26:33 PM >>>
Dear Ms. Mclain:
My name is Andrew Enrin. My family owns 5 acres of Tier 1 land located at
12003 NW Laidlaw (Bonny Slope) in section 93. We are currently not within
Mike Burton's recommendations for inclusion into the growth boundry
exception, but I believe we have compelling reasons for your consideration.
Rest assured I am no extremist, and have no interest in table pouding'
Rather, I have some specific information regarding the area and the
neighbors included in section 93 that I would like to bring to your
attention. Do you have some time to meet with myself and my wife to discuss
this? I should think twenty minutes would be satisfactory. l'm sure that you
are terribly busy with all this, but I would appreciate any time you can
spare.
Please contact me either at work at (503)846-8671, or home at (503)466-0606,
or e-mail at andy_erwin@co.washington.or.us. Thank you.

Rod Park -

o



CC: BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon, Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan
McLain o
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From: Rod Park
To: "susangarren@mindspring.com".GWIA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 8:38 AM
Subject: Re: FW: Attn: Councilor Rod Park Opposition to being included in Urban GroMh
Boundary UR #47 and St

tr/lf Garren and Mr. Miller, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro
Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding your property in the Rivermead Community. Be
assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your
opposition for inclusion into the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part
of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Grovyth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
Oy bnS rcT.2gB, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
eiception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 -Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Susan Garren" <susangarren@mindspring.com> 7I13102 4:54'29 PM >>>
Dear Councilor Park,
I have been a resident of the Rivermead Community since 1982 and my husband
since 1969. We oppose any roadways on 137th. This is a substandard road of
narrow width which is difficult to accommodate two vehicles at the same
time. The traffic impact would be a detriment to our community. This is a
rural neighborhood that has remain a unique community for over 50 years.

During the winter the roads will have water running down hill on both sides.
We have a stream that runs under the power lines and its amazing the amount
of water that comes down from Bull Mountain.

The area Urban Growth 47 that Matrix is wanting to develop has been farmed
for 40 plus years. This area also has Geese feeding all winter along with
Deer. The lower part of Urban GroMh 47 is in the flood plain.

We are outside of the Urban GroMh Boundary and wish to remain outside theo
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Boundary. This was an area that seemed like we were out in the country. I

have witnessed on my walks Elks, Foxes and Deer. Up the hill from 137th
across Beef Bend the orchards are gone. lt was a sickening site to see a
family of Deer a Buck, Doe and fawn standing on a man made hillwith dump
trucks, caterpillars and earth movers scurrying below.

We have had raw sewage running down the stream that parallels 137th from the
Beef Bend Apartments on Beef Bend and Bull Mountain This stream runs
downhill into the Tualatin River.

Severalfamilies have more than one generation living in the neighborhood.
The children that grow up here want to return. We live directly on the
Tualatin River and have a Wild Life Refuge on the opposite bank. We have
Deer, Bald Eagles, Great Horned Owls, Blue Heron, Nutria, Hawks, Canadian
Geese, Cougar, Beaver, Ducks of various species.

We know our neighbors from River Lane to 137th, Beef Bend to Myrtle Lane
that are in our Rivermead Community. We have Community Picnics, Bake Sales,
Friendship Dinner and a Christmas Party complete with Santa. We help each
other out when in need.

lf you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Susan Garren & Jack Miller
13980 SW River Lane
Tigard, OR97224
(503) 5904742
(503) 5904624 FM
Email: susangarren@mindspring.com

to bei ed in Urban Growth Bou UR#47 and St 2
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
Rooney Barker <barker@metro.dst.or.us>, <naturalresources@metro.dst.or.us>
Thu, Aug 8,2002 5:34 PM
FW: Urban Growth Boundary and Stream Mapping - Property @3220 NW101 Ave

--- Forwarded Message
F rom : "M I CHAE L KRATZE R" <M KRATZE R@world net. att. net>
Date: Mon, 5 Aug 2002 11:56:03 -0700
To: <burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary and Stream Mapping - Property @3220 NW 101
Ave

Mr. Burkholder:

I am deeply concerned regarding the direction Metro is taking and its
effects on my propefi at3220 NW 101 Ave. I have owned and lived on this
property (5.12 Acres) for over 25 years. I have seen it change from a rural
setting to a residentialsetting with Forest Heights Development surrounding
my property of three sides. I purchased this property with the hope that it
would eventually provide my retirement since it seemed apparent that it
would be valuable for future development. Metro's proposed decisions are
taking my choices away from me.

This property is currently zoned rural residential, in Multnomah Coun$ and
surrounded by the City of Portland and the Urban Growth Boundary.

ln June I attended Metro's proposal for expanding the Urban Growth Boundary.
My property was classified Tier 1, Parcel 93. This land is considered
non-farm or forest land, (Exception Land) valuable for future development.
I agree with this accessment.

When I read Mike Burton's August porposal, it appeared this land had been
dropped from the proposed Urban GroMh Boundary. No explanation was given
I believe this is a mistake. My property provides the same resource for
development as the adjacent Forest Heights land. I do not believe the
Forest Heights land development should be the end to residential expansion
in this area. I do not believe my land should become a greenbelt and park
for the affluent adjacent development unless I am compensated accordingly.
Nearby Cedar Mill land was recently purchased for parks for over $100,000
per acre.

Please consider land owners as well as environmentalists and vote to include
my property in the Urban Growth Boundary expansion.

The second issue is the protection of streams in the area. My property has
a "seasonal stream" running across it. This "stream" is now fed from the
storm sewers of Forest Heights streets and collects the run-off from their
roofs and lawn watering. Fish have never lived in this "stream". This
"stream" is crossed by their streets and their lots run to the banks. Now
that their development is nearly complete, this "stream" is being considered
a protection area for future development. This action could render several
acres of my land useless for development. My land is no different than the
adjacent Forest Heights land. I should be be given the same opportunities
for development that they had. I should not have to donate my land for theo
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benefit of Forest Height residents.

I strongly support Ben LangloE positions that:
1. There must be a simple appeal process to have individual properties
removed from the plan when evidence shows that their inclusion is
unjustified.
2. There must be not regulation without compensation.
3. All affected propety owners must be notified of all pertinent meetings
instead of the secretive process that left most homeowners unaware of the
meetings. A vote should be delayed until all homeowners are notified about
their rights to be heard.
4. The basis for making blanket regulations lack common sense and
scientific basis.

Please vote my interests on these matters. Property owners need to have
rights to make choices.

Thank you for reviewing my concerns, Mike Kratzer

--- End of Fonryarded Message

o

o

o
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject

Rod Park
MKRATZER@worldnet.att.
Wed, Aug 14,2002 2:13 PM
Urban Growth Boundary and Stream Mapping

o

Mr. KraEer, Councilor Burkholder forwarded your e-mail to me for response.

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding your property on NW 101st Avenue. Be assured that a copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your support for inclusion of your propefi into the
Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part of the official record for the
Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq)you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Regarding your second issue on stream protection, I will ask, by way of this e-mail, that the Natural
Resources Committee reply to you.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

COUNCILORS LRP; Natural Resources System Account; Timothy Obrien

o

CC:

Rod
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o From: Rod Park
To: cd.hohmann@verizon.net
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 3:19 PM
Subject: Creeping Densi$

Mr. Hohmann, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want
to thank you for your comments regarding the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Be assured that a copy of
your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for density. Your
request has been included as part of the otficial record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the
UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Grovtrth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.oro) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

o

o



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dave Hohmann <cd.hohmann@verizon.net>
<metrocouncil@metro.dst.or. us>
71291022:24PM
"Creeping Density" o

Dear Sir and Madame:
As a Realtor of 23 years, Broker owner for over 10 of those years, in

the Metro area, I have seen a lot of change. Most of the time I believe
that the land use planning as been pretty close to being on; that is,
controlly growth in a logicalfashion to insure livablity and stable
propefi values. However, your infil policy with the overbuilding of
apartments, row houses adfinitum, is producing what I term: Creeping
Density.

I know your job is a hard one; having to balance allsides. This
time I do believe you have errored on density.

Sincerely,

C. David Hohmann
Real Estate Broker

o

o

1
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O
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rod Park
"sciencegeekmel@hotmail.com".GWlA. MetCen
Thu, Aug 8,2002 8:30 AM
Re: UBG

o

Dr. Gillingham, thank you for your e-mail stating your opposition to Metro including Study Areas 90 and 91

in the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) expansion.

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding that property. Be assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to
each Metro councilor. We note your opposition for inclusion into the UGB. Your request has been
included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December
2002.

Any expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion. As you probably know by now, Study Areas
90 or 91 are not included in Mr. Burton's recommendation.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
ffiober 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "melanie gillingham" <sciencegeekmel@hotmail.com> 7112102 8'.21 01 PM >>>

Dear Mr. Park,

I understand the Metro Council is considering adding site 90 and 91 to the
urban growth boundary. l'm writing to oppose this measure. My family is a
member of a community supported agriculture (CSA) farm on the Malinowski
farm and we recieve fresh organic vegetables from the farm each week. As a
nutritionist, being a member of a small organic farm is one of the best ways
to improve my family's diet. I also appreciate that my children are able to
see how fruit and vegtables are grown. Please do not add these sites to the
UGB.o



2

Sincerely,
Melanie Gillingham, PhD/RD

Chat with friends online, try MSN Messenger: http://messenger.msn.com

o

o

o

Rod
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From: Rod Park
To: "Daschitall@aol.com".GWlA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 3:04 PM
Subject: Re: UGB, site 90 & 91

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding propefi on Springville Lane. Be assured that a copy of your comments has-been 

distributed toeach Metro councilor. We note your opposition for inclusion of that property into the
Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part of the official record for the
Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban GroMh Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
Uy bnS lgl.2g8, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
eiception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Otficer made his
recommendation to the Metro Councilon the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriatb time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School, 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 -Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry , Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

1

o

O

>>> <Daschitall@aol.com> 719102 9:19:08 PM >>>
Dear Metro Councilmembers (and Commissioner Roho-De-Steffey)'

ln five of the last six years I have been privileged to participate in
community supported agriculture. As you may know, CSA members join farms,
providing up front money in exchange for a percentage of each week's produce
Each of the three farms I've joined has been organic and offered education,

opportunities to help on the farm, and incomparable vegetables. Being able to
eat lettuce the day it was picked, and to personally thank the person who
planted, watered, and picked that lettuce (or tomato, etc.) has transformed
the way my family eats. We choose our meals based on what's in season, and
therefore available from the farm. We get varieties not available at the
supermarket (many delicious and nutritious varieties do not transport well).

Alas, farming is a difficult business to be in - and no less so for organic

^ 
community supported farms. Homegrown Tomatoes folded after our first year,

! and Urban Boung stopped this year. ln May we were fortunate to find Grinning

s
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Goat Farm which sublets from Malinowski Farm, '13450 NW Springville Ln. I

learned today that Grinning Goat is threatened - not by insects, poor health,
or crop failure, but by the expansion of Metro's Urban Growth Boundary into
Sites 90 and 91.

I am opposed to the urbanization of this area. Sustainable agriculture needs
to be supported, not taxed out of existence. For the sake of myself, my
children, our community, and our environment, I ask that you vote NOT to
expand the UGB into these areas.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Ann Dasch
2402 NE 14th Ave
Portland OR97212
503/284-2900

o

o

o
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From: Rod Park
To: "petecansler@yahoo.com".GWlA.MetCen
Date: Thu, Aug 8,2002 '10:59 AM
Subject: Re: UGB Expansion - Clackamas County/Oregon City Area

Mr. Cansler, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your comments regarding your propefi. Be assured that a copy of your comments has
been distributed to each Metro councilor. We note your recommendation of property for inclusion into the
Urban Grovyth Boundary (UGB). Your request has been included as part of the official record for the
Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Any expansion of the Urban GroMh Boundary requires the study of land based on a hierarchy mandated
by ORS 197.298, which directs Metro to consider exception land first. Per that mandate, Metro studied all
exception land areas contiguous to the UGB. On August 1, the Executive Officer made his
recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB expansion.

At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Communi$ Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Pete Cansler <petecansler@yahoo.com> 817102 6:33:56 PM >>>
Metro Council
600 NE Grand
Portland, OR 97232

Neighborhood Residents
Study Area 24
S. Hilltop Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045

AugT,2002

Re: Request for lnclusion of Hilltop Road in Oregon
City within the Urban Growth Boundary

I just finished reviewing a news article regarding the
shortage of industrial, job-producing land in the

nsion -Pa

o
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Clackamas Country. As an Oregon City area resident
that is currently laid-off after 11 years with a local
software company, I definitely agree. The vast
majority of employment opportunities tend to be
located on the west side of Portland.

The purpose of this letter is to bring the Hilltop
Road area in Oregon City to your attention as an ideal
candidate for inclusion within the Urban Growth
Boundary during the planned 2002 expansion. lt would
be an ideal candidate for industrial/commercial use,
or for residential development. Some quick
highlights:
- Approximately 100 acres of very level land with
limited changes in elevation.
- Few environmental concerns. . . Not farmland. . . No streams,
ponds, wildlife
- Larger parcels, averaging 5 acres
- Almost unanimous support for development by the
residents. I have signed petitions for inclusion
within the UGB by over 85% of landowners. Only 2
owners, of small lots (less than 4 acres total)
expressed an objection. The balance were not contacted
or undecided. (lf desired, please provide fax #)
- lt is part of the current study area 24 and lies
just outside the current boundary and within one
version of Oregon City's proposed expansion plans.
- While being fairly secluded given that it is a dead
end road, it is nearby (approx. 1 mile) to numerous
large subdivisions that were recently added with
several more in development even closer. lt adjoins
Pam & SholE Rd on two sides, which are existing,
older subdivisions.

This area should not be overlooked, especially given
the STRONG SUPPORT by the residents for inclusion
Currently, the land is being substantially under
utilized and it clearly meets Metro's goal of being an
area that could greatly increase housing density or
provide an area for job producing utilization.

I hope the council agrees that the approximately 100
acres on Hilltop Rd should be included within the
Urban Growth Boundary. Please feel free to contact me
if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Pete Cansler
16343 S. Hilltop Rd.
Oregon City, OR 97045
503-936-921 1

o

o

O
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o Do You Yahoo!?
Yahoo! Health - Feel better, live better
http:/ihealth.yahoo.com

CC: COUNCILORS LRP

o

o
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South Hilltop Road area, Oregon City.
22E274

Address Size

7123102

100

o

o

Tax Lot #
500
400
204
202
100
101
102
103

1200
203
900

1 100
501
201
700
800

16343
16321

16211116215
16101
161 10
16050

N/A
16088
16346
16125
16393
16306
16260
16065
15441
15515

6.43
6.29
5.02
5.12
4.12
4.46
4.44
29.9
1.41

2
0.91
4.36
7.27

5
1.92
0.9

Favor UGB lnclusion
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Acres o/o

104.97

600
1 300

200
104

300
1000

15411
15589

16075
16222

16242
16367

2.12 Unable to contact owner
1.6 Unable to contact owner

5 Undecided
2.76 Undecided

2.33 No
1.61 No

104.97 TOTAL
4.77 Average Acres per lot

89.55 85%

3.72

7.76

3.94

104.97 '100%

4o/o

7%

4o/o

o
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6OO NORIHEAST GRAilD AVENUE
TCL 503 797 1700

PORTtANO, ORTGON 97232 2136
f Ax 501197 1797

M erno
August 15,2002

BrandiHindman
14495 SE Wyeast Ave.
Clackamas, OR 97015

Dear Ms. Hindman

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary (UGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (**.*"tro-."g,on.ory) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

R.ry.led PaP.t
ww.melro-tegion.or9
TOD 797 lg0a

o
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2OO2 urban growth
boundary [r.rru,Gruwthtrtgnr

Where do we grow from here? Let's talk .l[l 3 t Z00Z
The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
property within Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input from
interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues.

Name

Mailing address ZW 9:orT
o

E-mail address

Questions relating to property'adjacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own property being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
borrndarv?
X Y.r No 

- 

Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. If NO, move to question 5.

2. In which Metro study is your property located? Enter all of the study area
numbers that apply

(To find the Metro study area number for your property, look above your name on the
address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about your property. Do you believe your properry would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundary?

- 
Yes

-X- No
Not sure

IThy
'Why not

3

+
M erno
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN SPACES

Planning
Department

60MGrandA re.
Fordand,OR

4 Does
i('
]_

your property include (please check all that apply):
A residence
A business or commercial establishment h,nfit-
Farm or forest
Historic structure or century farm
Steep slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in
length or 25 percent or greater)
A stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year
round? 

-Yes -No!(zildlife of some type is present or passes through it

8/,"^'-

#,::;';:-
Fatr (503) 797- I 795

kcychd papcr

I



Questions relating to urban grovnth boundary policy

5. Please rank in order of importance the following for managing growth in your community (with 1

being highest and 5 being lowest):

- 
Focus future growth and encourage lopment in identified commercial centers and along main

streets
Add land for new i and jobs

Create new afforda people's means) housing opportunities throughout the region

Maintain a

just outside
between communities inside the urban growth boundary and neighboring cities

as CanbS Sandy and Newberg)

o

o

6

and versa.

10. Do you have other comments or concerns about the process for reviewing the region's urban growth

Would you favor an expansion of the urban growth boundary on to high-quality farmland in order to help

foster the development of a range of housing options near iobs?
Yes 

- 
N" X Not sure

that means some private property owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want

and additional land may flve to be added to the boundary?

- 

Yes 

- 

No I/ Not sure

If protection of fish and wildtife affect property owner's ability to develop their land, would you suPport

financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in the creation of new taxes or fees or
increasing taxes and fees,lp pay for the compensation?

- 
Yes 

- 

No f Not tu..

development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to jobs

-a.rx?afY\ :\sI^. LqA,ue
u)A +1a*
Uatrnoa

rco-nJs +f^{-

Z. \[hat other circumstances or conditions should Metro consider about the possibility of expanding the urban

growth boundary?

Pu oP\n- Pu,tr c\lo.o-o- hpmts tn Da-rrrao u),o Wcc*'a-
\vL tn{- Lov.r*

rA,4_

-itu,S dacto-on+tur{ \ove \rvl
t,t)$r-l d 6UL

8. Should the region increase protection for fish and wildlife inside the urban growth boundary even if

9

boundary?
O\nDD\L C,.- +D u),c d[nL

11. Do want to be notified when more information or public involvement opportunities become available?

Yes No

12. How do you prefer to get follow-up co

13. Additionalcomments

l
mmunication#E-mail- Postal mail

o

Puranu

Printcd on recycled-content pdPer utith 30 percent post'consumcr uaste.
Please recycle.

023488 ct. 6102
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6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVTNUT
TEL 503 797 t700

PORTtAXD, OREGON 972t2 2136
tAx 503 191 1191

August 15,2002

Casey Sayre
18395 SW Horse Tale
Beaverton, OR 97007

Dear Mr. Sayre:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and retuming our survey on the urban growth boundary ruGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/24
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

Rccyclcd Papcr
M.metao-region.org
rDD 79' 1a04

o

I
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j,yf f"' "totz
prop.r,y within Metro's urban g.o*ih boundary study area and to get input from
irt.i.rted persons on urban growth boundary policy issues.

C4- e j.,.- V-Name

Mailing address

E-mail address

<31 €;r,>Flor=t=T.t ZTP t
(1e.,1'rfor- t O fz (-

Questions relating to property adiacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own property being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
bouny'ary? 

^ v

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. If No, move to question 5.

2. In which Metro studY area property located? Enter all of the study area

numbers that aPPIY # ls vour64

3

(To find the Metro study area number for your property, look above your name on the

address label of the urban growth boundaiy *oikthopt Postcard you received from Metro' If
your property is in *o.. ,lirn one study aria, the study area numbers will be separated by

commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies require.the Metro Council to
,bid. by ani consider certain factors when making their decision about the

,rUm gro*th boundary. [n addition, the Council is interested in your views

about your prop.r,y. Ot you believe your property would be appropriate for
being inctuded inside the urban growth boundary?

M erRo
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN TPACEs

Planning
Department

600MGrandA rc

/ Yrt '0fty
abQ -<_ F

Not sure

Does your proPerty include (please check all that apply):
-/ I residence

Farm or forest

- length or 25 Percent or greater)
_z n ,ir.r-tr) rr.,, throusrir. If so, does the srream(s) flow year

Jound? 
-Yes 

/No
-/ *itatif. of ro-. type is present or passes through it

eHr;tI
Tel (5o3) 797-l 70o
Fax(5o3)797-l 795

Rcqcbl PaPcr

4.

oo)



Questions relating to urban growth boundary policy issues

5. please rank in order of imporrance the following strate[ies for managing growth in your community (with 1

bging highest and 5 being lowest):

_a Fo.u, furure growth and encourage new devetopment in identified commercial centers and along main

streets

I naa land for new industrial developments and iobs
!- Create new affordable (wirhin people's means) housing opportunities throughout the region
( M"int"in a separation between communities inside the urban growth boundary and neighboring cities

----7- 
iust outside (such as Canby, Sandy and Newberg)

? En.or.age new development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to iobs
and vice versa.

6. Would you favor an expansion of the urban growth boundary on to high-quality farmland in order to help

foster the development of a yige of housing oPtions near iobs?
Yes 

- 

No [r/No, ,ur.

7. What other circumstanccs or conditions should Metro consider about the possibility of expanding the urban

growth boundary?" f,"^;7r*t?oitt' i 5'heal''1 f'5u' >

o

8

9

Should the region increase prorecion for fish and wildlife habitat inside the urban growth boundary even if
that means some private property owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want

and additional land mav have to be added to the boundary?

- 

Yes 

- 

No 't /No, ru..

If protcction of fish and wildlife affect property owner's ability to develop their land, would you supPort

financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in the creation of new taxes or fees or

increasing taxes 
1* tzK:il.'l'' iT^""i),^'*,,1 \ c'*d4 r->s <4

\d
Do you have other comments or concerns about the process for reviewing the region's urban growth

boundary?

Do you want to be notified when more information or public involvement opportunities become available?
y' yr, 

-No
,/

How do you prefer to get follow-up communication? _E-mail/ Postal mail

o

11

tz

13. Additionalcomments

1t*,,*V-s {,^
La wt'vtLlti'ht 5

,;,or!-'-/Y
fi*-!?

o
Printcd on rccyclcd-contcnt papc/ with 30 pcrc'nt posl'consumcr udstc'

Pleasc rccyclc.

023488 ct. 6102

to vled +L-

10.



o

5OO XORTHEAST GRAIO AVENUE
TEt 503 797 r700

PORTLATD, ORE6ON 972'2 21'6
rAx 501791 1191

M erno
August 15,2002

Jack and Deanna Warren
P. O. Box 97
Beavercreek, OR 97004

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Warren

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary OGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 1425 I SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,223OO SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

Rccyclcd PaPcr
M.metro-region.org
TOD 797 1804

o
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Wherc do we grow ftom here? Let's talk Jllt g Ln^^
The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own <uU(

prop;rty within Metro's urban do*'t'h boundary-study area and to-get input from
irr,r?.rr.d persons on urban gror*th boun&ry pohcy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's web site: www.metro-region.otglugb)

$-{t-(J
Lr)fqw

Name

Mailing address

E-mail address

I prefer to get follow-up communication (check

Questions relating to property adiacent
l. Do you own Properry being considered for

boundarv?,L/ -.'Yes No 

- 

Not sure

one) 
-E- ^ il4rstal mail

to the UGB?

inclusion into the urban growth

c-rl.!A-

ZIP Oo
)6R

If yES, answer questions 2 through 4. If NO, move to question 5.

o 2. In which Metro study area is Your ? Enter all of the atea
numbers that apply

(To find the Metro study area number for your look above your name on the

address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. [f
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by

commas.)

3. State and regio nal land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Councii is interesteci in your views

about your property. Do you believe your properry would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundarY?

vJa {l{a-
M erao
PCOPTE PLACE'

OPEt{ SPACES

Plannlng
Departmcnt

60O NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR

- 

Yes
)4 No

Not sure

IThy
!7hy o.Jr-not

4 Dog:syour properry include (please check all that apply):
( A residence

-- Abusiness or commercial establishmentv F^r^or forest
Historic structure or century farm
Stcep slopes (greater rhan 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent

or greater)
_ A siream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?

- 
Xes 

-NoE widltrfe of some type is Present or passes through it

##l:,,
tax (s03) 797-1911

Rcqclcd papa

9
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Questions relating to urban growth boundary policy lssues

Pleasc rank in order of importancc thc following strategies for managing growth in your community (with 1
bcing highest and 5 bcing lowest):
I Focus future growth and encourage new devclopment in identificd commercial ccnters and along main

strcets
l= eaa land for new industrial devclopments and iobslt)
4_

Crcate new affordablc (within pcople's means) housing opportunities throughout the rcgion
Maintain a separation between communities inside the urban growth boundary and ncighboring citics

iust outside (such as Canby, Sandy and Ngwbcrg)
Encourage new development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to iobs
and vice versa.

+
6. Would you favor an expansion of the urban growth boundary on to high-quality farmland in order to help

foster the developmcnt of a range of housing options near iobs?

- 
Yes .j(-No . _- Not surc

7 What other circumstances or conditions should Metro consider about the cxpanding the

boundary? aoL

o

8.

Pri*cd oa rcclclcd-cont nt Pdpcr utith 30 pctccnt post4onsuma wastc.
Phasc rccycla
023488 ct. 6102

oa i^
growth

^.l\)

tJ\)
the region protection for fish and habitat inside urban even if

rhat means ,orn" p?i""te property owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want
and additional land may have to be added to the boundary?

yes ,l-iNo 

- 
Nor sure

lf protection of fish and wildlife affect property owner's abiliry to develop their land, would you support

financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in thc creation of new taxes or fees or
increasins y2xfd _f: j::the compensation ?

10. Do you have or process for
boundary?

.)-r*)

11 comments

"ftv, qu\r--, /AM.P

J\.a-{an-u4- -q4. q._ Fs,/ A-QL

J./^JS.

9 o

rtt

!^"A
0"rrdtuw,t

I
/

orltyh

- ,\r+
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I
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o
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6OO NORTHEAST GiAND AVEilUE
TEL 501 797 1700

POf,TtAto, oRC60N 97232 2736
f Ax s0r 797 1791

o
M erno

August 15,2002

Byron Green and Colleen O'Keane
15527 S. Highland Rd.
Oregon City, OR 97045

Dear Mr. Green and Ms. O'Keane:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and retuming our survey on the urban growth boundary QGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expan.ion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October

.-, and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received

! regarding rpl"in" sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
web site (www.metro-region.ory) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/L4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

Rccyclcd I'aPer
w.met,o_r€9ion.org
TOO 797 1804

o
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2OO2 urban growth
boundary MefroGnowthMgtnt

Where do we grow from here? Let's talk AU6 _ | eOge
The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
property within Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input from
interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org/ugb )

Name (-

Mailing address /5522 J 1r/ ZIP 4/tzT
E-mail address

f

ct)n
\/

$,.t{-J
o)o

I prefer to get follow-up communication (check one) _F,-mail v/Postal mail

Questions relating to property adiacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own property being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
boundary?
,./ Yes No Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. If NO, move to question 5-

2. In which Metro study area is your property located? Enter all of the study area
numbers that apply €3

(To find the Metro study area number for your property, look above your name on the
address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certaln factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about your property. Do you believe your property would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundary?

Yes !7hy
No 'Why not

Andrnu4 f&A- Utt/,.Not sure A€ tce 8€re/€€n
n-a/t.&ils /4 M, /1krua)4. Does your properfy include (please check all that apply):

3

M erno
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN SPACES

Planning
Departrnent

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR

Jztz-ztrc
Tel (503) 797-1839
Fax (503) 797-1911

C

v A residence
A business or commercial establishment
Farm or forest g;6;,q1! iuf57.
Historic structure or century fatm
Sreep slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent
or greater)
A stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?
Yes 

-NoWildlife of some type is present or passes through it
Rcqchd ptper

__{



Questions relating to urban growth boundary policy issues

5. Please rank in order of importance the following strategies for managing growth in your community (with 1

beiryg highest and 5 being lowest):
? Forurfuture growth and encourage new development in identified commercial centers and along main

streets

3 Xaland for new industrial developments and jobs

L Crr t new affordable (within people's means) housing opportunities thrcughout the region
I M^int^in a separation between communities inside the urban growth boundary and neighboring cities

I iurt outside (such as CanbS Sandy and Newberg)I En.ou.age new development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to iobs
and vice versa.

6. Would you favor an of the urban growth boundary on to high-quality farmland in order to help
foster the develo of a range of housing options near iobs?

- 

Yes No Not sure

7 What other circumstances or conditions should Metro consider about the possibility of expanding the urban
growth boundary?

o

o
8. Shoutd the region increase protection for fish and wildlife habitat inside the urban growth boundary even if

that means some private property owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want
and additional land may havg to be added to the boundary?

Yes 

- 

No ' l/Nor ru*

9. If protection of fish and wildlife affect property owner's ability to develop their land, would you support
financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in the creation of new taxes or fees or
incregcing taxes and fees to pay for the compensation?
,,/ Y." No Not sure

10. Do you have other comments or concerns about the process for reviewing the regiont urban growth
boundary?

11. Additionalcomments

Printed on rccycled-content paper with 30 percerrt post-consurner utaste.
Phase recycb.

023488 ct . 6/02
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6OO NORTHEAST GNAND AVtilUE
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PORTtAND. ORt60N 97212 1716
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M erno
August 15,2002

Larry J. Mclaughlin
15130 S. Springwater Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045

Dear Mr. McLaughlin:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary QGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (**..et.o-.egio".ory) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland CouncilChamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

pR

M.metro-re9ion.or9

o

rDD 797 !804

Rl/2*4
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2OO2 urban g
boundary WWhere do we grow from here? Let's talk

The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedb
properry within Metro's urban growth boundary

ack from individuals who own
study area and to get input from

interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's web site: www.metro- region.org/ugb)

Name I ttarz'l J, ftlal"arcM{

ct)
Mailing address

E-mail address

5t30 Smr ZW q10qs
oQ.,

I prefer to get follow-up communication (check one) Postal mail

Questions relating to property adiacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own properry being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
boundary?

X Ves No Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. tf NO, move to question 5.

of the study areao 2. In which Metro stud
numbers that apply

v area ls your property

3

(To find the Metro study area number for your prop€rfy, look above your name on the
address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about yo.rr ptoperty. Do you believe your property would be appropriate for
being inciuded inside thc urban growth boundary?

not I

Do{:s your properry include (please check all that apply):
K ;resid^ence^

A business or commercial establishment
Y Frr- or forest

- 
Historic structure or century faim

_ Steep slopes (greater rhan 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent
or greater)

K e stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?

- 
Yes KNo

Xi witatife of some type is present or passes through it

M erRo
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN SPACES

Planning
Department

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR

t:;,:"':,,,,
Fax (503) 797-1911

4

kcyelzd paper
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Questions relating to urban growth boundary policy issues

5. Please rank in order of importance the following strategies for managing growth in your community (with 1

being highest and 5 being lowest):
j-Focus future growth and encourage new development in identified commercial centers and along main

streets

5 eaa land for new industrialdevelopments and jobs
2 Crrate new affordable (within people's means) housing opportunities throughout the region
3 Maintain a separation between communities inside the urban growth boundary and neighboring cities

iust outside (such as Canby, Sandy and Newberg)

/ En.ou.age new development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to jobs

and vice versa.

\[ould you favor an expansion of the urban growth boundary on to high-quality farmland in order to help
foster the develgpment of a range of housing options near jobs?

Yes X No Not sure-:------

7- What other or conditions should Metro consider about the possibility of expanding the urban

and additional land may have to be added to the boundary? -

-r*ti;.ffi ;-#ry'riir#,%?rcWtr
If protection of fish and wildlife affect property owner's ability to develop their land, would you support
financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in the creation of new taxes or fees or
increasing taxes and fees to pay for the compensation?

-<- Yes No Not surea-

o

9

10. Do you have ogher comments or concerns about the process for reviewing the region's urban growth
boundary? D r Dc ,-l0r wrt r?lff fl+E E+sr AUDU?IE$r LAI./D us€,
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8. Should the region increase protection for fish and wildlife habitat inside the urban growth boundary even

that means some private properfy owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want
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6OO ilORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE
Ttt 503 797 1700

PORTtANO, OREGON 97232 2136
FAX 503 797 1791

M erRo
August 15,2002

B. E. and Lois Weeler
l9l7 SE Washougal River Rd.
Washougal, WA

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Weeler:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary ruGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August 1, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Councilo

Recyclcd PaPcr
ww.metro'region.org
TDD 797 1804

il
I
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2OO2 urban growth
boundary

Where do wr glew from hcru? Let'r talk
Thc purposc of this survey is to gct epecific feedback ftom isdividuals who own
proPerty within Metro's urban grounh boundary sttrdy area agd to gct input &om
interected persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this on Metro's web sircr wwl s.ilrctro-region.org/ugb )

Name s

CT)
ffi

Mailing addrese

E-mail ad&ess

I prefer to get follow-up communicadon (check one) E-mail- Fosal ruail

Questlonr rrlatlng to property adjacent to the UGE?
1,. Do you own property beingcorrsidered for inclusion into the urban growth

bouudaryl
Y, Yes No 

- 

Not sure

lf lzES, an$rrer quertious 2 thro'rth 4, If NO, move to qucstion 5.

2, In which Metro study erca is
numbcrs that apply

Youf DroDcttvB{5^' located? Enter all of the study area

(Tio fud thc Mctro rtudy ercr numbcr (or your property, look abovc your name on thc
ed&em label of the urben growth boundary workshops postcerd you rccaivcd frorn Mcuo. ff
yolrr propcrtl, is in morc then onc $tudy erea, the cnrdy arca numbers will be ccparatcd by
commas.)

State and regioaal land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abidc by and consider ccrtain factors when making theit decisioa about the
urban growth borrndary. In addition, the Courrcil is inrcreeted in your vibws
about your properry. Do you believe your propert,, would be appropriatc for
being included inside thc urb,an grouth boundary?

X Yes Why

- 
No 'Why not
Not sure

J- yotu properry include (plcase check all that apply):
A reeidence
A buaincss or commercigl estrblishfient
Farm or forest
Hietoric itructurc or ccntury farm
Stccp slopcs (grearer then 2,5 (eet in heisht f,or every 10 fcct in lorrgth or 25 pcrcent
or greBter)
A euesn(s) rune tfuough it. If co, docs the ctrecm(s) flow year roundl
Yes X.-xo
Wildlifc of somc rypc i! ptc$cnt ot Pa$sct through it

AUG - 9 700?

x

t( t ? .\? Li t <tnnrr..,,r t &,rr, &!
\1) asturytt-riXl

3

Merno
PIO?LT 

'LAET'orrt{ t tAC Es

Flannitrg
Drprr.Errrnt

OO NE Grand Avr.
Prtland. oR
97232.2736

rl (503) 7s7-183e
u (s03) 797-1911

Does+.

PdPs

.zzrp 4tr"7 (
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Quertionr rulrtlng to urben growth boundrry policy irlucr

5. Plcssc rank in order of importcncc thc fo[owing etretcglcs for menaging growth in your coannunity (with 1

being highest and 5 bcing lowest)r
I Poeus futurc growth and encouagc ncw dcvclopmcnt in identified conuncrciel ccntcrc and along main

stfeets
Add led for new indtrsaiel developmcnts end jobe
Crcetc new affordrble (within pcoplcb mcens| houoiag opportunities throughout thc rcgioa

o
5 U"i"ui" e ceparation bcrwccn comrnunitico ineidc thc urben $owth boundery and ucighboring citics

iust outcidc (cuch es C,rnb5 Sendy *nd Newberg)
1!-Encovrage ncw development or redcvclopmcnt in pane of thc rcgion that brings housing clorc to iok

and vice versa.

l7ould you favor an ocpaaeion of thc urban growth boundery on to high-quality fermlrnd in order to help
fggter tbc dcvcloprnent of e nngc of houeing options ncar iobrl
) Yce 

- 
No 

- 
Not sure

Wh.gt othcr circumeranc* or conditions chould Metro conrider abost thc po*aibility of crqrending thc urben

Crowth boundary?

Should thc region iacresse protection for fish and wildlifc hebitat incidc the urben grou'th boundrry cvcn if
that mcarac romc privatc proFrty onrucru rnay not ba ablc todcvclop thcir lrnd cxeccly the wey thcy went
and additionnl land mey,heve to bc edded to thc boundery?

voe -[- No 

- 
Not eurc

If protccion of fieh end wildlife effect properfy owner's sbitity to dcvclop tfieir land, would you support
finrncial co&pcneadofl for affectcd propert,, ownqEc oveu if it rcsultcd in tho crertion of new trxes or ftes or O
increaeing taxct and fccs;o pay for thc compcnution?

Yee-No X Notsure

Do you have orher commenE or conccrn8 about the process for reviswhg t$e rcgion's utban gfowth
boundary?

11. Ad&tiond comments

+T-

6

I

7.

9,

10

A( Tro,rculrl *.erly,r: Jt l,^2.^- ;
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6OO NORTHEAST 6RANO AVENUI

TEL 503 797 1700

PORTTANO, ORIGON 9r232 2136
FAX 503 797 1797

M erno
August 15,2002

Bruce and Theresa Lockwood
33000 SE Ryder Lane
Boring, OR 97009

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Lockwood:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Met6 Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary ruGB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

On August l, Metro's Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l 5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/24
Rod Park, District I
Metro Councilo

Rc.r.lzd Paper
w.metro-.e9ion.org
TDD 797 r804
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o Bruce & Theresa Lockwood
33000 SE Ryder Ln., Boring, OR. 97009

tlome (503) 663-s076 Cell (503) 3144266

Mike Burton Executive Ofricer
Mctro 600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR.97232
Re: Request to be included in the UGB

JuIy I |2ffi}

Dear Mr. Mike Burton,

I own four and a half acres of property that is situated in a string of and

sandwiched between commercial and industrial developed-properties while rny

proporty is deemed rural residential.

Cunent Clackamas County zoning ordinances require that I maintain a rural home

O sefling while bordering properties on both sides and adjacent properties are legally

involved in light manufacturing, retail automotive parts sales, mega churclr

firnctions, a convenience store, and a large corporate facilily aocommodating

apProximatelY 200 emPloyees'

Please include my property within the UGB flrat my property may be congruent

with the surrounding development environment. Othenpise I am stuck with a rural

home that is not so rural and neighbors that aren't neighbors' Property address:

33000 SE Ryder Ln., Boring OR' 97009 
,(

lhank you,

Sincerely,

o Bruce Lockwood
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Where do we grou, from here? Lefs talk o
The purposc of
property within
interested person$ on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can conrplete
this survey on Metro's web site: www.metro*egion.orglugb)

Name rwCL

this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input fronr

Mailing address

E-mail address

,,1
,atl

a I prefer to get follow-up comrnunication (chock one)

Questions relating to property adiacent to the UGB?

1.. Do you own property being considered for inclusion into the urban.growth
bourrdarv?
-Y vo No 

- 
Not sure

If YFS, answer questions 2 th,rough 4. If NO, nrove to question 5.

2. In which Metro study is your property locate{? Enter all of the study arca onunrbcrs that apply

Ob lind thc Metro study arca numbcr for your proPaty, look abovc youf namc on thc

"adror 
tabet of the urban growth boundary workhope postcard you rcccivtl from Mctro. lf

you. p.op.rry is in more tli"n on study arca, thc study area numbcs will be scparated by

commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies rcquire the Metro Courrcil to
;aidr by "ni consider certain factors when riraking their decision abour the
trt[an growth boundgry. In addition, the Council is intcrested in your^vibws

about iou prop.rry. Do you believey-oy ProPerty would be appropriatc for
bcing included inside the urban growth boundary?

I

M grno
?CO'TE PLACC'

oflil 
'PACE'

?lemlng
Osptrtmert

600 NE Grand Aw.
Rrdand, OR
qt232-2716

tcl (5oi) 797-1839
Eu (50r) 797.191 I

X Y.r why bt '^""'o*

Not surc

Does

E
your property include (please check all that apply):
A residcnce
A business or commercial establishmcnt
Farm or forest
Ilistoric structurc or ccntury farm

- ii".p slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for cvery 10 fect in length or25 pcrccnt

or grcater)

- 
A slrea'r(s) runs through it. If so, does the strcam(s) flow yeer round?

Yes No

--- 
Wildlife of some type is Ptcsent or Passcs through it

o

rnail

tuc7rklg4rz

4.

i

I

3.

I

j
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9.

10.

frr-? . ,ri

Qs-esttoru relating to urban gt?rvth boundary poltcy lssues

5. Plcasc rank in ordcr of importancc the following stratcgics for managing growth in your cotnmurrity (with f
bcing highest and 5 being lowcst):
I Fo.r. furure growth and encouragc new dcvelopment in identified commcrciatcenters and along nuin

I.L
strccts
Add land for new industrial devclopments and iobs
Crcote ncw offordablc (within people's rncans) housing opportunities tfuoughout thc rcgion
Maintaln a scparation bctwecn communities insidc thc urban growth boundary end ncighboriug cilies

r thc dcvclopment of e range of housing options ncar iobs?
Ycs 

- 
No 

- 
Not sure

1 just outsidc (such as Canby, Sandy and Ncwbcrg)
f Frr.ou.ag new dcvetopmcnt or redcvelopmc4t in pars of thc region that bring;s housing closc to job

and vicc vcrsa.

6, Vould you favor en cxpansion of thc urban growth boundary on to higlrauality farmland in otder to hctp

8.

7, 'What othcr circlmstinccs or coaditions should Mctro considcr about thc posibility of cxpanding thc urbrn
growth boundary? 

Niea A borinl frcg**rU5 .,
lwtl N icr iiW - a'e/- Z-i r**"u *'fndustr4'
'J,.

Ho*;H*s;#^ ftkft#:l:fr-
Shordf th-e regidn iucrcaYc protectiorr lor fish and wildlifc habitat insidc thc urban grofih boundery cverr if
that means some private propcrr,, owncrc rnay not bc ablc to dcvclop thcir land cxactly the way thcy want
and additiorr,rl lcnd mav havc to bc addcd to thc boundary?

-Ycs 
X *" )LNo*r*"

If protcoion of fish and witdlifc effcct propcrty owncr's abitiry to dcvclop thcir land, woutd you support

financiat compensation for affcctcd propcrtf ownere cvcn if it resultcd in thc creation of ncw tex€ or fees or :

increasiog taxes and fecs to pay for the compcnsation?

)C Y.t -- No 
-- 

Not surc

Do you havc other @tnments or conc€rns about thc proccss for rcviewing thc rcgion's urban growth

uunaavt2p, ly ?*f-t HoS _6W k ftu,^ee- ozt.

oKrch*-ftu'in6ory - 
,

11. Additionalconunents
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6OO NORTHEAST 6RAND AVETUE
TEr 503 797 r700

PORTTANO, OREGON 97232 2716
f Ax 503 797 1197

M erRo
August 15,2002

William and Milly Skach
13640 NW Springville Lane
Portland, OR97229

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Skach:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Meti6;Council, I want to thank you
for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary @GB). Your comments have
been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding the UGB in
December 2002.

In my previous letter to you, I recommended you visit Metro's Web site (www.metro-region.org) for
additional information on the UGB, and I provided a list of the open houses/public hearings that have
been scheduled.

Thank you again for participating in this process.

Sincerely,

RlP*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

o
Rccyrlcd PaPcr
www.mctro-reqion.org
rDo 797 r 804

I
l



e

o

July 9,2002

Michael Burton
Executive Officer, Meto
600NEGrandAve
Portland Oregon

Re: MetroSurvey for 2002 Urban Growth Boundary, Section #91,

Question #3.

*State and regional land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council
to abide by and consider certiain factors wtren making their decision
about the urban grourth boundary. In additioq the Council is intereslgd
in your views about your properly. Do you believe your properly
would be appropriate for being included inside the urban growth
boundary?"

Dear Mr. Burton:

In response to question #3 of the MetroSurvey, we DO NOT believe that our
property should be included in the UGB for the following reasons.

['ssential Services:

l. Section 9l is comprised of a collection of approximately fifty individually owned
land parcels. As the majority of owners in this section have indicated that they are not
interested in the sale or development of their lan4 this section does not provide a real
significant developable fact for expansion.

2. Expanding "Essential Services" to Section 91, as required for development, would
be significant, and would not be fiscally responsible given the limited land available for
development.

3. Section 9l is significantly distant from neighboring municipalities, approximately
two miles from Portland city limits, approximately three miles from Beaverton city
limits, and approximately two miles from Hillsboro city limits.

o
I



4. Section 91 has only one access road, Springville Road. This is a rural collector (a
two lane road with no shoulder) that is currently burdened with traffic from recent
developments in Washington County. It provides the only transportation corridor
betureen NW Kaiser and Skyline, the latter of which is also a two lane road with no
shoulder. Have formal traffic studies been performed to evaluate how transportation
considerations will impact development in the area? What municipality would
shoulder the cost of expanding these essential services? Again, given ttre limited land
available for development in Section 91, it is highly unlikely that development of these
services would be fiscally responsible. Moreover, such roadway development would
likely have a major impact on the natural resources , and habitat of the nearby wildlife
corridor (see below). Any such development would require significant environmental
studies, and such studies should be considered in the decision for annexation.

Natural resources:

5. A significant percentage of land in Section 9l borders a "wildlife cg{dor."
Moreover, much of Section 91 is forested and provides an extemely valuable habitat
resource to the diverse fauna that inhabit the corridor and surrounding property.
Wildlife species indigenous to Section 9l include ellg dear, coyote, bobcat, raccool,
blue heroq migratory waterfowl, great horned owls, screech owls, numerous species of
woodpecker including the pileated woodpecker, red tail hawks, grouse, pheasant and
western tee frog.

6. Section 9l contains several seasonal wetlands as well as permanent ponds along
Springville Road that are outside the Wildlife Corridor. These wetlands are a majoi
source of habitat for the diverse wildlife of the area. Their presence will further reduce
the land available for development. Moreover, development of adjacent land will
undoubtedly have significant impact on the local and transient wildlife ofthe area.

7. A stream runs along the edge of Section 9l for the Wildlife Corridor. Have
environmental studies been performed to evaluate the impact of development of this
section?

Agricqlture:

8. Section 9l contains significant agricultural resources that include crops, feed stoc(
horticultural goods and animal husbandry. More importantly, Section 9l provides a
critical rural .buffer zone" to economically sound working farms. One such farm
belonging to the ldalinowski family, in addition to producing organically grown beef, is
the home of a large cooperative community garden that provides producelo
approximately 200 households throughout the greater Portland area. If Section 9l is
annexed to the UGB, such farms will be isolated and essentially surrounded by urban
growth The adjacent development will severely threaten the viability and profitability
of these highly valuable and vanishing farm lands that the UGB was originaity Oesigned
to protect.

o

o

o
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9. Like many Metro residents, we were both surprised and dismayed to learn that
educational needs are not part of the "Essential Services" used by Metro in planning
for urban growth. Section 9l is located within the Lincoln High School cluster of the
Portland Public School District. This cluster includes West Sylvan Middle School
which is cunently experiencing major overcrowding and Lincoln High School which is
at capacity. Failure of Metro to recognize these factors in while considering UGB
expansion is in simply ignoring a problem that will be passed on to residents of the
entire Metro area' we strongly urge you as Metro's executiye officer to work towards
correcting this defi ciency.

In summary, Section 9l should not be included in the UGB. The marginal gains made
by annexation do not outweigh the fiscal cost of development and the major
environmental and agricultural losses. We strongly feel that Metro should allow
Section 9l to remain as it is for the health of the environment and the nearby
developed communities.

Sincerely

glail-
William R Skach

13640 NW Springville Lane
Portland, OR 97229

(503) 203-8633

cc:
Carl Hosticka
Susan Mclain
Rex Burkholder
Rod Park
David Bragdon
Bill Atherton

Maria Roho-De-Steffey

Julia Brym-Edwards
Marc Abrams

Milly Skach

o
2
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2OOZ urban growth
boundary

Where do we grow from here? Let's talk
The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
properry within Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input from
interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's web site: www.metro-region.org/ugb)

700?JULII

T.
ln
iriIt'
l;l;lUlLJ

L:

o 3y

Name

2. In which Metro stud
numbers that apply

- 

Yes
XN"

Not sure

property located? Enter all of the study area

Qr)
E-mail address

I prefer to get follow-up communication (check orre) f,E-mail- Postal mail

Questions relating to property adiacent to the:UGB?
1. Do you own properry being considered for inclusion into the urban growth

boundarv?
{ v.r No 

- 

Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. If NO, move to question 5.

o y area is your
Qt

3

(To find the Metro study area number for your property, look above your name on the
address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies require the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about yort p.operty. Do you believe your property would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundary?

M erno
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN SPACES

Plannlng
Dapartment

600 NE Grand Ave.

f,ii;3i
Tel (503) 797-1839
Fax (503) 797-1911

kcychd papr

IThy
!7hy not QA Ch

4 Does your property include (please check all that apply):
X n residence

- 
A business or commercial establishment

- 
Farm or forest

- 
Historic structure or century farm

_ Steep slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent
or greater)

- 
A stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?

- 
Yes 

-NoY witatife of some type is present or passes through it

Mailingaddress BAqct ptJ Sln\v;lk lr *' zw Q722?
hna s Lr,rh A.o-ol C,,.,



5.

Questions relating to urban growth boundary poticy issues

Please rank in order of importance the following strategies for managing growth in your community (with 1
being highest and 5 being lowest):

- 
Focus future growth and encourage new development in identified commercial centers and along main
streets

- 
Add land for new industrial developments and jobs

- 
Create new affordable (within people's means) housing opportunities throughout the region

- 
Maintain a separation berween communities inside the urban growth boundary and neighboring ciries
just outside (such as Canb6 Sandy and Newberg)

- 
Encourage new development or redevelopment in parts of the region that brings housing close to jobs
and vice versa.

6- Would you favor an expansion of the urban growth boundary on ro high-quality farmland in order to help
foster the development of a range of housing options near jobs?

Yes ( No 

- 

Not sure

7. What other circumstances or conditions should Metro consider abour the possibitity of expanding the urban
growth boundary?

€,.loarl1,'a.ducolnn-l rr-urlr \h4w2/ L< can sl>lt-i{ ti b"l ,l**, l banirg
dod t l^{"ri f, sr^y<rkJ.fy.:r\l %q< ds*4F,41 phrr-t ,,r.' tt-ttsLrU

t^t)+ b" l{t "" on afi-or4?o"rL* 4; hou^d-u| to*{tatslaa,
8. Should the region increase protection for fish and wildlife habitat inside the urban growth boundary even if

that means some private properfy owners may not be able to develop their land exactly the way they want
and additional land may have to be added to rhe boundary?v*-No X-;,;---- O

9. If protection of fish and wildlife affect properry owner's ability to develop their land, would you support
financial compensation for affected property owners even if it resulted in the creation of new taxes or fees or
increasing
_ Yes

10. Do you have other comments or concerns about the process for reviewing the region's urban growth

SL"t/ \r,svt<{f- hcr,-A. gleutlotr.fs + e$,<ctny c( xfi.L"fs
+".f- ; yM'l,o kos;>n*,

11. Additionalcomments

S<e q4"*"' G {* '

Pilnted on rccychd-@flknt pdpcr urith 30 pcrccat post-coisurnd udste.
Plcasc rccycb-
023488 ct. 6102

o

ta.xes and fees to pay for the compensation?
Y No 

-Notsure 
o-6sol,.+{h *f .

boundary? <Leay2

ct) q, s i)rU-#+c^-+

o



Rod Park - Re: Urban nd

From: Rod Park
To: "Mburlingcrs@aol.com".GWlA.MetCen
Date: Fri, Aug 16,2002 8:04 AM
Subject: Re: Urban growth boundry

As chair of the Community planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your comments regarding'potentiallxpansion of the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) Be assured that a
iopy of your comments lias been distiibuted to each Metro councilor and included as part of the official
record f6r the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002-

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriat! iime, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
iouniit is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A&B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School, 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - ClackamaJCommunity College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon Ci$
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

1

o

o Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <Mburlingcrs@aol.com> 815102 9:19:48 AM >>>
I moved up here from California 32 years ago to get away from concrete, cars,
smog and noise. The first 10 years I was able to do just that." Now all I see
is money hungry Californians trying to turn our paradise into another
California! I think you planners need to get your head out of your pocket
book and start listening to what the majority of land owners really want in
Oregon. lt's supposed to be "we the people." Not we the money hungry land
grabbing land developers! BillAtherton was right on when he said your
steamrolling over people.

My land is 5 miles away from 99W in Sherwood, and 12 miles away from 217. We
live up in the beautiful Mountain Home district overlooking the growing city
down below, and the cascade mountains. "The first thing I hear in the morning
when I walk out my door is the steady rumble of cars on Hwy 217 and 99W. I'm
5 miles away from the nearest major hwy!

B.C. here lcome!!

o
Councilors onlYCC:
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CoUNCILoR RoD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRANO AVENUE

TEL 503 791.1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 79?-'l 793

o
M ETRO

August 20,2002

o

Mrs. Jeanne Beverle
16555 SW 137'6Ave
Tigard, OR 97224

ru/2*4

Dear Mrs. Beyerle:

As Chair of Metro's Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank
you for correspondence regarding the potential expansion of the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) and
your property. We note your request for exclusion of it into the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). Be
assured that a copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included as part
of the officialrecord.

On August l, the Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 -Portland CouncilChamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Again, thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue
of determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District I

Metro Council

www metro.reqton org
llrtl,tlrl lttprt

o
cc: Metro Council



UGB Account - Re: Urban Bou

o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"shulit@aracnet.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,2002 2:41PM
Re: Urban Boundary

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a declsion by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(wv'nr.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, '1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School ,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Sylvia Hulit <shulit@aracnet.com> 81171021:55:50 AM >>>
I do not want you to enlarge the urban boundary. I am perfectly happy to accommodate the increase in
our neighborhood dwellings and feel it has caused the rate of deterioration in the inner city (where I live) to
decline drastically. The traffic may be greater and the number of people increased but I feel this is a small
price to pay so we do not have further sprawl into the countryside.

GC: BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan
McLain

o



B Account -

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
'Jfarrow@metg rou p. com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,2002 2:42PM
Re: urban growth boundary

o

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvvy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Jill Farrow <jfarrow@metgroup.com> 81211021:31:04 PM >>>
Hello.
I live near the intersection of NW Kaiser and NW Springville roads and am
quite opposed to expanding the urban growth boundary in that area. The area
has grown very quickly over the past few years with very little done to
respond to the increasing traffic and congestion.

I think that it is a mistake to further development outside the current
boundaries while areas within the urban growth boundary are currently
experiencing a decline in affordable housing and schools are closing. lf the
boundary is expanded in this area, it will adversely affect the NW
Washington coun$ schools which has addressed the issues of overcrowding. We
need to revitalize all areas within the urban growth boundary before we talk
expansion.

Thank you

JillFarrow-Drew
15412 NW Westbrook Way
Portland, OR 97229

o cc
McLain

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan



UGB Sysiem Account - Re: Urban growth boundry changes Page 1

a From:
To:
Date:
Subiect:

UGB System Account
"barney@hsi-portland. com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,2002 2:39 PM
Re: Urban growth boundry changes

o

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A&B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvqy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Barney O'Donnell" <barney@hsi-portland.com> 81 1 8102 1 1 :58,24 AM >>>
Dear Metro Council,

Since you are in the process of considering a change in the UBC and I am
being bombarded by real estate ads and junk mail I would like to express my
opinion.

Please take a look at the long term. Please begin to plan real
neighborhoods. lnstead of adding more buildable land to the UGB begin to
plan communities where people can walk to the store instead of driving.
Please plan for more mass transit, including more MAX lines.

A good example of what not to be is Forest Heights, the subdivisions of
Water Tower off Cornell Road, Oak Hills, the subdivisions around Scholls
Ferry and Davies Roads, etc. These places were designed by someone from
Los Angeles!

Thank you for listening

Barney O'Donnell
3424 N.E. 35th St.
Portland,97212o



o

o

CC: BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan
McLain

o



o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"mcelderr@aracnet.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,2002 2:38 PM
Re: UGB

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "McElderry" <mcelderr@aracnet.com> 8/20102 6:5644 PM >>>

Please expand the urban growth boundary. The lot sizes in the Portland arca arc becoming unbearable.
We are feeling crammed in like rats in a cage. We need a diversity of lot sizes and housing types.
PLEASE ease the land crunch.
Kathleen McElderry

cc COUNCILORS LRP

o



o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"gallia@mail.ccwebster. net". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,2002 2:36 PM
Re: UGB

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A&B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High Schoo| 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Communi$ College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Charles Gallia" <gallia@mail.ccwebster.net> 8121102 8:04:31 AM >>>
I live at 15030 S. Springwater Road, Oregon City 97045. The area
is a tier 1 study area. The executive officer has not reccomended
expansion of the UGB into this area. lt is the right action.
The imediated vinic$ is zoned as senic recreation area. There are
no sewers, water service, or natural gas. lt is ruralforrest and
rural farm on the south side of the Clackamas river from the
Carver bridge east. Bycylist have an incredibly difficult time
negoiating the narrow road, it is not served by public
transportation and even with increased density buses, if they were
to add a route to servde the area, would not be suited for the
minor and aging bridges. ln the end, there would be an increased
reliance on commuting, traffic increases (when the intersections
are all already at a d or f at the 211 & Springwater,2ll &212
intersections). People who would move there would have to use cars
to areas well away from the resident, impacting communities allong
the way. Currently, there is a mixture of small local farms,
recreational fishing including extensive recreational use by
bicyclists. lt should be preserved as one of the few recreational
areas adjacent to the more densly populated northern - damascus-
boring areas. (Which have already taxed existing road capiticy on
sunnyside and hwy 212.)
Changing this area would significatly and adversly impact it'so



o

o

value as one of the few areas in the Metro region where there is
some recreactionalaccess to the river. lt is also forrested, has
osprey living in the tall firs, and the roads are narrow, could
only be expanded by encroaching on watershed areas, the two
bridges serving the area are well beyond traffic capacity as they
are.
It should be preserved and not included for any UGB expansion nor
considered for expansion now or at any point in the future.

Charles A. Gallia

COUNCILORS LRPGC:

o



UGB - Re: Just two centsm 1

o

o

From:
lo:
Date:
Subfect:

UGB System Account
"KSSHARTFORD@aol.com". GWIA. MetCen
Tue, Aug 20,2002 9:46 AM
Re: Just my two cents

Thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communig Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <KSSHARTFORD@aol.com> 8119102 12.31:19 PM >>>
<PRE>I thought l'd take a moment to share my thoughts about development in the
Portland Metro area. I admit I am not well educated on all the issues
related to land use and development. I recognize there is a real need to
balance sprawl vs. compact neighborhoods. I can't help myself from thinking
about the postage stamp sized lots they are building new homes on and wonder
what the motivator is. I wonder if it's greed or something else entirely. I

really hope that Metro and/or the developers react and change the lot sizes
because 5,000 or 7,000 lot sizes are not only ridiculous it's a fire hazard.
It's my dearest wish that the powers that hear the complaints and make the
necessary adjustments. Thank you for your attention. Kim Hartford

CC: COUNCILORS LRP

o



o
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"ralph@bctonl ine.com".GWlA. MetCen
Wed, Aug 21,200212:19 PM
Re: Urban Growth Boundary

o

On behalf of the Metro Council and as chair of Metro's Community Planning Committee, I'd like to thank
you for your e-mail.

I see you've found our Web site. This is a perfect way for you to stay informed on Metro issues. We
would also be pleased to include you on any of our contact lists, either by e-mail, regular mail or both. We
will not do so, however, without your permission.

By state law, Metro is required to review the urban growth boundary (UGB) every five years and
determine, through extensive study, whether or not to expand it.
Regarding our authority, may I direct you to our Web site again, specifically:

www.metro-region .html Please let us know if you have any questions, after
reading this

Please note that Metro's Future Vision, referred to in the Charter, addresses how what we do impacts
others in the region.

lf I can be of further help, or if you'd like to receive notification of any UGB-related (or any other) meetings,
please let me know.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Ralph Luchterhand" <ralph@bctonline.com> Bl18102 8:23:39 AM >>>
We picked up one of your flyers at the Clackamas County Fair yesterday and
noticed that you are planning on expanding the UGB once again. This brings
up a question that has troubled me for some time.

We live in the Carus arca a few miles outside the UGB. We periodically get
notices of public hearings regarding the metro proposals. Usually, we find
out accidentally, like picking up a flyer at the fair or hearing about
something from a neighbor or friend. Yet, we must live with the fallout of
Metro decisions.

What is most troubling is that we do not get to vote on Metro council
members, even though Metro decisions have a tremendous impact on how we use
our land and ultimately on the value of our land.

We have opportunity to give input on planning, if we hear about the
meetings. However, we have no power because we cannot vote for council
members.

By what authority do you claim to have control over our land? I have a copy
of the Constitution of the United States on my desk. Can you direct me to
the language in this document that gives you the authority to control how I

use my land?

Ralph Luchterhand
P.O. Box 1216o



O
Mulino, OR 97042

CG: COUNCILORS LRP
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UGB System Account - Re: TV Commercials 1

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"edwardgiering@m indspring. com". GWIA. MetCen
Mon, Aug 26,200211:44 AM
Re: TV Commercials

o

Mr. Giering, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton

October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring

October 15 - Tualatin High School , 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin

October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City

October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvvy., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow. Our decision will be difficult, and I know I speak for
the full Council in thanking you for your support.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <edwardg iering@mindspring. co m> 8124 102 9: 34: 0 1 PM >>>
To the Metro Council,

I heard that several real estate groups are running television advertisements
urging us to contact you about what we want for our communities. I haven't
actually seen any of these ads; I got this from the Oregonian. However, from
their summary I gather that their contents suggests criticism of the urban
growth boundary and the pressure that it places on such things as lot sizes
and (more speculatively) home prices. Be that as it may, I am glad to oblige.

Portland is the first large city that l've lived in since I left Philadelphia
30 years ago. I can cycle from the edge of the urban growth boundary downtown
and back again as a day trip of no special rigor. I value this, and the other
advantages that Portland's small size affords. l'm not living in my dream
house, either, but Portland would sprawlto the horizon given the chance, and
all that we would be left with, after years of "inevitable growth", is theo



o same density over more area, a city out of human proportion, and a lot of
realtor and developer profits long since spent. Apart, of course, from more
cars on more roads, more pollution, and less of everything that actually
matters (land, air, water) per capita.

For my part, I want not more land under development, but the management of
growth, in particular by discouraging it as much as possible.

Ted Giering
Hillsboro

CC:
McLain

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

o



Page 1

o

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"EkayO 1 @aol.com". GWIA. MetCen
Mon, Aug 26,200211:47 AM
Re: UGB

As chair of the Communig Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.oro) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton

October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring

October 15 - Tualatin High School ,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin

October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City

October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <EkayO1@aol.com> 8125102 11 11:28 PM >>>
Folks:

We are not getting enough land to build quality home environments in.
Back filling with multifamily housing in traditionally single family
residence areas degrades the neighborhoods, reduces the attractiveness of the
single family homes and lowers their market value, and tax value.

People moving here as a result of a company transfer are amazed how
little there is to chose from in new/newer homes with other than a postage
stamp to live on. Our state is desperately trying to make Oregon attractive
to companies and their transferees to improve our state's economy.

We need more room taken from farmland in Washington County to
accommodate the corporate and business expansion we desperately need in this
part of the tri-coun$ area.

o Yours truly,

Account - Re:



2

o

o

Jetf Yake
Licensed Assistant
For Dianne Yake
John L. Scott Real Estate
Phone 503-628-2 1 35; cell 503-502-9229
Fax 503-628-0286
Email: Ekay01@aol.com

McLain
CC: BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

UGB Re: UGB
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COUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TtL 503 797-1547
PORTLANO, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797.1793

M erno
August 27,2002

Jackie Maisano, Head Facilitator
Tonquin Industrial Group
2139 SE Tibbetts St.
Portland, OR 97202

Dear Ms. Maisano

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-
region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton

October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring

October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin

October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City

October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pktry., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

o cc: Metro Council

Rr,t,ltl prltrr



August 21,2W2

Jackie Maisano
Tonquin Industrial Group
2139 SE Tibbetts St.
Portland, OR n202

Dear Mr. Atherton,

I am writing to express my support of Tonquin lndustrial Group's (TIG) inclusion into
the UGB. TIG occupies about 1.50 acres from Tonquin [,oop Road east to Grahams Ferr],
Road and from Clay Street north to Macamant Drive. It includes tax lot numbers
25 I 34C000900, 25 134D803 100 and 25 I 34DC00300.

I was sorry to hear that Mr. Burton did not recommend TIG. I know that you expressed
some disappointment yourself, considering the opposition to expand in your district TIG
is a logical alternative. It is land that can be used for nothing other than industry; it has
proximity to I-5; it is served by rail; and there is no opposition to its development.

TIG is much easier to develop than Damascus. You would not be expanding into
agricultural land and public services can be extended with ease.

Please, when deciding where and how our region should grow, make the decision that
makes sense- choose TIG to be in the UGB.

Sincerely,

L
Jackie Maisano
Head Facilitator

Cc: Mayor Lehan

o

o

-M;Sc^-r*---o

o
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CoUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503197-1547
PORTtAND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797.1793

M Erno
August 27,2002

Shaun Schmelzer
I130 NW 26'h Ave., Apt.2
Portland, OR 97210

Dear Mr. Schmelzer:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your letter regarding the region's growth and your support of Metro's Urban Growth Boundary
(UGB). A copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the
official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-
reeion.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton

October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 1425 I SE Rust Way, Boring

October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin

October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City

October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

o
www melro-regron orq
Rrrytltl ptlttt

cc: Metro Council
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CouNCrLoR Roo Pnnr
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 797-1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
FAX 503 797-1793

a

O

M Erno

August 28,2002

Henry J. Stukey
Tonquin Industrial Group
PO Box 3616
Portland, OR 97208

Dear Mr. Stukey:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your letter of August 2l't. Your comments will be included in the official record along with your
survey.

As you know, on August I't, the Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the
UGB expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in
October and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information
received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By
monitoring our Web site (uryry.mgqg:reglsn..W) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 1425 I SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School, 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Poftland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Again, thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue
of determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

www rnclll) reql()rl ()lq

Rt,y,lul lttPrt

o cc: Metro Council
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August 21,2W2 1t

Henry J. Stukey
Tonquin Industrial Group
PO Box 3616
Portland, OR 972ffi

Dear Mr. Hosticka,

I am writing to express my tremendous support for the inclusion of Tonquin Industrial
Group C[IG) into the UGB. TIG is located between Tonquin L,oop Road and Grahams
Ferry Road, Macamant Drive and Clay Street" It includes the tax lot numbers
25 134C000900, 25 134D803 1 00 and 25 134DC00300.

It is logical to incorporate TIG into the UGB. There is no opposition to its inclusion, like
in Damascus. We are in need of employment land and yet Mr. Burton recommended
mostly residential land. It would be inefficient to not develop TIG for industry. TIG's
land is not capable of supporting agriculture nor is it environmentally pristine. Many
small acreage plots will supply many jobs for residents of Wilsonville, Tualatin,
Shenvood and the Stafford area.

Small businesses are at the heart of our economy. TIG satisfies all of the state's criteria
for inclusion. If growth is inevitable, so is the development of TIG. Please evaluate Mr.
Burton's recommendation with care and realize that TIG is an obvious choice. TIG is an
asset to the region.

Sincerely,

!,
Henry J
Representative

Cc: Mayor l-ehan

o
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COUNCILOR ROO PNRX
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE I PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 27'.5

TEL so3 797-154? I rex 503 797'1793

M erno

August 28,2002

Nick Storie
Tonquin Industrial Group
PO Box 12490
Portland, OR 97212

Dear Mr. Storie:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, thank you
for your letter of August 20th. Your comments will be included in the offrcial record along with
your other recent correspondence and your survey.

As you know, no decisions are being made now. Staff is working to provide the Metro Council
with the information we need, and your letter has been added to the other correspondence we've
received from you.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

cc: Metro Council
Mike Burton, Executive Officer

o
www nr('llo' reqlDn 0I(l
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Nick Storie
Tonquin Industrial Group
PO Box 12,r'90
Portland, OR nnz

Dear Mr. Hosticka,

As a member of Tonquin Industrial Group (TIG) I would like to express my utmost
support for the inclusion of TIG into the UGB. I was extremely disappointed to not hear
Mr. Burton recommend its inclusion. TIG is a logical and efficient addition that meets all
of the state's criteria.

TIG expanses east to west from Tonquin loop Road until Grahams Ferr], Road and north
to south from Macamant Drive until Clay Street. That includes the tax lot numbers
25 134C000900, 25 134D803 100 and 25 134DC00300 lying between areas 47 and 49.
TIG is not capable of supporting agriculture, it is contiguous to the existing boundary and
therefore public services can be extended with ease.

Please consider the logical reasons behind TIG's inclusion. The benefits, consequenfly,
are obvious:

1. We need employment land.

2. A lot of small acreage will supply a lot of jobs.

3. Small businesses support our economy.

4. It secures the tax base in a recession.

5. It is inefficient to not develop TIG for industry.

6. TIG offers sustainable industry due to location (proximity to I-5) and accessibility
CIIG has the advantage of being served by rail).

I hope that the Metro Counsel will evaluate wisely and judiciously regarding the
importance of this decision.

Sincerely,

--:L
Nick Storie
President

Cc: Mayor lrhan

o



- Re: Bethan B Expansion Page 1

a From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rod Park
"pjdiegel@sprynet.com". GWIA. MetCen
Thu, Aug 29,2002 7:49 AM
Re: Bethany Area UGB Expansion

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton

October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring

October 15 - Tualatin High School, 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin

October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon Cityo October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 122'1 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Paul Diegel" <pjdiegel@sprynet.com> 8128102 8:52.41 PM >>>
I own 21 acres in the proposed Bethany UGB expansion Study Area 85 and am
writing to voice my support for expanding the UGB to encompass this area.
This land is where I grew up and for years intended to return to.

I believe that including this study area in the UGB will result in minimal
loss of productive farmland. Part of this 246 acres has never been farmed
and is an impenetrable thicket of wild rose, blackberries, and mixed
deciduous and conifer trees. This land is unsuitable for farming because of
the effort required to clear the land, the small size of the parcels, the
unavailability of water, and the soil quality. To clear the land for
farming would require the removal of a number of mature trees. lt is not
currently possible to build on this land due to zoning limitations. The
only use of this land right now is to sit unused.
Another major part of this area is occupied by homes on 5-10 acre lots.
Most of the remainder is owned or leased and farmed by one farmer in his
70's who does not intend to keep farming for more than a few years. The
land is difficult to farm, again due to the small size of the parcels, theo



2

o unavailability of water, and the soil quality. When that farmer retires,
most, if not all, of the land currently in production will lie fallow.
Under the current zoning, bare land owners are stuck - we can't build on the
land and we can't farm it.

I encourage you to support the inclusion of this Study Area as described in
the August 2002 Growth Management of the Metropolitan Region Executive
Officer Recommendation.

PaulDiegel
3665 S. Eastwood Dr.
Salt Lake City, UT 84109
801.450.5729

CC:
McLain

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

o

Rod Park - Re: Bethany Area UGB



CouNCrLoR Roo Pnnx
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 791-1547
PORTLA.ND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X s03 197-1793

o

o

M Erno
August 29,2002

Mr. Norm Andreen and
Mr. Chuck Lyons, Co-Presidents
Beavercreek Community Planning Organization
PO Box 587
Beavercreek, OR 94004

Gentlemen:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-
region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove

October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton

October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 1425 I SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham

October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

cc: Metro Council
Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey, Beavercreek CPO
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P.O. Box 587
Beavercreek, OR 94004

(s03) 632-4330

July 18,2002

Planning Department
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, Ok 97232-2736

Dear Madame/Sir:

The Beavercreek Community Planning Organization (CPO) submits the following
information relavent to the Metro Urban Grourth Boundary Expansion Decision:

l. The Beavercreek area is only accessible by Highway 213 and Beavercreek Road.
There is just the one direction in and out like a cul-du-sac. The two access roads are
already insufficient to serve to current traffic and they are difEcult to improve.
Beavercreek Rd. passes through Oregon City. Highway 213 passes through the Newell
Creek canyon.

2. The Tri-City Wastewater Treatment plant which serves Oregon City, West Linn, and
Gladstone is already at l00yo capacity through out the year and has exceeded capacity in
the winter time. Development of undeveloped lands already within the Urban Growth
Boundary and other infill in Oregon City, West Linn, and Gladstone will result in more
wastewater . 12 years ago the plant was at 3Oo/o capacity: recent efforts to enlarge the
plant are falling further and further behind demand. The plant does not have room for
maJor expanslon.

3. Land for urbanization is not needed in our area and is not requested by Oregon City

Sincerely

E ?€
Norm Andreen
Co-President

and

and

Chuck Lyons
Co-President

o

(



Metro
July 18, 2002
Page2
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cc: Beavercreek CPO file

o
Speaker
(sos) 632-ss68

o
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MEMORANDUM
600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503-797-1547
PORTT-AND, OREGON 97 232-27 36
FAX 503-797-1793o

o

M erno

August 30,2002

Metro Council

From:

Re UGB Briefings

Next week we return to our work on the Urban Growth Boundary decision. I've asked Rooney
to send you an electronic copy of the UGB calendar which outlines when and where we'll be
discussing the issues (note, please, that your assistant has been asked to enter all the public
hearings and the two tours on your calendar).

When the Community Planning Committee convenes for the first time in almost a month, we
need to hit the ground running. There are many policy issues to address in order to complete our
tasks on schedule by the end of the year. Our agenda is full and we'll need to concentrate on it,
so I'd like to again encoruage you to get briefings from staff on any area you feel the need.
Michael Morrissey is available to you and will schedule Planning staff to meet with you as your
schedule allows.

Thank you as this will make our committee meetings as short and productive as possible.

RP:rmb

Metro Council
Peggy Coats, Council Operations Officer
Jeff Stone, Legislative/Policy Development Offi cer
John Donovan, Council Communications Officer
Chris Bi llington, Council Clerk/Admin. Analyst
Council Analysts/Assistants

Rod Park, Chair Ul ,'b
Community Plannin$ Committee

cc:

o

Date:

To:



MEMORANDUM
600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503-797-1 547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97 232-27 36
FAX s03-797-1793

o

o

M erno

Date August 30,2002

To: Metro Council

From: Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

Re UGB Briefings

Next week we return to our work on the Urban Growth Boundary decision. I've asked Rooney
to send you an electronic copy of the UGB calendar which outlines when and where we'll be
discussing the issues (note, please, that your assistant has been asked to enter all the public
hearings and the two tours on your calendar).

When the Community Planning Committee convenes for the first time in almost a month, we
need to hit the ground running. There are many policy issues to address in order to complete our
tasks on schedule by the end of the year. Our agenda is full and we'll need to concentrate on it,
so I'd like to again encourage you to get briefings from staffon any area you feel the need.
Michael Morrissey is available to you and will schedule Planning staff to meet with you as your
schedule allows.

Thank you as this will make our committee meetings as short and productive as possible.

RP:rmb

Metro Council
Peggy Coats, Council Operations Officer
Jeff Stone, LegislativeiPolicy Development Officer
John Donovan, Council Communications Officer
Chris Billington, Council Clerk/Admin. Analyst
Council Analysts/Assistants

cc

o



UGB m Account - Councilor rk e1

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"GWilLamr@cs.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Sep 4,2002 9:58 AM
Re: Councilor Rod park

o

Mr. and Mrs. Gee, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I

want to thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) and your request to be
included in the proposed expansion.

A copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record
for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002. I have also sent a copy to our
technical staff with a request that they contact you, per your request.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> <GwilLamr@cs.com> 9111021002,24 PM >>>
Dear Councilor Park Attached is a letter regarding the UGB and our property
located in study area 68.

Thank You for your time.

William & Barbara Gee
Fox Hollow Farms, lnc.

o
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From:
IO:
Date:
Subfect:

<GWilLamr@cs.com>
<ug b@metro.dst.or. us>
Sun, Sep 1,200210:03 PM
Councilor Rod park

o

o

Dear Councilor Park Attached is a letter regarding the UGB and our property
located in study area 68.

Thank You for your time.

William & Barbara Gee
Fox Hollow Farms, lnc.

o



o

WPS

Iox llollow Jatms lnc, lililliam and Bailara Gee

18218 SW HORSE TALE ORIVE
BEAVERTON, OREGON. 97007

USA
Phone 503-590-4361

Fax (503)-s246580

Councilor Rod Park
Chair Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR97232
E-mai I ugb@metro.dst.or.us
fax 503-797-1793

Councilor Park,

I hope you will take the time to read this request to be INCLUDED in the Urban Growth
Boundary by Bill and Barbara Gee. We believe that Metro needs to revisit the study area 68
which encompasses our property and include our farm into the Executive Officers
recommendation.

Fox Hollow Farms has seen a tremendous change in the surrounding community in the last 42
years. Not only has the impact of change and growth affected us as small farmers and ranchers on
the visible surface, but also what is not visible (water) which has caused an even greater impact
which I will explain later in my letter.

Barbara and I agree and understand the needs for the community to expand to accept the
projected growth. We agree and understand the needs of Metro to meet the requirements of
measure 26-29 andthe projected growth. We also agrce that the Cooper Mountain area in which
we are located, is better suited for residences than for farming as is evident by years of failed
farming ventures in are area.

What we would propose is for Metro to revisit what has already impacted our farming practices
by atlowing us to present the past and present neighborhood disputes and just what expansion
would do to increase the impact on our small farm. And how by including us in the expansion of
the Urban Growth Boundary would relieve us from any additional impacts and costs, and create
an avenue in which Fox Hollow and it's neighbors could work together in the future development
ofthe study areas 65 and 68.

All the adjoining property owners we have spoken with and others located in study area 65 are in
favor of annexation into the Urban GroMh Boundary and have expressed a desire to develop
their lands when the timing allows them to. We believe the only way to lessen the impact on our
farming practice is to join them in the annexation process.

B
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UGB Account - LETTER-1.WPS

Brief Synopsis;

Fox Hollow Farms is located in study area 68, adjacent and connecting (via property lines i.e.
fences) to Executive Officers Recommendation area 65. The neighboring study area 65 is
located uphill from Fox Hollow and these connecting parcels ofland collect and deposit surface
water onto Fox Hollow Farms. We are located 1850 feet from SW 175th Ave. (The north south
main thorofare connecting Scholls Ferry Road with Farmington Road). We share the road known
as Horse Tale Drive (an improved paved 20 foot wide road) with I I residences and property
owners which are zoned AF 5-10 and EFU lands. In the early 70's most of this land which has
now been divided was all part of the original farming operations (a dairy and forestry) and it
included all of study area 65 and that portion of 68 which is now known as Fox Hollow Farms.
The Study Areas 65 and 68 all are located on the south side of Cooper Mountain, all the lands
within these study areas maintain, on an average, steep grades in excess of l5%o. These steep and
irregular slopes make farming unsafe and impractical. The soil conditions are poor for farming
and the southem exposures have made it virtually impossible to start a production crop without
the use of irrigation. Study Areas 65 and 68 as with most of Cooper Mountain are both located in
a 1974 state regulated "Critical Ground Water Area of the Cooper Mountain Region". These
restrictions shut down the farming practices on the Fox Hollow Farms land and forced the
closure of the dairy. Fox Hollow attempted to diversiff by converting dairy bams to horse stalls
and rent out space to horse enthusiast. Even this activity exceeded the water usage restriction set
by the State Water Master of 500 gallons a day. We have struggled to keep Fox Hollow as a
horse boarding facility by capturing rain water which is unregulated by the State and using it to
care for the horses and facilities. This activity has been very expensive and unreliable. In study
area65, single family dwellings were allowed to drill wells for household water and to irrigate
l/3 acre of yard. These wells have made an even greater impact of the farming practices at Fox
Hollow by removing even more of the ground water and causing Fox Hollow's well to dry up
and force the deepening of our well. The Wolf Creek Water district has now brought water from
two shared water reservoirs located at the top of Cooper Mountain to about half the dwellings in
study area 65 and most of these dwellings only pump water from their wells for irrigation.
However the City of Beaverton along with partnering water districts have added and deepened
their Cooper Mountain wells by special permits only available to them, which fill the water
reservoirs at the top of Cooper Mountain. and serve the surrounding cities. Barbara and I
understand all of this is necessary for the community, yet devastating, to Fox Hollow Farms.

The impact on Fox Hollow Farms by the annexation of study area 65 and not including study
area 68 would be devastating to Fox Hollow and other impoverished farming practices in area
68. In the last 8 years since the current development of area 65, Fox Hollow has paid out over
S65,000.00 (documented receipts) in attomey's fees, untold hours by ourselves, County officials,
and State officials, not to mention the mental and physical stress and alienation of neighbors, all
to meet the challenge from those surrounding neighbors complaining about noise pollution, dust,
water,traffic, road use, spraying, ect., all of which is partof ournormal andapproved farming
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Account - LETTER-1.WPS

practices. The point being, it does not and will not matter whether Fox Hollow is an approved
farm use, people in general that move into a rural setting such as ours have and will continue to
complain about farming, and that will impact Fox Hollow to an even greater extent, which will
lead to more and more costly court battles. Frankly we can no longer afford to fight the wealthy
people in court or otherwise. So, the practical solution is to add study area 68 or more
particularly Fox Hollow Farms to the Executive Officers Recommendation.

By adding area 68 to this process these and other benefits would be gained:

Main traveled roads would become the boundary lines and not property lines. Defining
development with County or State Roads is much more practical than a fence line or hedge.

There is many court cases documenting these actual conditions.

Main roads would carry the new traffic in the future and not shared driveways such as would
be the case with Fox Hollow.

a

o

We would share in the development as neighbors and not as opposing sides

These areas would add easily developed lands for residential housing and parks such has been

done to the north side of Cooper Mountain.

Sewer systems could be added easily because of the elevations between the study areas and

the city treatment plants.

Domestic water systems which are currently in place, could be readily available to
accommodate residences in the future.

The active farming practices outside of Study Area 68 all of which are not in the (Cooper
Mountain critical ground water area) would gain a secure water resource by not competing
with adjacent users for the water. such as the City of Beaverton, the City of Tigard, Tualatin
Water District, and Wolf Creek Water District.

Farming and farm equipment travel by Fox Hollow and others on SW 175th, Scholls Ferry
Road, and smaller branch streets, would be lowered to a minimum and in most cases

completely gone.

The continued development of the Metro Regional Park for Cooper Mountain could be

served befter by the adjoining Fox Hollow property. Thus less of an impact by the park made
onto Fox Hollow and Fox Hollow's farming practice onto the park and it's public users.

The Regional Park would then have access from all sides thus becoming a better service to
the public that would use it.

Fox Hollow Farms is view property over looking the Tualatin Valley and the City of
Sherwood with the Parrot Mountain ridge line in the distance. This is a very beautiful setting

o
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for a rural community. Peaceful and tranquil.

Fox Hollow would not suffer from the water run off and erosion impacts from future
development uphill of it's farming practice.

The development uphill of Fox Hollow would no longer be impacted by Fox Hollows
farming practices.

Mediation, courts, good people and their families, will be less impacted by the addition of
Fox Hollow Farms into the Executive Officers Recommendation.

We would ask that you or a member of your staff please take the time to contact us. For over 30
years our family has lived on Cooper Mountain, we have seen the changes and wish to be part of
a solution and not part of a problem.

Again, please include us in these proceedings.

Sincerely,

William and Barbara Gee
Fox Hollow Farms, Inc.

cc. Executive Officer Mr. Mike Burton
Officer Carl Hosticka
Officer Susan Mclain
Mr. Bill Atherton
Mr. Rex Burkholder
Mr. Rod Monroe
Mr. David Bragdon
Oregonian
Oregon Journal
Hillsboro Argus
Beaverton Chamber
Beaverton City Counsel
Tigard Times
Capital Press
Oregon Farm Bureau

I



COUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRANO AVENUE

TEL 503 797-1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2716
f A x 503 797-1793

o

o

M erno
September 6,2002

Mr. Mark Brown
BT Brown Transfer
P. O. Box I166
Tualatin, OR 97062-l 166

Dear Mr. Brown:

Mike Burton forwarded your letter to me and, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on
behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding Metro's Urban Growth
Boundary QGB). A copy of your letter has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the
official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-
region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

()I Or

o cc: Metro Council

www melro-regr
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o From:
IO:
Date:
Subiect:

UGB System Account
"pm bm@teleport. com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Sep 4,200210:02 AM
Re: Stafford Triangle

o

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Grovyth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A&B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Patricia Beltz-Moore" <pmbm@teleport.com> 912102 5:35:39 PM >>>
How you can add Study areas 10-19 stating that it is an island of rural land surrounded by the current
boundary, and not add the Stafford Triangle is definitely a double standard. What you are doing to the
people in the Stafford Triangle is appalling. lf the neighbors don't want to look at more houses, then they
can move. To expect the people that have lived there for years to subsidize the view is arrogant and
unfair. And talk about an island surrounded by the current boundary??!!

From Wilsonville,
Patricia

o



I UOe System Account - re: decision Page 1

o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"mpatmas@attbi.com". GWIA. MetCen
Wed, Sep 4,200210:05 AM
re: decision

Dr. Patmas, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) and for your support. A copy
of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the
Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding spectfic sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School ,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 't9600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "Michael Patmas" <mpatmas@attbi.com> 914102 8:22:33 AM >>>
Dear Mr. Park:
I am a biologist, physician, executive and environmentalist. I love Oregon and its wild places. But, we
absolutely have to expand the urban growth boundary. Here's why. Oregon's economy is in shambles -
far worse than the nation as a whole. Mean income in Oregon is 11o/o below national average placing
Oregon near the bottom of the list. Oregon is becoming a poor state. Meier & Frank, Weyerhauser and
now Consolidated Freightways have left. The Port looks like a shipping relic. High taxes and a generally
business-unfriendly climate are largely to blame. lf we do not accomodate those working families who
want to move here, no one will except even more homeless and drug addicted. The small expansion of
the UGB will provide a much needed stimulus to our local economy providing jobs and an increased tax
base to fund education among other priorities.
MichaelA. Patmas, MS, MD, MMM, FACP, CPE, FACPE.
West Linn, Oregon

o



Roon - Urban rowth bou Decision

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro. dst.or. us>
<tu 1 be2@easystreet.com>
916t0210:06AM
Urban growth boundary Decision

el

a

o

Dear Mr. Elman,

Thank you for your letter. ln addition to being entered into the record for
the upcoming UGB decision, I wanted to respond to your suggestions from my
perspective as chair of the Council Transportation Committee.

I agree with you that we need to develop real transportation options for
people into order to avoid the continued growth of tratfic congestion as
well as to reap the benefits of having communities where people can walk and
othenrise get their needs met without having to drive long distances.
Metro's Regional Transportation Plan includes substantial commitment to
transit as well as walking and biking projects, complementing our land use
focus on creating vibrant, walkable centers. Just this summer, the Council
adopted a new strategic direction focusing the federal transportation
dollars we receive on investments in multi-modal projects in these centers.
And there are great things already occurring around transit stops in
Gresham, Hillsboro and Portland.

As for the high speed rail connection down the Willamette Valley, I have
been a long time supporter of this and Metro has led the region in
advocating for more funding to retrofit the Amtrak system to take advantage
of the high speed trains we already have. We have gotten funds for some
track improvements as well as a new station in Oregon City. Unfortunately,
the state's budget problems have made this very difficult while Congress
seems to have a love-hate relationship with Amtrak, failing to see that
spending on rail is an investment, not a subsidy.

We are continuing to work on this and will continue to ask our Congressional
delegation to make funding high speed rail improvements a priority.

Thanks again for your letter.

Yours truly,

Rex Burkholder
Metro Cou ncilor-District 5

600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OR97232
503-797-1 546
burkholderr@metro.dst. or. us
www.metro-region.org

,"* t,t, or Madam:

As a resident of the Portland area and a some-time commuter, I believe thato

From:
To:
Date:
SubJect:



Ba rke r rban bounda Decision 2

you are missing an excellent opportunity by not incorporating a rapid-rail
line between Eugene and Portland down the l-5 right of way. Many people,
myself included, travelthis route regularly for business and/or pleasure.

lmagine the impact on the area in terms of density, vitality, and livability
that a line would provide. As a resident of Bethesda, MD, I have seen first
hand how the subway has impacted the area. Around the stations, commercial
and residential activity increased and stayed close (something you want to
achieve). The vitality of the area skyrocketed, as did property values
(leading to increased revenues for public purposes).

Tratfic congestion will only increase unless the investment (not expense!)
is made now before the ground is not available. Sometimes the politician
has to make currently unpopular decisions for the long-term good. That's
what makes leaders. Be visionary. Take a risk. Campaign for rapid
transit.

Thank you...Berneard Elman, ll Wilsonville, OR

CC: Rod Park <parkr@metro.dst.or.us>, Rod Monroe <monroer@metro.dst.or.us>, Carl
Hosticka <Hostickac@metro.dst.or.us>, David Bragdon <bragdond@metro.dst.or.us>, BillAtherton
<athertonb@metro.dst.or.us>, Susan Mclain <mclains@metro.dst.or.us>, Andy Cotugno
<cotugnoa@metro.dst.or.us>, Richard Brandman <brandmanr@metro.dst.or.us>, Rooney Barker
<barker@metro.dst.or. us>

o
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
rischk@uno.com
Fri, Sep 6,2002 9:45 AM
Urban Growth Boundary

Ms. Risch, your e-mail was forwarded to me and, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on
behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding Metro's Urban Growth
Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in
the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

o
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o
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

peckp <peckp@metro.dst.or. us>
Rooney Barker <barker@metro. dst.or. us>, <Obrient@metro.dst.or. us>
Thu, Sep 5,2002 1:13 PM
FW: you asked-here it is

Rooney and Tim, Here's a comment e-mailthat came to me for some reason
Rooney, would you like to send a reply? Thanks, Pam

----- Forwarded Message
From: rischk@uno.com
Date: Wed, 4 Sep 200210:07:28 -0700
To: peckp@metro.dst. or. us
Subject: you asked-here it is

HiMetro;

You asked us, the residents of Portland, to weigh in on the planning
decisions for Portland. Here is the input I would like to add to the
discussion:

1) lt is stupid to try to force us all out of our cars by eliminating
parking spaces downtown. lt is a single man's idealistic fantasy that we
are going to give up our cars for public transportation. lf you have
children, this is simply not a practical reality. People are not going
to give up their cars- they WILL however, give up downtown, and any
other place where it is difficult andior expensive to get there in a car.
It has already happened in other major cities that made parking

impossible. Why not learn from their mistakes and make downtown friendly
for families as well as young, single men?

2) Another really family unfriendly policy has been the proliferation of
housing construction for the rich. There are no moderately priced HOUSES
with decent sized yards anymore. This is because the housing that is
currently being built falls into one of two categories: condominiums or
oversized houses on tiny lots with oversized prices. No one with young
children wants to live in a condo. Hardly anyone with young children can
afford a house that is $250,000 or above.

3) Lest you think that this does not matter, think about what happens
when you drive families out of a city. The population ages. There are
no young people to fill entry-level jobs in 10 to 15 years. The city
then looks to immigrants for labor. Everybody must then learn to speak
their language in order to conduct business. lf you don't think this
happens, take a look at what happened in Miami, FL and Los Angeles, CA.
The realquestion is, do you want Portland to remain a family-friendly
city, or do you want to turn it into a San Francisco?

When you drive people with children out, you lose support for the school
system. lt then spirals into decay, with no one wanting to invest in it.
You are encouraging the growth of a city with two economic classes: the
rich and the poor. The middle class is driven OUT. The rich people in
the city then turn their attention to keeping the poor from victimizing
the rich via crime. The poor turn their attention to keeping the rich
from victimizing them via legislation, redlining, segregation, and other
divisive methods.o



it is

As you plan the grorivth of the city, it is paramount that you include some
social science in your thinking. Allowing a bunch of male engineers to
plan a city is a recipe for disaster.

Most Sincerely,
Karen Risch

--- End of Forwarded Message

o
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e1nt- Hold the

o From:
To:
Date:
SubJect:

UGB System Account
"christi@caccpa. com".GWlA. MetCen
Fri, Sep 6,2002 9:41 AM
Re: Hold the Line

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Christi Cawood <christi@caccpa.com> 915102 2:44:17 PM >>>
I would hope that maintaining the Urban Growth Boundary would discourage
some who need/want more space from moving to our beautiful part of the
world. I was born in Portland and have watched the sprawl, sat in the
traffic jams, and breathed the polluted air as more and more people move
into the area. I miss Tom McCall and his campaign which encouraged tourists
but discouraged immigrants.

I have just returned to my office from a 17 mile walk in one of Portland's
true gems - Forest Park. We are lucky to have this and the many other parks
and public spaces which Metro has helped to maintain. We are also fortunate
to be able to get out of the city, in almost any direction, by driving only
an hour. As the UGB spreads, that driving time increases, the views en
route diminish, and the places to which we might escape disappear.

I vote for in-fillwithin the existing UGB - build up, not out.

Thank you for your consideration

ChristiA Cawood

BillAtherton, Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan
McLain
CC:

o

o



1nt - Re: Notice rowth bounda decision

a

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

CC:
Mclain

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

I received a mailer from you folks regarding expanding the urban growth boundary, and I would like to add
my comments.

I would rather that the boundary stay where it is. We need to preserve our open spaces. The need for
expanding the boundary is predicated on the expected arrival of 500,000 new arrivals in the next 20 years.
I would like to submit that the expected arrival does not have to take place. lf we want to preserve our
quality of life, aside from paying enough in taxes to adequately fund public services (but that's another
story), we need to prevent further growth and expansion. GroMh is not inevitable, especially with an
economy that cannot adequately provide for the residents already here. Didn't Oregon used to be the
state that urged people to visit but not to stay? Where is the legacy of Governor McCall? Let's keep
Oregon Oregon, fending off further growth and not expanding the boundary.

Thank you.
David Turnoy

UGB System Account
"turnoyl @attbi. com". GWIA. MetCen
Fri, Sep 6,2002 9:39 AM
Re: Notice of urban grov'rth boundary decision

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka, David Bragdon, Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

>>> "David Turnoy" <turnoyl@attbi.com> 914102 7:59:55 PM >>>
Dear Metro:



o
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

CC:
McLain

Account - Urban rowth bou

UGB System Account
"ball@teleport.com". GWIA. MetCen
Fri, Sep 6,2002 9:37 AM
Re: Urban growth boundary

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been
distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. The notice of the public hearings scheduled in October was
included in our mailing. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth.

By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.oro)you can learn more about this process.

I looked your address up on our Web site (there's an interactive map page you can use to see where your
propefi fits) and this is what I found:

22436 JOHNSON RD, WEST LINN 97068
Outside the urban growth boundary
lnside the study area, tier 1

Outside Executive Recommendation
lmportant note: the Metro Council could decide to bring this property into the urban growth boundary even
if it was not included in the Executive Recommendation.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> "MARY LOU BALL" <ball@teleport.com> 914102 4'.07'.47 PM >>>
We received a newsletter regarding the Urban groMh boundary expansion decision and have some
questions regarding our property.
5.52 AC
Map & Tax lot 21E27C 01600
Property # 00392845

It was hard to tell from the map which division we were in - could you please let us know as we would be
interested in being a part of the expansion.

Thank you,
Jim & Mary Lou Ball
22436 SW Johnson Rd
West Linn, Or 97068

e1

o



CoUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

rEL 503 797-1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 91232 2736
F A X 503 797-1793

o
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M ETRO
September 5,2002

The Honorable Steve Heinrich
M. R. Dick Kline, City Manager
City of Cornelius
1355 N. Barlow Street
P.O. Box 608
Cornelius, OR 97113

Dear Mayor Heinrich and Mr. Kline:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council I'd like to respond to
the City of Cornelius' request to amend the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) in the vicinity of Council
Creek and the Tualatin Valley Highway. As you are aware, Metro Executive Officer Mike Burton
recommended to the Metro Councilon August 1,2002, an expansion of the UGB that included
approximately 17,000 acres. The land involved in the City's UGB expansion request was not included in
the Executive Officer's recommendation. The Metro Council will review the recommended expansion
areas during the months of September-November 2002, and make a decision on the UGB expansion in
December 2002.

I refer you to the attached memorandum from Richard Benner, Metro Senior Assistant Counsel, and Tim
O'Brien, Associate Regional planner. I believe it will help highlight the obstacles to Cornelius' request
for urban growth expansion.

Please feel free to contact me or our legal staff for an attempt to satisff all parties.

Sincerely,

@P"^.1

cc

Rod Park, Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

m\council\park\2002\UGB\Comel ius 9-5-02.doc

Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer
Carl Hosticka, Metro Presiding Officer
Metro Council
Dick Benner, Office of General Counsel
Dan Cooper, Office of General Counsel
Andy Cotugno, Planning Director
Mike Hoglund, Regional Planning Director
Mary Weber, Community Development Manager
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner

o
www metro'regroo orq
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MEMORANDUM

o

o

DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJ:

600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE
TEL 503-797-1 700

M erno

September 5,2002

Rod Park, Chair, Metro Community Planning Committee

Dick Benner, Senior Assistant Counsel
Tim O'Brien, Associate Regional Planner

Cornelius Proposal for UGB Expansion

PORTLAN D, OREGON 97 232-27 36
FPx,503-797-1797

o

You asked Tim O'Brien and me to review the request from the City of Cornelius to amend the Urban
Growth Boundary OGB) in the vicinity of Council Creek and the Tualatin Valley Highway. What
follows is a description of how the law applies to the request, based upon our understanding of the
proposal.

When evaluating land to be included in the UGB, Metro must comply with the requirements of ORS
197.298 and Statewide Planning Goals l4 and 2. ORS 197.298 provides an order (first priority through
fourth priority) of land to be included within a UGB. First priority land - designated urban reserve land
under ORS 195.145 - is currently not applicable. Second priority land is land designated in an

acknowledged comprehensive plan as exception land or non-resource land adjacent to a UGB, and
resource land that is surrounded by exception land unless such resource land is high value farm land as

described in ORS 215.710. Metro must consider second priority land before land that is designated for
agriculture and forestry. Third priority is land designated as marginal pursuant to ORS 197.247. Fourth
priority is land designated in an acknowledged comprehensive plan for agriculture or forestry, or both.
The majority of the land the City has requested be brought into the UGB is exception land and therefore
meets the second priority of land category. The remainder is designated as resource land, fourth priority
for inclusion in the UGB. But for the circumstances set forth below, Metro may not include this land
until it has "used up" the land in higher priorities around the region.

ORS 197.298(3) provides three specific situations in which lands of lower priority (resource land) may be

added to the UGB before lands in a higher priority (exception land, marginal land or completely
surrounded resource land). Land of higher priority must be found inadequate to accommodate one of
these situations:

(a) Specific types of identified land needs cannot be reasonably accommodated on higher priority lands;
(b) Future urban services can not reasonably be provided to the higher priority lands due to topographical

or other physical constraints; or
(c) Maximum efficiency of land uses within a proposed urban growth boundary requires inclusion of

lower priority lands in order to include or to provide services to higher priority lands.

To satisfu paragraph (b), the city would have to show that the subject land must be brought into the UGB
because exception land that would otherwise be able to accommodate the use has topographic or other
constraints. That does not appear to be the case here. To meet paragraph (c), the city would have to show



Councilor Rod Park
September 5,2002
Page2 of2

that it needs to bring the subject property into the UGB in order to provide services efficiently to nearby
exception land coming into the UGB. That also does not appear to be the case here, as services can be
provided to the exception land parcels in the absence ofthe resource land parcels.

That leaves paragraph (a) as a possibility. We understand (a) to contemplate a specific type of land need,
such as for a school or a marine industrial use, with particular site needs, rather than a general need, such
as for residential or industrial use. Consequently, Metro would not be able to include the two tracts of
farmland for general industrial use. If the city believes it has a need for a specific type of industrial use,
with site characteristics found only on the two tracts, it should send that information to Metro.

cc: Metro Council
Mike Burton, Executive Officer
Andy Cotugno, Planning Director

o

o

o



Comlis3 - Orcls't CITY OF CORNELIIJ So

o

July 29,2002 MetroGrowth Me'".

Mike Burton, Executive Officer
Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer
Metro Councilors
Metro
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97 232-27 36

AUG 2 8 ZOSZ

Re: Cornelius Need for Industrial Land & UGB Expansion

Dear Metro Council Officials:

Please consider this letter a request to include certain lands within the Metro Urban Growth
Boundary OGB) adjacent the City of Comelius this year. Our City has identified a small
amount of land for UGB expansion to serve five critical community needs: increase our meager
supply of industrial land; provide efficient cost-effective urban serices to existing and projected
citizens, sustain regionally significant natural resources, support nearby agriculture and high-tech
industries, and make Cornelius a more complete, balanced and financially sustainable
community. We believe that our proposal is consistent with both the spirit and the rules of state
and regional land use laws and policies that Metro, in partnership with local jurisdictions, is
responsible for applying.

Our request is for inclusion of less than 160 acres of buildable land, primarily along Council
Creek at the northern boundary of the City of Cornelius. (See the attached map.) Approximately
90 acres are designated "exception lands" by Metro. Another 70 acres are "Tier 5 or 6" farm
lands and therefore have not been studied for urban suitability. None of this land is irrigated.
The largest tax lot is 22 acres. All urban services are available from the south and can be
extended cost effectively.

Need for Industrial Land

The Cify of Cornelius boundary is virtually the same as the Regional Urban Growth Boundary is
this area. Comelius has only 65 acres of developed industrial land and 45 acres of undeveloped
industrial land within the city limits. Together, this is less than 10 percent of the approximately
1,132 acres within the City limits. There is no room for more industrial development.

Recent local studies of corporate clustering support the conventional wisdom that there is
considerable demand for support industries for both the high tech and agriculture economies in
western Washington County. The City of Cornelius and our largest industrial employer, Stewart
Stiles Truck Line, have had several inquiries from high tech and other industrial firms looking
for 30 to 40 acreages of serviceable sites to develop. We, with the highest poverty level in the

AUG 28 2i/l/2 !

IVtr

o



City of Comelius UGB Request

region, comparatively low jobsftrousing ratio and the longest average commute in the region, had
to turn these potential investors away for lack of land. Our need is great.

Farm Land Environs

Cornelius developed as a farming community. We naturally are sulrounded by farmland. Much
of our existing commercial industry supports the agricultural industry outside its borders, e.g.,
S3bJgpos; HsikesDivjsion, Oregon Hazelnut Growers, Stewart Stiles Trucking and Pacific
Harvest Supply,, W,e.iiirderstand and are supportive of the statewide goal to protect farmland.

! r..

If Cornelius were ai.
make its,case for expansion to the state, quickly moving from the limited exception
lands outside its to adjacent farmland for consideration for urban suitability and balance

Metro urban region, our efforts to balance all the appropriate state land

endent community with its own urban growth boundary, it would

o

o

of
we grow is trumped by Metro's applying the same priorities and rules

to the region as a whole. Our request for a reasonably measured expansion into farmland
addresses Cornelius' special and specific need for meeting the other important Oregon land use
goals and building a complete, balanced and sustainable community out on the westem edge of
our urban region.

Cost-Effective Urban Services

All urban services, including water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, transportation and public
safety services are reasonably accessible to the lands included in this City request for
consideration. The lands sit next to or within a short distance of existing high quality, fully
served industrial development and along two county thoroughfares from TV Highway to Sunset
Highway and is easily accessible from 300 planned housing units. Fully serviced future
industrial development along Council Creek will be more cost-effective than in other locations in
or around Cornelius.

Significant Natural Corridor

Metro and the City are together investing in the Council Creek corridor all across the City
boundary as a significant natural area, parkland and regional trail. Comelius has been successful
building plans and protection of this corridor into recent residential development. Expansion of
the UGB for further future development on both sides of Council Creek will enable the City to
leverage more development amenities supportive of this valuable local and regional resource.

Agriculture & High Tech Industry Support

Cornelius is situated at the edge of the renowned crescent-shaped cluster of high tech industry
and also near the center of the agriculture industry of Washington County. New industry along
Council Creek would likely come from these locally dominant industry families and enjoy a

symbiotic relationship with existing industrial uses in the area. The resulting industrial center
would be ideally located for access, service extension and business relationships with both local
urban and agriculture industry.

O



City of Cornelius UGB Request

O 
Complete Sustainable Community

Cornelius' goal, expressed in its comprehensive planning, community & economic development,
maintenance and administrative policies & management, is to be a complete, safe and sustainable
family community. To be so, we need a better balance of land uses and resources. Currently,
about 80 percent of our land value is in residential property, which is more expensive to serve
and produces fewer taxes to pay for public services than commercial and industrial property.

As the most economically distressed community in the Metro region, Cornelius needs new
industry to help provide jobs and a sufficient tax base to help provide seryices for our 10,000
residents. According to the 2000 Census, Cornelius has a poverty rate of 16% - the highest in the
region and a per capita income of $15,290 - the lowest in the region, except for Johnson City.
The City has a per capita real market value of $45,000, the lowest in the region.

Understand us. Increasing industry and the investrnent, employment and resources it brings to a
community is only one of our many strategies we must work to reach a healthy sustainable state.
We understand that the supply of land is one of Metro's only tools to assist with economic
development. We are asking Metro's hetp in becoming the complete corlmunity envisioned in
the Regional2O4O Plan that we have implemented so faithfully.

Special Consideration Requested

- The City of Cornelius is requesting that Metro's decisions for expansion of the UGB this year
tt include the exception and special areas marked on the attached map as X, A, Y, B and D.

A, B and D are areas designated as "exception areas" on current Metro maps. X and Y comprise
approximately 70 easy to serve acres that are adjacent and between Exception Areas A and B.
We ask that Metro approve these areas to meet the spdcial and specific need of Cornelius for
industrial land, so it can become a more complete community.

Cornelius has three "exception areas", from 25-55 acres in size, adjacent its boundary. The land
in these exception areas is by and large developed in low-density residential uses with less than

complete urban services. Extension of urban services to these areas would not be cost effective
if a UGB expansion consisted only of one or more of these exception areas. However, if the rwo
exception areas north of Council Creek were combined with the two adjacent farmland areas

marked as X and Y on the attached map, (approximately 35 buildable acres each), the resulting
industrial zoned area would be cost effective to service

Our City is willing to assure that these expansion lands (except that which is currently in
residential use) will be zoned and developed for industrial uses. [t is industrial development we
need, not residential other commercial. We also intend to take measures, e.g., specific
recruitment and I't source agreements, to see that new jobs match up with local residents as

much as possible.

o



City of Cornelius UGB Request

Please know that the City of Cornelius supports basic Oregon land use laws and process and
Metro as our regional govemment. We are asking for your consideration of our case as a
reasonable exception to a good general rule and process. We ask Metro to consider balancing
the protection of Tier 5 & 6 farmland with the other important land use goals and requirements to
build a complete sustainable community, as the Department of Land, Conservation &
Development would if Cornelius had its own UGB.

Thank you for consideration of this special request. Your task of maintaining the Urban Growth
Boundary is an important one and not an easy one. You have our support. We hope you as
officials of our regional government see and act on the need to address special needs of its
jurisdictions and have the vision to make exceptions to good rules when necessary to reach our
corrunon goal of a healthy sustainable urban region made-up of healthy complete communities.

Your partners in community service,

o

a k@
M.R. Dick Kline
City Manager

Copy: Andy Cotugno, Metro Planning Director

Steve Heinrich
Mayor, City of Cornelius

o

o



o City of Cornetius Requests :0.UGB Expansion to inctude:ExceptionAreasArB&D;andEFUAreasX(southofCouhcil Creek)&y(betweenAreasA&B)
(All of this land, approximately 160 buildable acres, will be Industrial/Commercial zoned,

except existing residentially developed exception land.)
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6OO flORTHEAST GRAND AV€ilUE
TrL 503 797 r700

PORTLAto, oREGOH 97232 2136
FAX 503191 1197

M erno

September 18,2002

Norm Andreen, Co-President
Beavercreek CPO
P.O. Box 587
Beavercreek, OR 97004

Dear Mr. Andreen:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Groruth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reoion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*a
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

RLrytlcd l'aPcr
ww.metro region.org
roD 797 1804
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Norm Andreen
Beavercreek CPO
P.O. Box 587
Beavercreek OR 97004

Chuck Lyons
161l0 S Cynry Ln
Beavercreek OR 97004

Robert Cooper
30575 Evergreen Rd
Hillsboro OR 97124

Dianne Holloway
30255 NW Evergreen
Hillsboro OR 97124

Young Kuk/Jie Kyung
P.O. Box 1034
Hillsboro OR 97123

Les/]vlarsha Thatcher
P.O. Box 845
Beavercreek OR 97004

Elizabeth Graser-Lindsey
21341 S Ferguson Rd
Beavercreek OR 97004

Hank Stukey
P.O. Box 3616
Portland OR 97208

Tom/Sharon Comish
P.O. Box 312
Hillsboro OR 97123

Thomas Jazwinski
30295 NW Evergreen Rd
Hillsboro OR 97124

Frank/Gertrude Marshall
30297 NW Evergreen Rd
Hillsboro OR 97124

Mike Thurman
30585 NW Evergreen Rd
Hillsboro OR 97124

vr\gJr.- D4
Otto/Ethel Jossi
30275 NW Evergreen
Hillsboro OR 97124

Barbara Chalberg
30245 NW Evergreen
Hillsboro OR 91124

Robert/Carol Curl
1066 NE 6th Ave Dr
Hillsboro OR 97 124-2346

Willard/Shelah Jett
30299 NW Evergreen
Hillsboro OR 97124

Ray/Arlette Milovanovich
28551 Moon Shadow Dr.
Menifer Ca 92584

o

o

o
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6OO IORTHEAST GRAND AVEilUE

rEt 501 797 ll00
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2I'6
FAX 501 191 1791

M erno

September 16,2002

J.R., Kelly, Eric and Bruce Brooks
and Kelly Simmelink
17141 SE Hvry.212
Clackamas, OR 97015

Dear lnterested Citizens

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.oro) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

R//2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

M.metro'region.org

o
TOD 797 1804
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Councilor Rod Par( Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OF.97232

September 3,2002

RE: Urban Growth Boundary

I work at a business on Highway 212 in Clackamas which is currently outside the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am in favor of bringing in the study areas l0-19 into the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am also in favor of bringing in study areas 17 and l8 as

industrial/commercial land as recommended by the Clackamas County Commissioners.
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Councilor Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OP.97232

September 3,2002

RE: Urban Growth Boundary

I work at a business on Highway 212 in Clackamas which is currently outside the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am in favor of bringing in the study areas l0-19 into the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am also in favor of bringing in study areas 17 and 18 as

industrial/commercial land as recommended by the Clackamas County Commissioners.
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Councilor Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OP.97232

September 3, 2002

RE: Urban Growth Boundary

I work at a business on Highway 212 in Clackamas which is currently outside the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am in favor of bringing in the study areas l0-19 into the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am also in favor of bringing in study areas 17 and l8 as
industrial/commercial land as recommended by the Clackamas County Commissioners.
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Councilor Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OP.97232

September 3, 2002

RE: Urban Growth Boundary

I work at a business on Highway 212 in Clackamas which is currently outside the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am in favor of bringing in the study areas l0-19 into the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am also in favor of bringing in study areas l7 and 18 as
industrial/commercial land as recommended by the Clackamas County Commissioners.
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Councilor Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OP.97232

September 3,2002

RE: Urban Growth Boundary

I work at a business on Highway 212 in Clackamas which is currently outside the Urban
Growth Boundary. I am in favor of bringing in the study areas l0-19 into the Urban
GroMh Boundary. I am also in favor of bringing in study areas l7 and 18 as

industrial/commercial land as recommended by the Clackamas County Commissioners.
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6OO NORTHTAST GRANO AVEilUC
TtL 503 '97 

lr00
PORTLAND. ORTGON 97232 2736
f Ax 503 79' 1191

M erno

September 16,2002

Ms. Jean Hoodman, President
VanRose, lnc.
28570 NW Evergreen Rd.
Hillsboro, OR 97124

Dear Ms. Hoodman

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. Your farm was not in the over 80,000 acres studied so
was not included in Mr. Burton's recommendation. Councilor Susan Mclain has offered to meet with you
personally if you wish to discuss your property in more detail. Please contact her assistant, Claudia
Wilton, at 503-797-1543 to schedule a time that would be convenient.

The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-
reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process. You may have already received our notice of the
public hearings that have been scheduled in October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this
letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

Metro Council
Claudia Wilton

Retycled PaPtt
wW.met.o'region.org
TOO 797 1804
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VanRose. Inc.a Hillsboro. Oregon

June I 4.2002

AuB 2 2 2$$2

o

Susan Mclain
Metro Council Dist 4
2510 Mills Lane
Forest Grove. Oregon 97116

We are interested our family farm being included in the Urban Growth Boundary. We
understand it may take several years to accomplish but want our interests noted.

Please present the enclosed plot map showing our family farm (highlighted) to Metro
Regional Services for consideration in the revised Urban Growth Boundary. The address
fbr the farm is: 6000 NW Jackson School Road. It is located in the Northwest corner of
the area which is bordered by South of Waibel Creek, West of Sewell Road, North of
Evergreen, and East of Jackson School Road. It includes approximately 160 acres.

Thank you in advance fbr your assistance with including the farm in the UGB

Respectfully,

ldtt tL 22A".v.,

Jedn Hoodman. President
VanRose. Inc.

Correspondence Address:
28570 NW Evergreen Rd
Hillsboro. OR 97124
503-648-4335

Norma Thompson
Treasurer/Secretary

/n

o

Dear Ms. Mclain:
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2002UGB Citizen Comments (copies filed in Growth Record, alphabetically)

Interactive Map Results

6000 NW JACKSON SCHOOL RD, HILLSBORO9TI24
o Outside the urban growth boundary
o Outside the study areas
o Outside Executive Recommendation
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Executive Recom mendation

Study Area: Non-Resource Lands

Tier I 2000 Altematives Analysis exception lands contiguous to
the UGB and EFU land (non-high value) completely
surrounded by exception land.

Tier lA 2000 Alternatives Analysis exception land not
contiguous to the UGB.

Tier 2 Marginal Land, a unique classification of non-resource
land in Washington County that allowed dwelling units
on EFU land.

Study Area: Resource Lands

Tier 3 Resource land needed to serve exception land.

Tier 4 Mix of soils, majoriry class III and IV, some class I and
II, no inigation district.
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Comments received through 8127/02 (Mcl-ist "2002 UGB Citizen Comments")
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6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEt 503 797 1700
PORTLAND, OREGON 9723) 21)6

f Ax 503 797 1197

M erno

September 16,2002

Ms. Mariann Feldmann
15748 NW Claremont Dr.
Portland, OR 97 229-87 04

Dear Ms. Feldmann

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

ReL-ytlctl I'aPer
M.metro-region.org
TDD 797 1804

o
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5OO XOf,THTAST GRAND AVIXUE
Ttt 503 791 1700

PORTLANO. OREGON 97232 27'6
FAX 50f 79f 1197

o

M erno

September 16,2002

Earland Loris ltel
12155 SW Tualatin Sherwood Rd
Tualatin, OR 97062-6828

Dear Mr. and Mrs. ltel:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

Retytled PaPet
ww.metro-region.org
TDD 797 180{

o
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Earl J. and Loris D. Itel
12155 SW Tualatin-Sherwood Rd.
Tualatin, OR 97062 [ - tL(

-c L

September 9,2ffi2

RE: I.JGB expansion proposed by Regional

We are owners of property adjacent to the Urtan Groudt Boundary between the cities of Tualatin
and Sherwood. The specific properties are located on the border of the UGB, soutt of Tualatin-
Sherwood Road, between 120h Avenue and Cipole Road. The tax lots are 2S127C000500 (26.97
aoes), and 2S127C000701 (18.39 acres).

We stnongly support the proposal by the Regional Economic Development Paflners to indude these
propefties within the urtan grorartfr boundary during the next phase of elpansion. We urye the Metro
Council to carefully consider the following factors supporting the indusion of our ptoperty within the
urban groudr boundary:

* This area is one of the feur studied for possible UGB expansion designated as an indusffial zone.

* Given the tremendous populaUon increase in Tualatin and Sherwood in recent y@8, and the
scarcity of large industrial parcels in the meto area, the inclusion of this area in the UGB would
help b balance jobs and housing.

* This area is completely sunounded by the UGB and exception lands.

* The immediate vicinity is rapidly indusffialilng and TualaUn-Sherwood Road is a heavily taveled
conidor designated as a major arterial in the RTP.

* High value farmland is scarce, and the majority of acreage in the sunounding area will never be
used for agriculhrral production due to poor soils or the removal of topsoil by quarry activiUes.

* The available agriorltural parcels in the area are not large enough to profitably support taditional
agriculfural pursu'rts and are isolated from other agricultural areas.

* Almost all the tax lots proposed for inclusion in the UGB in this area are possessed by only three
property owners, making the assembly of land for large'scale industrial campuses relaUvely
simple.

,^-""n)'O

o

* The Gty of Tualatin has indicated it generally supports the indusion of our property in the UGB.

* Tualatin's comprehensive plan indicates water and sewer seruice is planned adjacent to our
properly along TualaUn-Sherwood Road up to 124h Avenue.

We would appreciate your thoughffiil consideration of this matter. Please feel free to contact us if
you require additional informaUon, or if we can conUibute to the process in any way. Thank you for
any assistance you can prcMde.

Sincerely,

fi*-( /. &,/- .,Ma*-,,n.d/Z/
Ead J. Itel
Loris D. Itel
CC: Metro Council, Mike Burton, MichaelJordan, Carl Hosticka, Doug Rux

D
IECItr[Vtr

sEP I 1 2002

o



6OO flORTHTAST GRAilD AVITIUT
TEt 501 797 r700

POnTtAilD, OREGON 97232 27t6
f Ax 503 r97 1797

M erRo

September 16,2002

Mr. Eric Johnson
Owner
11635 SW Waldo Wy
Sherwood, OR 97140-8356

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Presiding Officer Carl Hosticka fonrarded your letter to me and, as chair of the Community Planning
Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your letter regarding Metro's Urban
GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and
included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.oro) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

RJ/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

Re cycled PuPct
m-metro-region o.9
TOD 797 18Oa

o
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6OO NORTHEA!T GRAND AVINUE
TCt 501 797 1700

PORTLAND. ORTGON 972'2 2736
f Ax 50t 791 1191

M erno

September 16,2002

Mr. Fred Loomis, Ed.D.
3754 SE Meier Ct.
Hillsboro, OR 97123

Dear Dr. Loomis

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

O

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

cc. Metro Council

Rccycled PaPet
M.metro-region.org
TOD 797 1804

o



September 9,2002

o Councilor Rod Park
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR97232

Dear Committee,

I wish to comment on the recent "Urban growth boundary expansion decision" pamphlet I
received through the mail. Thank you for helping keep us ffirmed.

A comment I feel needs to be made concerning the growth we are experiencing and will
continue to experience, and its serious impact on the ffiastructure in the tri-county area.
The traffic is as bad or worse than any other city in the nation, including the LA area.
Schools are crowded and left with no room to build. Housing has gone to "zero lot line"
and row house construction. Many developments are allowed to install ruurower streets
with the "promise" that parking will be limited. These kinds of ground saving procedures
must have an impact on public safety. Continued expansion without the supporting
structure, is going to worsen the quality of life of those of us who love to live in this area.
We must allow for some "catch up" time devoted to infrastructure.

o Thank you for your consideration of this matter and your continuing efforts to improve
this area for us all.

Sincerely,

Fred Loomis, Ed.D.
3754 SE Meier CT.
Hillsboro, OP.97l23

o

IEGtr[ Vtr
sEP 1 0 2002
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6OO NORTHEAST GRAflD AVENUE
TEr 503 r97 1700

PORTLAND, OREGOfl 97232 2735
FAX 503197 1197

M erno

September 16,2002

Mr. and Mrs. Les/Marsha Thatcher
P. O. Box 845
Beavercreek, OR 97004

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Thatcher:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A gopy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in

October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

o

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

Recycled PaPcr
M.met.o'region.olg
TDD 797 1804

o

I



Sep 10 OZ tlz4?a Thatchen Construction Co 5O3 632 37OB

ks & lvlarsha Thatcher
PO Box 845

21353 S. Irvi
Beavercreek, Or. 97004

p.1

Councilor Rod Park
Chair, Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portlan4 Or.97232

IE fr\ lE:' [ \ /7 l-t?l-d LLs tE U V ti=

sEP 1 0 20a2

I

o

Dear Rod;

Received a copy ofyour recommendations ofthe Urban Crrowth Boundaryexpansion-

Please consider expanding the boundary south at least to Ivel Rd. in your axea #30. I
have over nineteen acresjust east ofBeavercreek road and north oflvel

I would much appreciate your consideration on this matter.

Thanks,

Sincerely,

ks Thatcher

o



O Septembe r 15,2002
MetrnGnowth Mgn.

SEP I d Z00Z

Mr. Tim O'Brien
Associate Regional Planner
METRO Regional Services
500 Northeast Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736

a\ -, , '.,(rt1 /t .-Lra' ' .

(

4d"

o

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

This is to confirm my request that my property (specific information below)
be taken into the Portland Urban Growth Boundary OGB) at the earliest
possible opportunity. The section in which my approximately 5 acres is

located is considered "Exception Land" for Metro purposes (Tier One,
highest priority for housing use) and it is included in the current Study Area.

Although my property was not included in the approximately 17,000 acres

(out of approximately 80,000 acres in the Study Area) recommended for
UGB inclusion recently by Mike Burton, it is not too late for reconsideration
and inclusion. Please submit this request to Mr. Burton for his review.

I am aware that several other property owners in the section are also writing
to you requesting UGB inclusion. A number of factors make this section a

wise UGB addition at this point in time.

Specifics of my two parcels, which are contiguous:

#1: Section 22 lN lW; TL 100 3.09 acres

#2: SectionZ2 lN lW; TL 700 2.00 acres

Thomas K. Nash
P.O. Box 729
Welches, OR 97067-0729
s03-622-3260
tkn ash f@ co nce n tri c. neto

Thank you for your assistance and consideration in this matter.



UGB m Account - UGB uest

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

CC:
McLain

P

Mr. Nash, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB), which Tim O'Brien fonrarded
to me. A copy of your comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official
record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkv'ry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

UGB System Account
tknash@concentric. net
Wed, Sep 18,200211:01 AM
UGB Request

BillAtherton, Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

o

o

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.



o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
adellej@teleport.com
Wed, Sep 25,2002 3:27 PM
UGB

Adele, thank you for your e-mail and for the packet of material you sent through the regular mail. I'm sorry
we weren't able to connect.

From what I understand from Nancy Goss Duran in Mike Burton's office, the actual route of our tour this
Friday hasn't been finally determined just yet, but I have the information you wanted me to see.

I'll let you know if I have questions or need more information. Thank you again.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

o

o

UGB . UGB



o 9125/02

Councilor,

I have three packets of information provided by Ms. Jenike

Brookman Road Property (northern portion of Area 55 and Area 54 - Tier l),
requesting inclusion in UGB

2.

3

Rush Property, Lake Oswego (prepared by OTAK, June 2002), requesting inclusion
in UGB

Petersen Property, Lake Oswego (prepared by OTAK, May 2002), requesting
inclusion in UGB

She said she has given you all copies of these (with the exception of Councilors Atherton and
Burkholder, and Councilor Bragdon doesn't have the Brookman Road packet), so she is sending
me these documents for you (to save me the photocopying time!). I'll make sure you receive
them.

In the interim, please let me know if you have any questions or would like to see the file copy

Rooney

I

o

o



Barker - 1

t From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

adelle jenike <adellej@teleport.com>
<parkr@metro.dst.or. us>, <barker@metro.dst.or. us>
9120102 3:09PM
UGB

o

Councilor Park

I appreciate your effort in trying to accommodate our request for a
tour of the Sherwood and Lake Oswego areas. However, I do understand
that your busy schedule prevents your attendance at this time.
Therefore, I am sending you information on these two areas for your
consideration, this December, for placement into the Urban Growth
Boundary.

One area, Shenuood, is contiguous to the city limits and is south of
Sherwood, off 99W and along Brookman Road. The Lake Oswego area is
contiguous to the city limits, is south of Lake Oswego and is off
Stafford and Bergis Road. Both of theses areas have complete
preliminary expansion concept plans. The Sherwood plan was funded with
a grant from Metro of $50,000, however, the Lake Oswego plan was
privately funded. Both Cities were actively involved during the
drafting stage of the plans and local officials were instrumental in the
finaldraft.

The property owners request that these areas, Sherwood and Lake
Oswego, be included during the September 27lh West Side Tour with
elected officials.

Please review the information and please contact me if you have any
questions.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter
Adelle Jenike
B/P 503-635-9295
Fax 503-636-2579
E-Mail: adellej@teleport.com

CC: R. Barker/Metro

(ooJ

o
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September 20,2002

Mr. Rod Park
Metro Councilor
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Rod:

As per my E-Mail message from earlier today, I am enclosing information on the
Sherwood and Lake Oswego areas that the property owners request inclusion into the
Urban Growth Boundary this December.

Please contact me if you have any questions or wish further information. I, along
with the property owners, wish to thank you for your time and consideration in this
matter.

Sincerely,

Adelle Jenike

Adelle Jenike
Associate Broker

RE/MAX equity group, inc.
16055 SW Boones Ferry Road, Lake Oswego, Oregon 97035

Office: (503) 635-9295, Fax: (503) 636-2579, E-Mail: adellej@teleport.com, Website: adellejenike.com

Each Office lndependently Owned and Operated

Enc
AJ/tjl

o
nLs
ts

I
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UGB System Account - Survey Response/Urban Grovvth Boundary Page 1

o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
deharpport@msn.com
Wed, Sep 25,2002 9:46 AM
Survey Response/Urban Growth Boundary

o

Mr. Deharpport, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want
to thank you for your survey regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your completed
survey has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reoion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

cc j /%rfu 0o"''/'l
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200 1-2002 LET'S TALK SURVEY

U,t you rccelved thls survey at a coffee talk' you can

complete lt and glve lt to your discusslon leader. lf not
or lf you need more time, you can flll h out later, mall it
bach or complete the survey on Metro's web slte
(www.metrc-reglon.org/letstalk).

1. Managing the urban growth boundary - Write your

response to each item to indicate how you feel about the

urban growth boundary.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

9'2-Approach 1 Do not expand the boundary

F- Rpproach 2 Expand the boundary around Damascus

-gA-Approach 3 Expand the boundary onto farmland

- 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us your

ideas in the comment section on the next page

o2. Cost of growth - Write the your response to each

item to indicate your feeling about paying for the costs

of groMh.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

- 
Approach 1 Ask those who benefit to ruza

- 
Approach 2 Ask those who benefit to pay a greater share

3 A approach : Share costs equallY

- 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us your

ideas in the comment section on the next page

3. Fish and wlldlife habitat - Write your response for
each item to indicate your feeling about protecting

fish and wildlife habitat.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

- 
Approach 1 No change

/9- epproach z lncrease education programs

-9O- Approach 3 Adopt regulations

I /|-Approach 4 Buy more open spaces

o - 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us your

ideas in the comment section on the next page

4. Parks and open space land - Write your response for

each item to indicate howyou feel about parks and open

space land.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

D Approach 1 Live within existing resources

A- Approach 2 Buy and maintain more open spaces

4 Rpproach 3 Buy land for parks and neighbohoods

t{ I epproach q Buy and create trails

- 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us

your ideas in the comment section on the next page

5. Transportation - Write your response for each item to

indicate how you feel about investing transportation funds.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS),

Disagree (D), Strongly disagree (5D)

D- Approach 1 Manage existing system

SA- Approach 2 lnvest in key projects aimed at relieving

traffic congestion

ft Approach 3 lnvest in a mix of neighborhood projects

- 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us

your ideas in the comment section on the next page

6. Raislng funds for transpoftation proiects -
your response for each item to indicate how you feel

about paying for transportation improvements.

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

A Approach 1 Get the most out of the current system

Lapproach 2 Raise taxes and fees

L approach 3 Raise funds with user fees and tolls

- 
Are there other approaches? lf so, please give us

your ideas in the comment section on the next page.

I

7. Quallty of life policies - lf you could tell the Metro

Council one thing about our region's policies related

to quality of life what would it be? r ,
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8. other comments Did you idqntify other approaches? -JD LJ *p- ! p"* ,- 6t/rau.L
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9. Coffee talk feedback - lf you participated in a coffee

talk, please f6lqc a feur moments and let us know your

thoughts about the coffee talk you attended. lndicate yoili
opinion of the following statements:

Strongly agree (SA), Agree (A), Not sure (NS), Disagree (D),

Strongly disagree (SD)

- 
I feel more informed about tradeoffs and choices related

to growth in our region

- 
lt was valuable to hear what others are thinking about

these issues

- 
Hearing other peoplet views changed my opinions about
the issues

- 
The facilitator/discussion leader did a good job

- 
Length of time for discussion was adequate

How long was the coffee talk you attended?

nt norr. 1z whours E did not attend a coffee talk

Hour did you learn about the coffee talk?

,fl.-n.*, Erv n.* En.*p.p"t E

Keep me lnformed about the results of the coffee
talks and future opportunlties to participate ln
regional growth lssues:

Name T-7

Phone 5b3- 48* o?o3

E-mai 6P

I prefer to receive information bY:

E mail E e-mait

aaa*rr? O. ZsX ,L977ztp ?7 oZS
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COuNCILON ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUI

TEL 50! 797-1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97212 2736
F A X 503 797-'t'193

o

o

M erno
September 25,2002

Mr. Ed Doubrava
15687 SW Hawk Ct.
Sherwood, OR 97140

Dear Mr. Doubrava:

Thank you for completing and returning our survey on the urban groMh boundary (UGB). Your
comments have been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding
the UGB in December 2002.

On August l, the Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l 5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, I 221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

o
www melro_reqlon orq
Rttyrlrrl PaPtr

cc: Metro Council



Where do we grow from here? Let's talk

2OOZ urban growth
boundary MetnoGro'th'I'

sEP 2 3 2f,02
o

The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
property within Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input from
interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's web site: wWfv.metro-region.orglugb)

Name € O Doct6\ttt{ l+

ao
5flgtzo+nctcJt o R

Mailing address lf|Dk'7 Sd tlntttC CT / ZP q7t Llo

I prefer to get follow-up communication (check one) fE-mail Postal mail

Questions relating to property adiacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own properry being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
boundary? \
{ Yes No Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. If NO, move to question 5.

2. In which Metro study area is your properry located? Enter all of the study area O
numbers that apply

,(To find thc Metro study area number for your property, look above your name on rhe
addrcss label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Mctro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies requird the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about your property. Do you believe your properry would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundary?

-)C Y.r IThy

- 
No '!fhy not

- 
Not sure

4. Does your property include (please check all that apply):
A residence
A business or commercial cstablishment
Farm or forest
Historic structure or century farm
Steep slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent
or greater)
A stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?
Yes _No
tDflildlife of some type is present or passes through it

3

M erno
PEOPLE PLACES

OPEN 5PACE5

Plannlng
Department
)0 NE Grand Ave.

Portland, OR
97232-27)6

I (503) 797-1839
x (503) 797-1 9 I I

kcyclcd papcr

x
o

E-mail address ed € Sh | '+Aeurq^. , u. " fU',pe-f



CoUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503'l 97-1547
PORTLANO, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797-1193

a

o

M erRo
September 25,2002

Mr. David Selby
P. O. Box 1427
Tualatin, OR 97062

Dear Mr. Selby:

Thank you for completing and returning our survey on the urban growth boundary (UGB). Your
comments have been included as part of the official record for the Metro Council's decision on expanding
the UGB in December 2002.

On August l, the Executive Officer made his recommendation to the Metro Council on the UGB
expansion. At this stage, no decisions are being made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October
and, at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence and information received
regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our
Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the

following dates and at the specified locations:

October I - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, l9l5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW 5th, Beaverton
October l0 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October l5 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Parkway, Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, l22l SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District I

Metro Council

www rnelr() reqrorr or.l
llttytltrl ptpLr

o cc: Metro Council



2OO2 urban growth
boundary tlretnoGrowhMstrt

where do we grow from here? Let's talk SEP 2 + ZOOO
The purpose of this survey is to get specific feedback from individuals who own
property within Metro's urban growth boundary study area and to get input from
interested persons on urban growth boundary policy issues. (You also can complete
this survey on Metro's

Name
.aK

Mailing address

E-mail address

zw 770G2_

Iflhy
!7hy not

ct)n\#
I prefer to get follow-up communication (check one) E- ^^itXportal mail

Questions retating to propefi adiacent to the UGB?

1. Do you own property being considered for inclusion into the urban growth
boundarv?

{ v.t No 

- 
Not sure

If YES, answer questions 2 through 4. tf NO, move to question 5.

2 In which Metro study area is your property located? Enter all of the study area
numbers that apply +q
,(To lind the Metro study area number for your properry, Iook above your name on the
address label of the urban growth boundary workshops postcard you received from Metro. If
your property is in more than one study area, the study area numbers will be separated by
commas.)

State and regional land-use laws and policies requirc the Metro Council to
abide by and consider certain factors when making their decision about the
urban growth boundary. In addition, the Council is interested in your views
about your properry. Do you believe your properry would be appropriate for
being included inside the urban growth boundary?

o

3

M erno
PEOPI.E PLACES

OPEN SPACES

Planning
Department
)0 NE Grand Ave.

Portjand, OR
97232-2736

! (503) 797-r839
x (s03) 797-1 9 I I

X Yes

-No
Not sure

4. Does your properry include (please check all that apply):
A residence
A business or commercial establishment
Farm or forest
Historic structure or century farm
Steep slopes (greater than 2.5 feet in height for every 10 feet in length or 25 percent
or greater)
A stream(s) runs through it. If so, does the stream(s) flow year round?
Yes 

-Nol7ildlife of some type is presenr or passes through it

o
F.cqcbd papcr

x



o
8:30 a.m

8:50 a.m.

9:00 a.m.

9:35 a.m.

10:45 a.m.

11'.45 a.m

Metro Eastside Study Area Bus Tour Itinerary
September 20,2002

Metro Council Annex, Coffee/Pastries, Map Viewing

Begin boarding bus

Depart Metro. Welcome and Tour Purpose, Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer

Gresham (Charles Becker, Mayor; Rob Fussell, City Manager)
. RockwoodMest Gresham Urban Renewal District
. Gresham Regional Centero Silicon Forest East. Study Areas 6,7 and 12

Boring/Damascus (Michael Jordan, Glackamas County Gommissioner). Damascus Study Areas 10-19

Lunch Break (Dairy Queen/Safeway, 20151 SE Highway 212) parking lot
. Gene Grant, Mayor, Happy Valley

12:15 p.m. Depart from Damascus

1:00 p.m Oregon City (Bob Bailey, Oregon Gity Planning Commissioner)
. Study Areas 26 and 28 (Beavercreek)

1:45 p.m Stafford Basin (Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer; MichaelJordan,
Clackamas County Commissioner; Lou Ogden, Mayor, Tualatin)
. Study Areas 3742

2:15 p.m Tualatin (Lou Ogden, Mayor). Study Area 48

3:30 p.m. Arrive at Metro

o

o



o

o

8:30 - 8:50 a.m.
8:50 a.m.
9:00 a.m. sharp

9:35 a.m

l0:00 a.m.

l0:45 a.m.

I l:45 a.m.

l2:15 p.m.

Eastside Study Area Bus Tour

Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, Council Annex, Coffee and Pastries
Begin boarding bus
Leave Metro

Gresham
Rockwood/West Gresham Urban Renewal District

I-84 East to l8l't Ave. (Exit l3), turn right
South on I 8 I't Ave. to Burnside, turn left
East on Burnside to 188'h, turn right
South on l88th to Stark, turn left
East on Stark to 190'h, turn right
South on l90th to Division, turn left

G resham Regional Center
East on Division to Civic Dr., turn left
North on Civic Dr. to Burnside, turn right (view point)
East on Burnside to223'd,turn left

Silicon Forest East
North on 223'd to Glisan, turn right
East on Glisan to Hogan/242nd, turn right
South on Hogan to Burnside, turn left

Study Areas 6,7 , and 12
South on Burnside lHwy.26 to Orient Dr., turn left
South on Orient Dr. to Barnes/262nd, turn right (view point)
South on 262"d,bear left (on Callister), to267'hlAnderson Rd., turn right
South on 267th (cross Telford) to Rugg Rd., rurn right
West on Rugg Rd. to 252"d'turn right,
North on 252"d to Rugg Rd., turn left
West on Rugg Rd. to Hogan Rd., turn right (view point)
North on Hogan Rd. to Butler Rd., tum left
West on Butler Rd. to Persimmons Country Club, turn left into Clubhouse entry
to turnaround (possible bathroom break)

Boring
Turn right onto Butler Rd. and go east to Hogan, turn right
South on Hogan Rd.l242"d to Rugg Rd., turn left
East on Rugg Rd. lo252nd,turn right
South on 252nd to Rugg Rd., turn left
East on Rugg Rd. to Telford Rd., turn right
South on Telford Rd which tums into 272"d Ave. to Wally Rd., turn left
East on Wally Rd. to Hwy.2l2

Damascus
West on Hwy.2l2 to242"d, turn right
North on 242"d to Tillstrom Rd., turn left (view point)
West on Tillstorm Rd., to 222nd,nmleft
South on 222"d to Hwy 212, turn right
West on Hwy . 212 to Dairy Queen/Safeway

Lunch Break (Dairy Queen/Safeway 20151 SE Highway 212) parking lot

West on Hwy.212 to Armstrong Circle, turn right (view point)
West on Armstrong Circle to Hwy.212, turn righto



o

o

l2:30 p.m

l:00 p.m.

l:45 p.m.

2:15 p.m.

2:45 p.m.

3:30 p.m

West on Hwy.212 to I-205 interchange south

Oregon City
South on I-205 to Exit l0 (Highway 213 south), bear right around corner
Southwest on Highway 213 to Beavercreek Rd, turn left
Southeast on Beavercreek Rd. to Henrici Rd., turn right (view point)
West on Henrici Rd. to Highway 213, turn right
North on Hwy.2l3 to I-205 interchange south

Stafford Basin
West on I-205 to 2nd West Linn exit (10'h Ave.?), bear right
Turn right on l0'h Ave. and go north to Salamo, turn right
Continue on Salamo Rd. to Rosemont Rd., turn left
Northwest on Rosemont to Stafford Rd., turn left (view point)
West on Stafford Rd. to Borland Rd., turn right
West on Borland Rd. to 65s, turn right
North on 65s to Nyberg St., turn right
West on Nyberg St., to I-5 interchange south

Tualatin
South on I-5 to North Wilsonville (exit 286)
Turn right on Boones Ferry Rd. and go north to Day Rd., turn left
West on Day Rd. to Grahams Ferry Rd., turn right
North on Grahams Ferry Rd. to Tonquin Rd., turn left
West on Tonquin Rd. to Waldo Way, turn right and continue in circle (view point)
around Waldo Way back to Tonquin Rd., turn left
East on Tonquin Rd. to Grahams Ferry Rd, turn right
South on Grahams Ferry Rd. to Day Rd., turn left
East on Day Rd. to Boones Ferry Rd., turn right
Boones Ferry Rd., to I-5 interchange north

Go north on I-5 to Metro
To downtown Portland exit
North on Naito Parkway, across Steele Bridge, right on Lloyd Blvd.
Lloyd Blvd to Grand Ave., left

Arrive at Metro

o



s position in favor of including property inth nded UGB

"Henkhaus, Ralph E" <ralph.e.henkhaus@intel.com>
"'Rod Park"' <parkr@metro.dst.or.us>
9120102 4:14PM
RE: RE: Ralph Henkhaus position in favor of including proper$ intheexpanded UGB

P

o
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

OK. Thanks.
It turns out that services are all in. Sewer is going in now in the lots
above me. Turns out that the Alder Ridge folks did a study a few years back
when they wanted to run a sewer line across my propefi. That study
indicated the elevations were favorable for a gravity fed sewer for most of
my property. As for density capacity, The Alder Ridge lots are going in at
around 7K sqft and my property is much more easily developed in terms of
elevation grades.
By the way, I know it's not a county thing, but it did seem odd to me that
Multnomah County was not more assertive in bringing some of the real close
in property into the UGB.
Thanks for your support.
Ralph Henkhaus

---Original Message---
From: Rod Park [mailto:parkr@metro.dst.or.us]
Sent: Wednesday, September 18,200210:09 PM
To: ralph.e. henkhaus@intel.com
Subject: Re: RE: Ralph Henkhaus position in favor of including proper$ in
theexpanded UGB

Ralph Henkhaus

Sorry for the odd response. I did not intend to copy you on the message or
I would have written in plain english! | was asking Metro staff to clarify
what the issues were, hence the odd sounding "planner speak". The first
question was on how services would be provided to your property and if
Portland has indicated it would or would not provide those services. The
second question was is what is the calculated housing units capacity.
Either or both could have affected Mike Burton's recommendation to Council

Rod Park

>>> "Henkhaus, Ralph E" <ralph.e.henkhaus@intel.com> 0911810218:30 PM >>>
Rod,
Was that an auto reply or a response taken out of context?
Ralph Henkhaus

---Original Message----
From : Rod Park [mailto: parkr@metro. dst.or. us]
Sent. Wednesday, September 18,2002 5:51 PM
To: ralph.e. henkhaus@intel.com
Subject: RE: Ralph Henkhaus position in favor of including property in
theexpanded UGB

Okay, what is the story on this? sounds like a servrce problem with
Portland or a low yield problem?

o

o
>>> "Henkhaus, Ralph E" <ralph.e.henkhaus@intel.com> 09118102 05 39PM >>>
Dear Rod,

RE: RE: 1



Ro'cney Barker - RE: RE: Ralph Henkhaus position in favor of including property intheexpanded UGB Page2

o

o

Ralph Henkhaus
(H) 503 297 5934
(w) 503.712.6012

The entire East boundary of my property is presently being built up against
by Forest Heights and the Alder Ridge neighborhood. lt turns out that I have
two acres that are actually inside Portland inside the UGB that will become
land locked at that time. Since

o

ln the spring I sent a letter to Rob O'Brien recommending inclusion of my
property into the expanded UGB. He forwarded it to the exec council. When my
property did not get recommended as part of the Executive Recommendation he
recommended that I re-send my information to you.

Owners of the property being referred to:
Ralph and Karen Henkhaus
Address of the property being referred to:
10511 NW Laidlaw Rd.
Portland, OR 97229

We live on a 17 acre parcel (4 tax lots) in Bonny Slope. We are presently
being squeezed by serious development on 3 sides: Forest Heights and Alde
Ridge to the East; Bethany to the West; and numerous neighborhoods and small
acreage conversions to the South. While it is fun to live on a "rural
island" in the middle of a major developing area, all the local growth has
pretty much removed the rural feel of the neighborhood. ln fact, all of the
things that make this property less attractive as a rural area make it more
attractive as an area for development.
Also, 2 of my acres are inside the UGB, but are now being cut off by Alder
Ridge. With the rest of my propefi being outside the UGB, development of
this land becomes questionable.

Some key points
" Of all the Tier 1 lands under consideration, this property is the
closest to downtown Portland and 15 minutes from the Hillsboro technology
centers. Thus it can provide homes where they are needed while minimizing
sprawl.* The propefi is part of the (previous) Urban Reserve.* The property abuts the UGB.
" Both Forest Heights and Alder Ridge abut the east boundary, which
puts sewer adjacent to the property.* Water, Gas, Electricity, Phone are all in place.* Schools and roads are all in place.
" The 17 acres is sufficient for development, there is no farm value,
no old groMh, and no major environmental concerns.* As far as I can tell, it would be the only west side Multnomah
county land to be brought into the UGB.

Thank you,



o
I feel very strongly that we should not keep a20 year supply of buildable
land. I believe that the state law should be changed so you are not required
to plan for this. I don't blame Metro. . . . you poor folks have the hard
job of following the law. I just don't believe that the law is right.

Someday, somewhere we need to stop this growth. We either run out of land
now and live with the high prices and lack of affordable homes. . . but have
some open space and farm land available. . .. . . . . OR, we put this off
for some future generation. lf we don't limit growth now, years later people
will still run out of land, there won't be affordable housing, but then there
won't be any green space or farm land either. ln my opinion that is a much
worse scenario.

I am an college educated (BA) middle aged person who has worked for
government for years. I even worked with county commissioners who struggle
with these growth issues allthe time. ljust haven't heard an argument yet
that convinces me that we need to use up our farm land and open spaces for
housing.

lf we do not expand the urban growth boundary, Portland will become
expensive and people won't be able to find affordable housing here. But,
eventually the population will shift to other areas. At some point, the
pendulum will swing and prices will go down again as our homes and population
ages.

Thanks for asking.

o ec: filiv A..^*
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B Account - Re: U

From:
To:
Date:
Sublect:

sion

UGB System Account
"cjensen @cesnw. com". GWIA. MetCen
Thu, Sep 26,200210:57 AM
Re: UGB Expansion Decision.

o

Mr. Jensen, as chair of the Community Planning Commiftee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> CarlJensen <cjensen@cesnw.com> 914102 4:13:05 PM >>>
Dear Rod Park:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to Metro's Official Public Notice. I truly believe the decisions have
already been made and the justifications for the decision have been printed or will be shortly. The
upcoming hearings are only being performed because our land use laws mandate that Metro hold them.
Case in point, the executives Officers Recommendation List has been promoted and followed for about
five years now with little change to the "out yead' expansion areas.

I do notice that Metro's brochure/notice lists the rules for expanding the boundary. lf these rules truly
apply, then one should ask why Metro violates the rules established and then tells everyone they are
complying. Please note:

1. Metro must estimate population growth for the next 20 years.

Who's numbers do you wish to use. ln a government controlled environment, estimating population groMh
becomes academic and self fulfilling process. lf you want to slow growth, governments can and do restrict
development by controlling the approval process both by increasing the regulations and by restricting
interpretation of what complies. Portland, West Linn, Lake Oswego, and Beaverton are prime examples,
with the Cig of Portland so constricted that even simple staff approvals are 18 months in review and cost
the developer twice as much to achieve than in any other jurisdiction. Some jurisdictions do it by
restricting when a propefi may be annexed into the jurisdiction and then developed. The annexation
process can take at minimum of 2 years to complete.

2. Metro and local governments must develop plans to efficiently accommodate a "reasonable" amount of
estimated growth inside the existing boundary.

So far, I have seen little if any effort by Metro to achieve this goal. Effort is a function of dollars and
construction of infrastructure to accommodate groMh inside the UGB is left to the localjurisdictions. To
my knowledge, there are few dollars available to perform this "effort". As a consequence, infill of small
developable parcels becomes to expensive to meet current market prices. Moreover, there is little effort
made by localjurisdictions to correct the problem, for obvious reasons.

The development of plans to "efficiently accommodate" a "reasonable" amount of estimated growth. Whato

Decision. 1
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does these words and phrase really mean and who defines what is "reasonable"? ln this case, one can
argue they mean whatever Metro staff wants them to mean. Case in point, please refer to the Executives 1}
Officer's recommended expansion of 17,341acres. There is no "reasonable" reason for the l,
recommendation, because the areas of Damascus and Oregon City can not "efficiently accommodate" the
expected growth!

I my opinion, these words have little to no meaning and they are only concepts to talk about with soccer
moms and then feel good about what was said.

3. An expansion to the boundary must follow priorities defined by Oregon Law, first expanding onto
"non-resource land" that has the least value for farming and forestry.

Again, what does these words really mean? ln working terms they mean anything Metro's staff wants them
to mean. They are subjective and dependent in large measure on the developers politicalconnections.
One can clearly see who benefits and who gets denied by the drafting of approvals and denials of land
use applications that have occurred over the last 10 years.

4. Before adding land, Metro "must" analyzewhere it is "most efficient" to do so, primarily based on "ability
to provide urban services", such as roads, and utilities.

Even for a person not involved in the land development industry this is clearly "not" what has or is
happening at Metro. The best example is the Executive Officers No. 1 and No. 2 recommended expansion
areas of Damascus and Oregon City. Can you say truthfully these areas have the "ability to provide urban
services"? I strongly suspect Metro has not even checked to determine the facts. lf someone has, then
that person does not know what he is looking at when he makes the conclusion these areas have the
"ability to provide urban services". Perhaps the definition of "ability" is the key word, someone at Metro
should look it up in the dictionary.

Please note, the road system in and out of these areas are extremely limited both in capacity and number 
-of routes to places of employment and shopping. For the last 15 years, our job growth centers are along It

the Sunset - 217 Corridor and near the Portland Airport. Our current road systems to and from these
areas is quickly approaching "E" and "F" levels of service. To add to the problem, Metro has openly
promoted mass transit in Portland over providing a road system that facilitates the movement of goods
and services to the rest of the Metro-area. Bus service into Damascus and Oregon City is at best limited
and is expected to remain so until there is a population density sufficient to warrant additional service.
Until then, a car is "mandatory" to live in these areas but no new roads are planned to service the
additional trips created by "planned" expansion that forces people to drive 15 to 35 miles to find
employment.

Utility services such as domestic water and sanitary sewer are at best non-existent or significantly limited
to restrict groMh. Nor, should one forget to consider additional sources of water and sewage treatment
plants needed to provide the capacity to service these areas. Currently, both utilities are restricted and will
remain so for the near future of 10 years.

One has to ask why would Metro violate good planning principles and select these areas as the No. 1 and
2 areas to expand. The best response is Portland is concerned about losing its political control of the area
and seeks to divide the voting power of the people expected to live there. The second best response is
that by expanding the UGB in these areas, they can say they are complying with their mandate while at the
same time restrtcting development and controlling growth. Call it political cover for lack of a better term. All
other responses are just baby soup for the masses.

5. Only the amount of land "necessary" to meet the determined need can be included in the expansion.

As stated above, in a government controlled area this becomes totally subjective to the group in political
control. The words mean Portland as a political unit will continue to have control over growth and
development in the Metro area for the next 8 years. o
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o Under frequently asked questions, "Won't tight urban growth boundary result in more traffic?" Answer
given, "NO".

Can Metro be so bold as to say this with a straight face and mean it? Metro must be ignoring the simple
fact that more people means more movement of people and things within the available system. By not
providing new connections and routes means the existing congested system will become more congested
with more traffic. One only needs to take a look at the traffic volumes on our existing connecting road
system to know the true answer. Yes, there is going to be additional congestion!

With tongue-in-cheek we are expected to believe Metro is working with area cities, counties, and other
agencies to ensure "transportation choices" and to maintain "mobility". Can there be anything further from
the truth? The claim may not be totally wrong, but it is close enough not to matter. I trust I am not the only
person that sees a problem here in River City.

CC:
McLain

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o

o

UGB - Re: UGB

Thank you for your time,
Carl B. Jensen
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o

o

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

UGB System Account
"burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us".GWlA. MetCen
Thu, Sep 26,2002 11:19AM
Re: FW: Study Area 93

Mr. Edelman, Councilor Burkholder forwarded your e-mail to me and, as chair of the Communi$ Planning
Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for your comments regarding Study
Area 93 and Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments has been distributed to
each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the
UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Council will review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communi$ Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkvry., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

>>> Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us> 9125102 1219'.04 PM >>>

---- Forwarded Message
From: "Steven Edelman" <Edelman@mail.com>
Reply-To: <Edelman@mail.com>
Date: Tue, 24 Sep 200212:53:39 -0700
To: <burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us>
Subject: Study Area 93

Mr. Burkholder,

I am writing to you in support of the staff decision that Study Area 93 not
be included for consideration to come inside the UGB.

ln the last round of study this area, then known as 22D, was also
recommended by staff to stay outside but that decision was reversed at Metro
Council. My concern is that the same thing could happen again.

Although a glance at a map might lead one to believe there is little or no
reason this area can not be developed I think the staff report is correct in
the assessment that this is not correct. lf anything due to limitation in
the information that Metro provided the technical statf the reporto
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overstates the number of possible units that might be constructed
reinforcing the decision not to include.

ln addition there are additional factors staff was not permitted to consider
such as upcoming changes to environmental overlays under consideration by
Metro that would even further reduce the amount of developable land.

Finally there is the issue of The City of Portland's complete lack or
interest, if not outright hostility, towards annexing and providing services
to the area.

My conclusions in the matter are based on a lengthy analysis of the methods
and data used by staff to develop their scoring. Should you wish more in
depth information as to why I feelfinding is correct, please let me know.

Any assistance you can give me in communication this information to the
other Metro Council members would also be appreciated.

Steve Edelman
Edelman@mail.com
s03-297-9608 W
503-317-9608 C

--- End of Forwarded Message

o

CC:
Mclain

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan o

o
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To:

Subject:

From:

Date:

Councilor, FYl.

UGB System Account
BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon, Rod Monroe; Susan McLain
Thu, Sep 26,200211:10 AM
Fwd: RE: UGB Expansion

o

- Fwd: RE: UGB
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Cc: Rod
Subject:

we have

*^r f

"Hinck, Curt" <chinck@tycoint.com>
Rex Bu rkholder <burkholderr@metro. dst.or. us>
Tue, Sep 24,2002 1'.47 PM
RE: UGB Expansion

o

o

Thanks so much for your detailed response to my email. I will go though
your reply with my neighborhood association prior to our attending one of
the upcoming Metro meetings.

Attached is a revision to my original email to you (in MS Word Format), that
was re-written and modified to include a few more important points that I

did not detail in my correspondence to you (which was actually emailed to
Mr. Hosticka after I emailed you). lf you are going to make this "public"
and pass it to Rod Park, I would like to make sure these points are
associated to our cause as well.

<<UGB_ Hosticka.doc>>
Curt Hinck- Beaverton, OR
503-683-9006 Phone
503675€521Fax

---Origi Message----
From rkholder Imailto: burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us]
Sent: T , September 24,2002 11:47 AM
To: Hinck, rt

Re
B System Account
GB Expansion

Mr Hinck,

Thank you for your th I letter. ln to my reply below, I have
foruarded your letter to be into public record as well as
sharing it with Councilor Rod
Committee.

Ch the Community Planning

The 20 year residential land uirement, as you rightly point out,
is driving Metro's decis ng urban groMh boundary
expansion. I think there are ts that bringing in too much land
too fast (most deve at most a 5 year planning horizon)
leads to poor use of that But, until law is repealed or amended,
Metro needs to comply

The high rate of of the past ten years ( ing2.S%lyear, greater
on this area whichthan Jakarta and lcuttal) has put a lot of p

we've handled wlh more gr
reacheti the limits

race and success than
of the over-generous

we change policies, we will

other cities. That said
growth boundary set in

ilar large
years from now on

the early 80'V Unless
expansioy(assuminr

So, whatfo do now?

g growth continues apace) every

As you say, NIMBY arguments are not very strong. While there can always be
interpretations of the finer points regarding suitabili$ of land for o

Thanks again!l

pt-t
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o From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us>
"Hinck, Curt" <chinck@tycoint.com>
Tue, Sep 24,200211:42 AM
Re: UGB Expansion

o

Mr Hinck,

Thank you for your thoughtful letter. ln addition to my reply below, I have
forwarded your letter to be entered into the public record as well as
sharing it with Councilor Rod Park, Chair of the Communi$ Planning
Committee.

The 20 year residential land supply requirement, as you rightly point out,
is driving Metro's decision-making regarding urban groMh boundary
expansion. I think there are strong arguments that bringing in too much land
too fast (most developers/businesses use at most a 5 year planning horizon)
leads to poor use of that land. But, until this law is repealed or amended,
Metro needs to comply.

The high rate of growth of the past ten years (averaging 2.So/olyear, greater
than Jakarta and Calcutta!) has put a lot of pressure on this area which
we've handled with more grace and success than most other cities. That said,
we have reached the limits of the over-generous urban groMh boundary set in
the early 80's. Unless we change policies, we will face similar large
expansions (assuming groMh continues apace) every five years from now on.

So, what to do now?

As you say, NIMBY arguments are not very strong. While there can always be
interpretations of the finer points regarding suitability of land for
urbanization, the "steamroller of groMh" will get to everyone eventually,
and probably sooner than any of us would like.

ln my opinion, the more effective arguments would be:

1) support for increased density in areas well served by transit, with a
good mix of housing, jobs and shopping. For example, Vancouver BC has added
almost 40,000 more residents in its downtown over the last ten years, and
remains (or has become) one of the most livable cities on the planet. The
increased densities this region adopted as part of the Region 2040 plan are
a start (and very innovative for US cities) but just a start. Even Hillsboro
should be easily able to support high rise residentialdevelopment like the
suburbs of Vancouver BC, New Westminster and Metrotown. More people are
coming or being born here. They need to live somewhere. Our choices are
sprawl on the edge or density where it works.

2) support for actions that make increased densi$ possible and acceptable
such as: directing transportation funding to transit and other improvements
in high density centers to make walking and cycling the mode of choice in
those areas; opposition to widening freeways that encourage people to live
farther from their work and shopping while diminishing the quality of life
in the neighborhoods that they pass through (the places we want more people
to livel).

You may have other ideas that would be useful for the Council to hear. Most
of all, POLICY alternatives that reduce the need for bringing new land intoo
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the boundary are what we can use.

As you may know, the voter-approved Measure 26-29 directed Metro to focus
density in these centers as well as to increase public information about the
UGB decision. Protecting single family neighborhoods WHILE providing more
housing in centers is the only way we will be able to protect your and
similar communities over time. But, we need people such as you and your
neighbors to support greater density in our downtowns and mainstreets if we
hope to do so.

I hope this has been helpful

Yours truly,

Rex Burkholder
Metro Councilor-District 5

600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OR97232
503-797-1 546
burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us
www.metro-region.org
> From: "Hinck, Curt" <chinck@tycoint.com>
> Date: Wed, 18 Sep 2002 12:05:39 -0400
> To: burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us
> Cc: hinckcs@attbi.com
> Subject: UGB Expansion

> Hello,

> Our neighborhood is currently going through the process of "banding
> togethed'to oppose the UGB expansion in, and around Cooper Mountain/Bull
> Mountain in Washington County (Areas 65, 66 67). I understand this is not
> the districUarea that you represent, but based on your quoted comments in
> the Oregonian shortly after the Executive Decision was released, which
> opposed the expansion, we were hoping that you might be able to offer some
> advise or direction regarding the best way for our neighborhood to represent
> ourselves in this matter.

> We are intending to speak at one or several of the Metro Meetings scheduled
> in October, with as much fact as possible, and have also started a petition
> which we hope to have 500+ signatures on by October 1st. We do not just
> want to come across as NIMBY's, (not in my backyard- people), but at the
> same token, several of us, including myself, are 3rd and 4th generation
> Washington County residents and hate to see a beautiful "NaturalArea" like
> this be permanently scarred with 5264 Dwelling Units on 1700 acres. Also,
> I am sure it is a common complaint when faced with this kind of expansion in
> other areas, the potential for added tratfic congestion in ours is really a
> serious one. SW Scholls Ferry Road is the only (primary) EastMest route to
> get in and out of our area, and within the last Tyears, there has been a
> huge influx of multi-family housing and single family homes built within 2-3
> miles of our area, which has made for this road to be already, way
> overburdened with traffic.

o

a

o
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o

> I am also very curious as to why this sudden change of course occurred after
> it was indicated on 1012712000 that Metro determined that there is already a
> 20 year land supply for housing within the existing boundary. I have read
> the 8/1/02 Executive Office/s Urban Growth Boundary Recommendation and
> understand the ORS 197.296 state law requiring Metro to periodically update
> its UBG by computing a capacity analysis, but how could this go from no land
> needed in late 2000, to now needing 17,341acres.

> Thanks in advance for any help you might be able to provide!

> Sincerely,

> Curt Hinck
> Beaverton, OR

CC: Rod Park <parkr@metro.dst.or.us>, UGB System Account <UGB@metro.dst.or.us>

o
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( )
lfrom: Hinck, Gurt
lSent: Wednesday,September'18,200.212:07PM
lTo: 'hostickac@metro.dst.or.us'
lCc: 'hinckcs@attbi.com'
lSuOlect: UGB- Expansion Washington County
I
!lmportance: High

Hello,

Our neighborhood is currently going through the process of "banding together" to
oppose the UGB expansion within, and around Cooper Mountain/Bull Mountain in
Washington County (Areas 65, 66, 67). As our area Metro Council representative, we
were hoping that you miqht be able to offer some advise or direction reoardinq the best
way for our neiohborhood to represent ourselves in this matter. Your Bio within the
Metro site indicated that you chaired the Metro Traffic Relief Options Study Committee
and the South-North Light Rail Expert Review Panel, which directly relates to one of our
concerns as we do not believe our area makes any sense for Washington County
expansion due to our area having a very limited nofth/south road access (Scholls Ferry
Road) and not having close access to MAX transit. Note: I have also emaild Rex
flu*holder with this same rquest for input, basd on my underctanding of his
opposition to the UGB expansion, and Sumn McLain.

We are intending to speak at one or several of the Metro Meetings scheduled in
October, and would like to be armed with as much fact as possible. In addition, we
have also stafted a petition which we hope to have 500+ signatures on by October 1st.
We do not just want to come across as NIMBY's (not in my backyard- people), but at
the same token, several of us (including myselQ are 3d and 4m generation Washington
County residents, who very much hate the idea of seeing a beautiful "Natural Area" like
this be permanently scarred with 5264 Dwelling Units on 1700 acres.

Although I am sure it is a common complaint when faced with this kind of expansion in
other areas, but the potential for added traffic congestion in our area is really a serious
one. SW Scholls Ferry Road is the only (primary) East/West route to get in and out of
our area, and within the last few years, there has been a huge influx of multi-family
housing and single family homes built within 2-3 miles of our area, which has made for
this road to be already, way overburdened with traffic. I personally think it makes
much more sense to locate expansions to the UGB closer to the High Tech Sectors, and
around current MAX lines in Washington County, versus having them further away from
this employer base and w/o roads or transportation means to support it.

As a person who also owns Exclusive Farm Use property in another area in Washington
County (not impacted either way by this executive decision), I can relate to how the
current land owners in this area would benefit financially from this expansion, and I do
not want to see them get hurt by our opposition. I can almost say for certain however,
that I doubt if any of the current land owners who would benefit from this UGB
expansion (who actually live on their land), would still want to live on the same land
once it was developed the way Metro would like to see the density built around them.
The ideal situation would be to add this available land on Cooper Mountain, to the

o

o
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o

already small area purchased by Metro for Greenspace use, to establish a park location
in Washington County similar to Mt Tabor Park in Multnomah County. As a last resoft, if
the Greenspace plan was not feasible, the majority of our neighborhood would not be
opposed to in-fill of if done so in a similar plan to how Siler Ridge Lane was established
with open spaces and without the "extreme" density to help maintain the beauty of
this area (the primary reason we all live here in Oregon now).

Lastly, I am also very curious as to why this sudden change of course occurred after it
was indicated on 1012712000 that Metro determined that there is already a 20 year
fand supply for housing within the existing boundary. I have read the BltllZ
Executive Officer's Urban Growth Boundary Recommendation and understand the ORS
L97.296 state law requiring Metro to periodically update its UBG by computing a
capacity analysis, but how could this go from no land needed in late 2000, to now
needing L7,34L acres.

Thanks in advance for any help or support you are able to provide us regarding this
matter!

Sincerely,

urrb
Cuft Hinck
16820 SW Siler Ridge Lane
Beaverton, OR
503-590-9381

o
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From: UGB System Account
To: haroldschultz@netptc.net; Linda.Gray@orst.edu
Date: Thu, Sep 26,2002 7:59 AM
Subject: Urban Growth Boundary

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you for
your recent letter regarding Metro'sUrban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copyof your comments has been
iistributed to each Metro Councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to
expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriatE time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
iouniit is hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p'm.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 1915 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A&B 12375 SW 5th' Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Communi$ Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
october 15 - Tualatin High school,22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - CtackamaJQommunity College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

o



September 20,2002

Rod Park, Chair, Community Planning Committee
Metro Council

600 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR97232

Dear Councilor Park,

I am writing with regard to the possibilities of including our property in the Urban
Growth Boundary expansion in the near future.

Our property is within one of the study areas and within a half mile of the existing UGB.
The address is 5750 SW River Road and it includes two tax lots (601 and 602) bisected
by Rosa Road south of Hillsboro. The UGB is about %mile north of us and there are
Rural Residential./Exception lands to the south of us and opposite our location at the
intersection of Rosa Road and River Road.

Our property and some of the others adjacent are zoned EFU. However, they are
primarity 5- acre parcels with one home and not in farm use. The parcel to the north of us
is being held in hope of urbanization in the near future. My husband and I believe that it
would be practical and efficient to bring small EFU parcels into the boundary that are
near main arterials, in proximity to the Rock Creek Treatment Facility for CWS, and have
utilities already in place. Most of the properties in our area have shallow wells with
water quality issues. We believe that it would be preferable to bring small EFU parcels
that are already developed with utilities into the boundary and preserve large parcels that
are currently being farmed and that can be farmed efficiently. The FFU parcels including
ours and exiending along Rosa Road between River Road and229th Ave. would provide a

buffer and transition to adjacent EFU properties that are being actively farmed.

Wink Brooks, Director of Planning in Hillsboro has indicated that the City would
welcome bringing the property along Rosa Road into their boundary.

If and when it becomes possible to consider EFU properties, please keep our property in
mind. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Linda Gray
5750 SW River Road
Hillsboro, Oregon 97 123
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COUNCILOR ROO PNRX
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 197-1547
PORTLAND. OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797 1793

o
M ETRO

September 25,2002

Mr. Bruce D. Kayser
10025 SE 97th Ave.
Portland, OR 97266-7214

Dear Mr. Kayser:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in Decembet 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

o
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BnuCn D. KAYSER

loo25 sE 97'* AvENUE
PoRTLAND, ORscoN 97 266-7 21 4

Bruce D

,

E.MAIL ADDRESS

BDK:hw
Park.0l

TEL (503) 774-7488
FAx (503) 7'74-7488bkayser@pacinter.net

September 25,2002

Mr. Rod Park
Chair, Commercial Planning Commission
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR97232

Re: Expansion, Urban Growth Boundary (U.G.B.)

Dear Chairman Park:

I am writing to you to express my support of the Executive Officers' recommendation
that an additional 17,341 acres be taken into the UGB. I own property in Pleasant Valley that
would be affected.

Irealize that many additional formal planning steps must be taken before the land could
be developed but, with the additional property in the UGB, at least the process could begin with
a view toward the ultimate goal of providing a proper infrastructure, i.e., roads.

Rather than piecemeal, fragmented year-by-year addition of property, it is apparent to me
that the overall planning picture would be enhanced if it involved the larger parcel - the Pleasant
ValleyiDamascus area.

Thank you for your consideration of my comments.

Very truly yours,

o

*u

o
tt



CoUNCILOR
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 791-1547

ROD PENX
PORTLANO, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797-1793

o

o

M ETRO

September 25,2002

Ms. Jackie Maisano
Tonquin lndustrial Group
2139 SE Tibbetts St.
Portland, OR 97202

Dear Ms. Maisano

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your most recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Councilor McLain has shared some information on her tour with the committee, and as the process
moves along, l'm certain we will be discussing information gleaned from both tours.

Once again, thank you again for sharing your comments with us.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

cc: Metro Council

J/r'/u, rlrr'lrr),"r)r.)rl rrr(,
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September U,}OO?

Jackie Maisano
Tonquin lndustrial Group
2139 SETibbetts Street
Portland, OR q720z

Dear Mr. Park,

I am writing to restate the recent attention that Tonquin lndustrial Group (TIG) has

received. I am sure you are well aware by now of the tour Ms. Mclain had of the
properties and the encouraging outcome. We are looking forward to Mr. Hosticka's tour
this Thursday.

TIG lies between Tonquin Loop Road and Grahams Ferry Road, Clay Street and
Macamant Drive. Its proximity to I-5, railroad service, City of Tualatin and City of
Wilsonville makes for efficient development and extension of public services.

Recently the City of Tualatin has shown interest in TIG and Ms. Mcl,ain has assured a
p"rsonal effort to contact Mayor Lrhan of Wilsonville. A commitment from a city will
surely assist TIG's inclusion into the UGB. I trust that you will share my comments with
your colleagues.

Sincerely,

I
Jackie Maisano
Head Facilitator

Cc: Mayor l,ehan
Dour Rux, City of Tualatin

O
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COUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 797-1547
PORTLANO, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797-1193

o

o

M ETRO

September 25,2002

Mr. Steve Bizon
25619 NE Glass Rd
Aurora, OR 97002

Dear Mr. Bizon:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District'1
Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

www melro-re(llo11 org
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September 24,2002

Mr. Ron Park
Councilor, Metro Council
Metro Planning Division
600 NW Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97 232-27 3 6

Dear Mr. Park:

I own property located at:25935 SW Grahams Ferry Road near Wilsonville and I am co-

o*.. o, 
" 

second piece adjacent to this address. I was very disappointed to learn that
these parcels were not included in the newly revised urban growth boundaries, even

though they are under consideration as part of area 49,Tax Lot 2000- Please see

enclosed map.

My property is currently zonedM.A.E., which has very restrictive usage. Currently, I am

t yr"g to operate u r-uil rursery from this location and find it difficult with the soil types,

*t i.i are primarily rock and the lack of adequate water for an eleven-acre site. Thirty
percent of tne property is absorbed with overhead BPA power lines and towers, which
makes building any type of structure impossible.

If any land should be used for industrial purposes I feel this one should be- I have

railroad access along the north property line. Metro has already extended the urban
growth boundary to my north property line, leaving my parcel the last piece of property

l-eft in Washington County south of the newly revised urban growth boundary. Because

of the overhead power lines and the newly built women's prison this area is not suited for
residential use. Soils are primarily clay and rock and due to the water moratorium in this
area, any type of successful farming activity is not practical'

If you would like to meet me at this site I would be happy to do so at your convenience.
If you have any questions please feel free to contact me at home (503) 678-5367 - Thank
you for your attention,

Cordially,

Steve B
25619 NE Glass Rd.
Aurora, OR. 97002

o
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CouNCILON ROO PNRX
6OO NORTHEA5T GRANO AVENUE

TEL 503 797-',| 547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 50a 797-1793

o

o

M ETRO

September 25,2042

Edward and Tina Fredenburg
20254 S. Molalla Ave.
Oregon City, OR 97045

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Fredenburg:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.oro) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl. Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

www rrelro-regton org
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Edword ond Tin a Fredenburg
20254 5. Molollo Avenue
Oregon City, OP,97045

503-722-7330

Septemb er 16, 2OO2

Councilor Rod Pork, Choir
Community Plonning Committee
Metro
600 N.E. 6rand Avenue
Portlond, OP,97232

RE: Urbon 6rowth Boundory Exponsion Recommendotion

Deor Mr. Pork:

our prop erty locoted at 20?54 5. Molollo Avenue is in the
recommended urbon growth boundory exponsion zone. We hove olmost three
ocres thot bock the Glen Ook Housing Development. Wa support Metro's
recommendotion to include our property in the urbon growth exponsion. We
believeour property would moke for some great home sites ond or business
property thot does not rely on curb side business. We currently house o

smoll construction compony on our property.

Please f eel f ree to give us o coll if you have ony questions or
suggestions on other woys we con show our support. We plon to attend the
October ?2, ?OO2 meettng in our oreo.

Very truly your

Edword on rno redenb

l1

sEP 20 2002
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Metro: Urban Growth Boundary study areas

20254 S MOI.ALLA AV, OREGON CITY 97045

Page I of2

LleTFo
HOt'E

o Outside the urban growth boundary
. Inside the studY area, tier 1

. Inside Executive Recommendation

zoom out

zoom in

o

o

Urban
growth

beund4ry

x coord: 7671'|.32D n y coord: 507088 il
o
a
a
c
J
J
a
J
,
o
J

D 1:4800 480 C

Area in Urban Growth Boundary

X88 ExecutiveRecommendation

Study Area: Non-Resource Lands

Tier I 2000 Altematives Analysis exception lands
contiguous to the UGB and EFU land (non-
high value) completely surrounded by
excePtion land.

! Tier 1A 2000 Alternatives Analysis exception land not
contiguous to the UGB.

! fier Z Marginal L*9,l-Yrlue classification of non-
resource land in Washington County that
allowed dwelling units on EFU land'

Study Area: Resource Lands

Tier 3 Resource land needed to serye exception land'

ffi Tier 4 Mix of soils, majority class tII and IV, some
class I and II, no irrigation district.

u

krrn.//r^6.? mcrrn-reoinn nro/rrsh analvsis/index.cfrn?Daee=nap&x:7671132&f60708S&zc 81612002
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CouNCrLon Roo PRnr
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 797"1547
PORTLANO, OREGON 91232 2736
F A X 503 797-1793

O

o

M ETRO

September 25,2002

Ms. Debbie Endicott
4707 SE Mitchell
Portland, OR 97206

Dear Ms. Endicott:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Since most of the signers of the petition you submitted did not include their addresses (with the exception
of Thomas Nash, James Hutchens, and U.S. and Audrey Larsen), lwould liketo requestthatyou share
this information with them.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

o
www flretro-regron orq
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S€ptsnb€r 18,2W2

Mr. RodPark
MEIRO C-omcilor
MEIRORcgional Scryiccs
600NE GrandAvenue
Portlstr4 Avgsn97232

DerCormcilorPalq

AII nine pro,perty owners of Study Area 92 arc fomrally asking for consideration and inclusion into fte
Urban Growth Boundary. Please take into consideration the fo[owing points:

. StudyArea g2 isTierOneExceptionland-

Shrdy Ata 92.has easy acc€ss to downtown Portlmd and Beaverton, thereby servicing
many hi-tech and commcrcial businesses. It is slso oue of thc tlnpc closcst shrdy areas to
downtovmPortland- SfirdyAreas 84-86 arenot as olose.

Study Arca y2 should be oonsidered for the designation of 'lntcr Neigt$orhood" because
of its proximity to the ori$ing UGB and $rnomdiag nem dwelopne,lrts.

a

o a

a

a

a

a

StudyAm92 is closeto services

Multromah Comtyhas not receivod the additional ocpansion lands in cornparison to other
counties. This is needed to increase Multrornatr Counties sUuggling tax base.

West Multnomah Cormty merits expmsion arpas, closc furr hstead of expanding further
from the po,pulation center of Portland- The only Multnomah County study area
recornmendod for irclusion into the UGB is Surdy Area 12 ttEast Multnomah County.

The recent ryproval of Saltanan Heights I and tr suMivision by Washirgton County and

the planned od€,rsion of SalEnan Road to the No,rth makes the redevelopme,lrt potentid
and access to bothlWV 124h Ave.and SaltznranRoad areality.

Study Area 92 is not in agricultural tlse. Study Area 86 is.

Study Area 92 is inside Metno's jruisdictional boundary. Study Arca 86 is not

a

a

o
tl
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IvIr. RodPark
Septanber L8,2Wz
Page2

F'nclosod are the property own€,r's signatures and a map for your convenience. Thank you for your
time and consideration

Best regprds,

f\raf* Lr\d^o,tl-

o

o

Dlrne., stt- tl*-
Qotlour 1
F"r th, UY].O

DLLrfl/x-\---

Debbie Endicotr
4707 SEMitchell
Portlaod, Oregon 972M
503-7744A71

The following sigrrahues represeirt all of the property owners of Area 92 of the Urtan Crrouflh
Boundarystudy.

Debbie Endicott
Parcel: Section22 lN lW; TL 6003.4 Acres

Rob€rtMinshall
Parcel: Section 22lN lW; TL 300 1.54 Acres

Jerome Parson
Parcel: Soction22 lN lW; TL200 3.00 Acres

WendyRefurann
Parcel: Section 22 lN lW; TL400 0.89 Acres

Marlene Fleischman
Paccl: Section 22 lN lW; TL 800 0.93 Acr€s

HomerG. Wiltams
Parccl: Swtion 22 lN lW; TL 500 19.71 Acres

Wasley Iftarf & Ia Donna l{ansen
Parcel Section22 lN lW; TL 1000 1.01

Thomas Nash James Hutchems rd U.S. Lfrsen's signatues follow on 8q

o
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September 20,2002

Rod Park.
Metro Councilor
Metro Regional Services
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232

Rod Park,

The following signatures represent all of the property owners of Area 92 of the
Urban Growttr Boundary

Debbie Endicott
22 lN lW; TL 600 3.02 Acres

Parcel: 22 lN lW; TL 200 3.00 Acres

F"t*"L-trn;elQ
Robert Minshall
Parcel: Section 22 lN lW; TL 300 1.54 Acres

ke- Pnae L,r{ Le rTe-tDFtc'-D <PTL1p{.K l1 ,z(nz_Williams & Dame
Parcel: Section 22 lN lW; TL 500 19.71 Acres

\, r,"r\t

Wendy
Parcel: 22 lN lW; TL 400 0.89 Acres

A--vL)

Parcel: Section 22 lN 1W; TL 800 0.93 Acres

/og'--,'* 1'l@'*
Wesley Knauf & [,a Donna Hansen
Parcel: Section 22 lN lW; TL 1000 l.0l Acres

Thomas Nash and James Hutchens signatures follow on separate pages

A I-,O tt . S LRRS6-Uo
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September L5,2002

Mr. Tim O'Brien
Associate Regional Planner
METRO Regional Services
500 Northeast Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

This is to confirm my request that my property (specific information below)
be taken into the Portland Urban Grourttr Boundary (UGB) at the earliest
possible opportunity. The section in which my approximately 5 acres is
located is considered "Exception Land" for Metro purposes (Tier One,
highest priority for housing use) and it is included in the current Study Area.

Although my propery was not included in the approximately 17,000 acres
(out of approximately 80,000 acres in the Study Area) recommended for
UGB inclusion recently by Mike Burton, it is not too late for reconsideration
and inclusion. Please submit this request to Mr. Burton for his review.

I am aware that several other property owners in the section are also writing
to you requesting UGB inclusion. A number of factors make this section a
wise UGB addition at this point in time.

Specifics of my two parcels, which are contiguous

#l: Section 22 lN
#2: Section 22 lN

Thank

Thomas K. Nash
P.O. Box 729
Welches, OR 97067 -0729
s03-622-3260
tknash@ concentri c. net

lW; TL 100 3.09 acres
lW; TL 700 2.00 acres

for assistance and consideration in this matter.
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COU NCI LOR ROD PAR K

6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE
TEL 503 797-1547

PORTLAND, OREGON 91232 2736
F A X 503 797-1793

o

o

M Erno

September 25,2002

Mr. James N. Hutchens
4546 W Aeronca St.
Boise, lD 83705

Dear Mr. Hutchens:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

www rna,lro-rtqlr)rl orq
RLrt'tlr,l 1'apt,.
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Jeflyn Aviation Inc.
dba Access Air
4546W. Aeronca St.
Boise, ID 83705
208.389.9906

September 16,2002

Mr. Tim O'Brien
Associate Regional Planner
METRO Regional Services'
500 Northeast Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232-27 3 6

Dear Mr. O'Brien,

I am formally requesting that my property be considered for inclusion in the Portland
Urban Growth Boundary at the soonest possible time.

The parcel is located at:

Section 22 lN 1W; TL 900 1.0 Acres

I understand that is not too late for reconsideration for inclusion into the UGB. I and
several other adjacent land owners are very interested in our land being included in the
UGB.

Please submit this request for consideration.

,James N Hutchens
President
Access Air
hutchens@accessair. net

o

o

o



CouNCrLon Roo PnRx
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

rEL 503 797-'l 547
PORTTAND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 503 797-1793
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M ETRO

U.S. and Audrey E. Larsen
5009 NW 124th Ave.
Portland, OR 97229

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Larsen:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

www rne lro r(,(lrr)I\ oI(l
llttt'rlLl prprr

o

September 25,2002



September 18,2002

I srryport inclusion into the UGB with the other owners within Study Areagz.

U.S. and Audrey E. Larsen
5009 N.W. lz4thAvenue
Portlan4 OR97229

Tal< t ot SEC 22 lNl TL 1 100

U.S.

C--Zt-z_,, Y'. ff-,.--r---r-
Andrey}Ilr:set

o
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CouNCrLon Roo PRnx
6OO NORTHEA5T GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 791-1547
PORTLANO, OREGON 972'2 2736
F A X 503 797-1793

o
M erRo

September 25,2002

Mr. Dave Selby
Shaw West, lnc.
PO Box 1427
Tualatin, OR 97062

Dear Mr. Selby:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December Sth. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in
October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

ruP*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

o
www rnelro-regron org
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e SepLember 23, 2002

Rod Park
Councilor
MeLro Planning Division
500 NE Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Dear Councilor Park:

My name is Dave Selby. I own a parcel of prope-rE.y on S.W. Grahams Ferry Road
near t,he Cof f ee Creek Prison site. As you may know, along wit.h the owners of
t.wo adjacent properEies, we have formed Lhe Grahams Ferry Business Group. IE
is our goal Eo have the properEies included in expansion of the urban growEh
boundary. The properEies are on Map 3S1-3C. My Eax lot. number is 1200 and
neighboring t.ax lots are 1201 and 2000. Toget.her they tot.al nearly 15 acres.

I would like to express my strong supporL of having Ehese properties included
in the UGB. Because of the current MAE zoning, I have had to operate an
electrical contracting business using a conditional use permit from
Washington Coungy. A City of Wilsonville indust,rial zone would be much more
appropriate for the properEy and our business.

I ," reviewing Ehe locaEion of the propert,ies, inclusion in the UGB would
-- appear to be highly feasible. We are located on fIaE land on a main arterial

thag has excellent freeway access and availabl-e utiliEies. Together wiEh
adjacent properEy owners, w€ woufd be willing to form an L-I.D. to bring
utiliEies Eo the ProPerEies.

I have enclosed a map and photo of Ehe siEe for
me wiEh questions. I truly appreciaLe your
matter.

Cordially,

Dave Selby
Shaw V{est, Inc.
P.O. Box 1427
Tual"aEin, OR 97062
(s03) 682-3939

your
time

review. Please cont.act
and aEtention in t.his
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COUNCILOR ROD PARK
6OO NORTHEASI GRAND AVENUE

TEL 503 797-1547
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
F A X 501 797-1793t

M Erno

September 25,2002

Mr. Philip Bizon
6205 SW Briar Patch Lane
Wilsonville, OR 97070

Dear Mr. Bizon:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding speciflc sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-reqion.orq) you can learn more about this
process. You may have already received our notice of the public hearings that have been scheduled in

October, but in case you haven't, I am enclosing it with this letter.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

Rl/2*4
Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

www rn(,tro te(lon (rq
l?Ltytlrtl ltrltr

o

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council



September 20,2002t
Mr. Rod Park
Metro Council
Metro Planning Division
600 N.E. Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Dear Mr. Park:

My name is Philip Bizon and I am part owner of 2 parcels of property along Grahams Ferry
Road. near the Coffee Creek prison site (sSrogCoO; Tax Lot 1201), (gstoec0Oi Tax Lot 2000).
Along with the owner and ad.jacent property (gS1OBCO0; Tax Lot 1200) we have formed the
South Grahams Ferry Business Group. Our goal is to make you aware of the suitability of the
properties to be included within the urban growth boundary expansion.

It is located. on the southern part of area 49, which is being considered for urban growth
expansion, but it was not a part of Mr. Burton's recommendations. The parcels total around 14

acres, are tier 1 and currently zoned MAE, which is a Forrest/AgriculturaLlRural industrial
zarLe. Accepted uses are very limited. Because of poor soils and lack of available water, the

o 
property is not suitable for farming and it is not forested.

Not being included in the preliminary recommendation was a disappointment because of the
Iimited current uses and. because the property seems to be highly appropriate for inclusion. It
is located. on a main arterial (Grahams Ferry Rd.), adjacent to a railroad track, and has

excellent freeway access. It is relatively flat and has accessable infrastructure via the Coffee
Creek Prison. We would be willing to form an LID to bring utilities to the site.

Bringing the property into the UGB would allow for a more flexible industrial zone needed for
existing businesses to grow, diversify and provide additional employment opportunities.

Mr. Park, I urge you to strongly consider these properties for inclusion in the urban growth
boundary. Enclosed you wiII find a map for your review. Please do not hesitate to call should
you have questions, or if I can help in any way. Thank you very much.

Sincerely

Philip Bizon
6205 SW Briar Patch Lane
Wilsonville, OR 97070
Ph. (sos) 682'2424

(soa) 688-eoe5
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CoUNCILOR ROO PARK
6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE

TEt 503 797'1541
PORTLAND, OREGON 91232 2736
F A X s01 791 1793

a

o

M etno

September 26,2002

Mr. Ed Doubrava
15687 SW Hawk Ct.
Sherwood, OR 97140

Dear Mr. Doubrava:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro
Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

My letter to you yesterday provided some information but l'm enclosing a document that may answer
some of your questions. Again, as I said in my letter yesterday, the Metro Council will review
correspondence and information received prior to making our decision.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

ru/2*4
Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Encl: Public Notice on Urban Growth Boundary Expansion Decision

cc: Metro Council

o
li,,t,l,,l t't
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September 18,2002

Mr. Rod Park
Metro Council
Metro Planning Division
600 N.E. Grand Ave.
Portland, OR 97 232-27 36

Dear Mr. Park:

I am an owner of 11 acres along Grahams Ferry Road near Wilsonville. I am very interested in

having this property included in the urban growth boundary expansion. lt is under consideration as
part of area 49 (Tax Lot 2000), but was not included as part of Mr. Burton's recommendations.

As a member of the South Grahams Ferry Business Group, I believe it makes sense that this
property, along with Tax Lots 1200 and 1201 be included in the U.G.B.

The property's current designated zone is M,A.E. lt is a very limiting industrial/agricultural zone and
with the addition of the Coffee Creek Correctional Facility and general growth of the Wilsonville area,
inconsistent with the area. We would like to grow, diversify, and provide additional employment.
lnclusion in the U.G.B. would allow for a more general industrial zone and provide these
opportunities.

I believe the location also lends itself to the property being included in the U.G.B. lt is located on
Grahams Ferry Road, a main arterial. lt is within one or two minutes of lnterstate 5. lt located away
from residential areas, but near the Coffee Creek Correctional Facility and its available
infrastructure. lt is next to a rail line which could be an asset to future industrial uses. lt is partially
under BPA lines and, as such, not suitable for residential development. Proper soil and irrigation
are not available for agricultural use. The property is relatively flat.

Members of the South Grahams Ferry Business Group are willing to form an L.l.D. to bring utilities
to the site.

Mr. Park, for your review, enclosed you will find a map of the site. I strongly urge you to consider
the site for inclusion in the U.G.B. Please do not hesitate to call if you would like a site visit or if you
have an uestions. Thank you for your time and attention in this matter

Cordia

Ed Doubrava
15687 SW Hawk Ct.
Sherwood, OR 97140
(503)625-1843

sEP 2 0 2002
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Cc: Metro Planning Division
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8:30 - 8:50 a.m.

8:50 a.m.
9:00 a.m. sharp

9:00 - 9:45

l0:30 a.m

Metro, 600 NE Grand Ave., Portland, Council Annex, Coffee and Pastries
(Courtesy of Councilor Rod Park)
Begin boarding bus
Leave Metro

Go north on Grand Ave., to Broadway, turn left
Go west on Broadway to I-5 interchange
Take I-405/Hwy. 30 exit over Fremont Bridge to Hwy. 26

Forest Grove "Trade Sites"
West on Hwy.26 to the City of North Plains;
Take North Plains exit and turn left,
South on Clencoe Rd. to Zion Church Rd., tum right
West on Zion Church Rd. which turns into Comelius-Schefflin Rd.
South on Cornelius-Schefflin Rd. to Verboort Rd., turn right
West on Verboort Rd. approx. t/q mile to Martin Rd.;
South on Martin Rd. to Hwy. 47lQuince St., turn right to view trade-out area
(view point)
North on Hwy. 47lQuince to spur connecting with Sunset Dr.; left on Sunset Dr,
South on Sunset Dr. to Willamina, turn right
West on Willamina to 'B' St., turn right
North on 'B" St. to Hartford, turn right (east) on Hartford to view trade-in area
(view point)

Cornelius (Study Areas 75,76 & 77 and EFU Sites)
East on Hartford to Main St.; turn right
South on Main St. to l9'h Ave.(eastbound Tualatin Valley Hwy. 8), turn Ieft
East on Hwy. 8 to Cornelius to l0'h Ave., turn left
North on lOth Ave. to Holladay St., turn left
West on Holladay to Stuart Stiles facility

l0:45 - I I : l5 a.m. View Cornelius Site/Cornelius Presentation

I l: l5 - I 1:35 a.m. Hillsboro (the "Shute Road" Site)
East on Holladay to 1Oth Ave., turn right
South on lOth Ave. to Hwy. 8, turn left
East on Hwy. 8 to I't Ave. in Hillsboro, turn left
North on l" Ave. (l" Ave. turns into Glencoe Rd.) to Evergreen, turn right
East on Evergreen to Shute Rd.; turn left
North on Shute Rd.

9:45 - l0:30 a.m View Forest Grove Trade Sites/Forest Grove Presentation

o
I l:35 - I l:50 a.m. View Shute Road Site

t'

Westside Industrial Sites Bus Tour
September 27,2002



I

o

I l:50

l2:15 - l:30 p.m

l:40 - 2:30 p.m

2:30 - 3:10 p.m.

3:30 p.m

North on Shute to Huffman Rd., turn right
East on Huffman (becomes 235'h), bear right
South on 235th to Bennett St., turn left
East on Bennett which becomes NW 229th, bear right
South on 229th, across NW Evergreen Pkwy. past Intel Ronler Acres, to Butler
Rd., turn left
East on Butler Rd. to Cornell Rd., turn left
East on Cornell Rd. to Cornelius Pass Rd., turn left
North on Cornelius Pass Rd.; to Evergreen Pkwy., turn right
Proceed east 400 ft. along Evergreen Rd. to a right turn access onto the ETEC
Site

Lunch at ETEC site, (21515 NW Evergreen Pkr"y.)
Discussion of Westside Cluster High Tech Industry "Special Land Needs" with
Industry representatives (ETEC, Intel, Dawson Creek, City of Tualatin)

Portland
Atofina Industrial Site

From ETEC site, turn left onto Evergreen Pkury.
Go to Cornelius Pass Rd., turn right
North on Cornelius Pass Rd. to eastbound Hwy.26 entrance, turn left
East on Hvty.26 to Portland
In Portland, bear left to get on I-405
North on I-405 to Hwy. 30 (St. Helens) exit, bear left
West on Hwy. 3O/Yeon to third stop light/ Kittridge Ave.(where St. Helens Rd.
meets Hwy 30/Yeon), turn right
North into Atofina industrial site

Hayden Meadows
South out of Atofina industrial site to Hwy. 3O/Yeon, turn left
East on Hwy. 3O/Yeon to I-405 Northbound interchange, bear left
North on I-405 to Northbound I-5
North on I-5 to Delta Park (Exit 3068), bear right
On off-ramp, turn right onto Whitaker Rd.
South on Whitaker Rd. to Hayden Meadows Dr., turn left
East on Hayden Meadows Dr. to old Buildings Square parking lot (viewpoint)
Continue north/east on Hayden Meadows Dr. to Union Ct., turn right
South on Union Ct. to Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd. (MLK) turn right
South on MLK to Lloyd, turn Ieft
East on Lloyd one block to Grand Ave., turn left

Arrive at Metro

o
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WESTSIDE on the 27th MENTS

1 Bill
2 Chuck
3 Dick
4 David

Atherton
Becker

i Benner
Bragdon
Brostoff
Burkholder
Burns

rBurton

Clark

Cotugno
Curcio

Feeney
Fernekees

iFloren

Fugilistei
Gertler
Grant
Grillo
Harris
Hartsock'Hoffman

'Holan
Hosticki
Hughes
Jordan
KaU
Kelley
Kidd
Kitch
Kline
Lawrence
Leeper
Meyer
Neves
Oeser (navigator)
Oppenheimer
Park

r-

5 Jacob
6 Rex
7At
8 Mike
9 Steve

1000 Friends

Community Newspapers
10 Bob
11 Andy
12 Paul
tg Natnatie
14 Dick
15 Meg
16 Gillian
17 Ji[
18 Alyssa
19 Gene
20 Joe
21 Mafi
22 John
23 Jack
24'Jon
25 Carl
26 Tom
27 Mike
28 Vera
29 Gil
30 Richard
31 Mary
32 Dick
33 David

DLCD

l
TriMet

iOregon Business Mag
Coalition for Livable Future
PDC

PDC

will meet up with tour at lunch

i

afternoon only
afternoon only

Oregonian

34 John
35 Richard
36 Randy
37 Sherry
38 Laura
39 Rod
4o
41 Kelly Ross

Ross
Rux
Schellenberg
Scopel
Smith
Stout

42 Richard
43 Doug
44 Don
45 Lee
46 Jerry
47 Heidi
aa.+arte6L-ia
49 Gina
50 Dennis

DJC

Waggoner
Whitehill-Baziuk
Yee

Business Journal
Hillsboro Argus

Naito
McLain

driving herself - needs schedule
driving herself - needs scheduleSusan

revised 11am 9/26/02

o

ch8
(standing most of time)
Oregonian

Lisa
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5OO ilORTHIAST GRANO AVTNUE

f Et 50r 797 lr00

PORILAND, OREGON 972'2 2136
IAX S0119t 1791

M erno

October 1,2002

Mr. Stan Ash
1925 SW Childs Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034-7641

Dear Mr. Ash:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your
comments on what you refer to as the Childs Road Area has been distributed to each Metro councilor and
included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December
5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

cc: Metro Council

RccyLltl I'a7ar
www.metro-region.org
roD 797 1804

a

l

ru/24



Stan Ash
1925 S.\$(/. Childs Road

lake Oswego, Oregon 97034-7641

September 30,2002 (503) 638-5478

Councilor Rod Park
Chair, Community Planning Committee
METRO
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232

Dear Councilor Parlq

I live outside of the UGB south of Lake Oswego, and have been notified of your hearings
regarding expansion. I am sure that METRO has given a great deal of thought to expanding out to
Damascus, there is another, smaller parcel that meets the criteria for expansion. Since the phrase
'Stafford Triangle" has received so much bad publicity and encompzxses a much larger area, I
will refer to this smaller parcel as the Childs Road Area.

The Childs Road Area is bound by the UGB in Lake Oswego to the north and west, Stafford
Road to the east, and the Tualatin River to the South. It is largely on a steep hill side, Cooks
Butte, and has never been known as premier farm land. Sizes of land ownership vary from under
an acre to 20 acres.

While all of the residents in the area have their own wells and septic, there is water available from
the l-ake Oswego, to the nortlr, in the form of the Cook's Butte well, which abuts my neighbors
property. The nearest sewer line is down hill, about 'A of amile. These facts, among others, make
the Childs Road area the most readily developable area for the commitee's consideration.

There are currenfly three schools in the area; Stafford Elementary, Athey Middle School, and

L,akeridge High Sihool.

I realize that there has been much angst from the cities of Lake Oswego and West Linn regarding

the Stafford Triangle. I fully appreciate their concern, since it involved one owner planntng to put
in 5,000 housing urrits, an amount that probably staggered their imaginations. However, what we

are talking aborit, wittr the Child Road area is several owners, some who want to sell and others

who want to stay, with no grand plans for 5,000 units.

Including the Childs Road Area in the UGB expansion can be a win/win satiation for everyone
involvedl My neighbors and I are looking forward to discussing the issue further at the public
hearings sctreduled in October. In the mean time, please do not hesitate to call me with any input
or questions.

Sincerely,

o

ocT I - 2002

trGtr[ Vtr

Stan Ash
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6OO ilORTXtAST GRAND AVTilUE
TCr 503 797 1700

PORTLAilD, OREGON 97212 27I5
;AX 50' 197 1t9t

M erno

October 1,2002

Mr. Richard W. Smith
2130 SW 239'h Avenue
Hillsboro, OR 97 123 -8224

Dear Mr. Smith:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to thank you
for your recent correspondence regarding Metro's Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). A copy of your letter
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. At the appropriate time, the Metro Council will review
correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by December
5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

o

Rl/2*4
Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

cc: Metro Council

Rttytled l'a1tet
M.metro-region.o,9
TOD 797 l0o4
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6OO NORTHEAST GRAND AVTNUT

TtL 503 797 1700

PORT'AilD, OR€6ON 972]2 2'36
FAX S0r 197 1791

M erno
September 30,2002

Mr. Don Mazziotti
Executive Director
Portland Development Commission
1900 SW Fourth Avenue. 7'h Floor
Portland, OR 97201

Dear Mr. Mazziotti

Presiding Officer Carl Hosticka passed your letter on to me and, as chair of the Community Planning
Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I'd like to thank you for sharing the comments and
suggestions of the Regional Economic Development Partners.

A copy of your letter has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the officialrecord for
the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the appropriate time, the Metro Council will
review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The Council is hoping to reach a decision by
December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-region.org) you can learn more about this
process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely

Rod Park, Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner
Douglas R. Rux, AICP, City of Tualatin

cc

Rcrytlel Paper
M.melro-region.org
TOO 797 1804

o



a
September 9,2002

Carl Hosticka
Presiding Officer
METRO
600 NE Grand
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Mr. Hosticka:

The Regional Economic Development Parhrers @egional Parhers) is an alliance
of public and private economic development professionals and organizations
committed to the mission of working together on business retention, expansion
and recruihent, and promoting and enhancing the Portlaud Metropolitan Region
as a prefe,rred business location.

The Partrrers include the Cities of Beaverton, Gresham, Hillsboro, Tualatin,
Vancouver, Clackamas County, Port of Portland, Portland Development
Commission, the Portland Ambassadors, The Portland Business Alliance,
Columbia River Economic Development Council, Metro, Multromah County,
Oregon Economic & ConrmunityDevelopment Deparbnent, Pacific Cotp,
Portland General Elechic, Washington County, and the Westside Economic
Alliance.

Our vision is for a public-private partnership comrnitted to an economically vital
region. Our objectives include:

Contribute to and advocate for the long-term economic health of the Portland
Mehopolitan Region.
Maintain and provide a clear understanding of the economic challenges,
opportunities and issues facing the region.
Strengthen the existing integrated regional economic development program,
through communication, collaboration and cooperation among jurisdictions
and organizations engaged in economic development.
Maintain and increase private employment and investnent within the region,
through active business recruitment, retention and expansion.
Educate and inlluence regional, state and federal partners regarding issues and
concerns related to the economic well being of the Portland Mehopolitan
Region.

The Regional Partners recognize that the future of the Urban Growth Boundary
(UGB) is a complex decision for the reglon, involving a balance of multiple goals
and objectives. Though this is a difficult task, we were nonetheless disappointed
to leam that the Executive Officer's recommendation proposes to

o
a

a

a

o

o



satisfy less than 40 percent of the identified need for ernployment land over the
next 20 years. We believe there are additional lands that should be included with
the December 2002 UGB decision. Consistent with our adopted mission, we
respectfullymake the following comments concerning the Executive Officer's
reco[rmendation.

There is a critical shortage of "ready-to'go'industriaUemployment lands
within the Portland Metropolitan region today. The Regional Partners
recommend that Metro recognize the special and immediate need for
industriaUemployment lands as well as the longer-term need of local
jurisdictions to develop sready-to-go'sites in future UGB decisions.

This would be consistent with Metro stafPs analpis in the Urban Growth
Report (UGR) and with the Regional Indushial Land Study (RtrS), both of
which document an existing shortage ofbuildable indushial land. TheUGR
states that 5,684 net acres of additional industrial land are needed to meet the
region's derhand for indushial land in the ne:rt 20 years. The RILS illushated
that a fraction of the existing inventorywas in "ready-to-go" sites, with the
bulk of the existing inventory having significant development constraints.

o

a

o

An inadequate land supply has resulted in a number of missed opportunities
(companies seeking to locate in this regron) that could have added sorely
needed new investnent and jobs that mayhave softened the impact ofthe
current recession.

Uncertainty about the amount,location and timing ofnecessary additions to
communities'developable land supplynegativelyimpacts the region's overall
and individual cities' and counties' ability to plan for and provide, in a cost
effective manner, adequate public facilities.

r The Portland Mehopolitan Region is on the brink of "leaving the economic
development game." If the region is no longer considered a viable option for
large-scale indushiaVemployment inveshnents, the resulting, negative long-
term regional economic impacts will take decades to reverse. It is difficult to
get back in the girme once you take yourself out.

The recommended 5r6M (net acreage/demand based) acres is a good initial
point of discussion but is insuflicient for a 2O-.year supply of
industriaUemployment land for the following reasons. The Regional
Partners recommend further analysis by Metro of these issues,

1992-2002 Rate of Absorption within the Region. A sampling and
comparison of vacant industriaVernployment land from 1992 to 2002
demonstrates a tremendous rate of absorption of such lands during this time
period.

o
o

o
a
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In short, n 1992 there were approximat ely 9 ,7 00 acres of indushial land within
the Portland Metopolitan Region. Ten years later, there are approximately 2,000
acres.

The above absorption table dernonshates:

1. There is a critical regional need for more industriaUemployrnent land in
the Portland Mehopolitan region. More than75% of the vacant land that
was available n 1992 has been consumed in the past l0 years.

2. This region has outperfomred most major mehopolitan regions of the
counhry in terms of business expansion and recruihent.

3. The projected arurual land need/absorption implicit in Meho's current
demand forecast is significantly less than was experienced during the last
decade.

4. While the boom of the last decade was atlpically strong part ofthe reason
the Portland Metro area was able to benefit so significantly from it was the
ready availability of industrial Iand resulting from preparations made in the
decades before. Failure to act soon to rectiff the current shortage of
indushial land will likely leave this region on the sidelines when the next
economic boom occurs

Market Choice Is Not Considered. This concept has had a variety of
previous titles (e.g. elasticity, market factor, market options, etc.). Most
simply put, the ability of the region to successfully accommodate the needs of
business depends upon having a variety of ready-to-go sites that meet the
customer's needs. When we say, "we have one site that might meet your
needs, " it is a very weak competitive posture for our region. While this
concept is not included in the 2002UGB decision, we encourage Meho staff
to research how other West Coast mehopolitan areas address this issue, and to
consult with both the Regional Partners, and real estate indushry officials on an
appropriate approach for our region.

o
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Clackamas Industrial 1,000 100
Columbia
Corridor/Airport

2r000 500

Gresham 1,500 170
Hillsboro 3,000 400
Oregon City 400 127
Rivergate 1,000 270
Tualatin 800 400
TOTALS 9,700 11967

o



a Goal 5 Subtraction Is Not Factored In. It is understood that the pending
Goal 5 decisions by Metro will significantly alter both the existing inventory
of indushiaUemplolment lands within the region, and the ability of local
jurisdictions to supply indushiaUsites. Additionally, we are concemed that
Goal 5 maynot onlyremove entire sites from an inventoryofbuildable lands,
but that many sites will be rendered impractical for industial uses when
e,nvironmental regulations reshict lot dimensions. We support and encourage
re-examination of these issues in the second phase of UGB discussions in
2003-20M (Round 2), as necessarywork still needs to be done.

o

a Regional Economic Development Strategy Is Pending. The Regional
Partners are currenfly working with the krstitute for Mehopolitan Studies to
conduct a comprehe,nsive evaluation of local, regional, and state economic
development shategies, to identiff gaps and potential opportunities for
enhancing coordination. Upon completion, theRegional Parhrers will select
priorities forjoint action. The follow up tasks in the Executive Officer's
r@ommqldation calling forthe formulation of aregional economic
development sfrategy should be closely tied with our ongoing regional
economic development efforts.

The Erecutive Officerts recommendation sets an initial target, but
approximately 60Yo of that initial target remains unmet in the
rocorlmendation. Provided below is a breakdown of additional
industriaUemployment land which the Regional Partners recommend be
added to the to the Executive Ollicerts Recommendation as part of the 2002
UGB decision. These proposed additions of industriaUemployment lands
totd approximately 2.605 acres (eross)/2.084 acres (net).

Attached is a map of the proposed additions. We will be providing Meho with
additional detailed information regarding the areas suggested for addition to the
UGB in the December?O0? decision.

o
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Cornelius r00
I)amascuslBorine 800
Forest Grove 37
Gresham 435
Hillsboro 215
Tualatin 567 461

SUBTOTALS 1367 435 813

o
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o h arriving at the additional employment acreage, the Regional ParErers place
primary importance on existing state land use law. The priority for inclusion is
codified in ORS 197.298, also known as the "priority statute". ORS 197.293 (l)
allows a region to make a choice to bring farmland into the UGB if exception and
marginal lands are inadequate to accommodate the amount of land needed. We
believe this threshold can be met.

ORS 197.298 (3) provides an alternate basis for inclusion of farmlands should the
threshold in ORS 197.298 (1) be met.

The Executive Officer's recommendation has identified exception and marginal
land suitable for industrial development. The Regional Parhers above
recommendation identifies additional exception and marginal land in these
categories, but also proposes some farmland for inclusion in the UGB in the
December 2002 timeframe. We believe a strong case can be made under ORS
197.298 (3) that suitable exception and marginal lands have been proposed for
inclusion in the UGB, and therefore some farmland needs to be included in order
to begin to address the identified industial land need.

It is our understanding that the UGB decision will include general map
desiguations. 'We rqcommend that local jurisdictions retain the flexibility to
create concept plans that reline the general map designations.

Iocal jurisdictions may be able to identi$ additional industial and einployrnent
lands when we complete the more detailed analpis inherent in the development of
concept plans for these axeas. In industrial areas dee,med'tegionally si8nificant",
however, we do support regional policies that would protect these areasi.

The Regional Partners support a periodic review extension for further
examination of immediate employment needs and the continued long-term
assessment of need for industrial and employment land in the region.

'We appreciate the good work of the Meto Policy Advisory Committee (MPAC),
the Jobs Subcommittee, and the Meho Technical Advisory Committee MIAC)
in recognizing the need for more indushiaVe,rnployment land within the region,
and stand ready to assist those groups in addressing this important regional need.

The Regional Partners welcome a longer term, regional commifrnent to the
stategic development and preparation of market-ready industiaU employment
sites for the benefit of all our communities. It is vital to reach conclusions
regarding additional UGB expansions as quickly as possible. We zuggest that
MTAC establish a working goup to address and comment to MPAC, within
Metro's timeline, on the issue of additional indushial landed needed for inclusion
in the UGB.

o
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The Executive Officer's recommendation lists several "follow-up" tasks," which
are not directly related to satisfring the immediate need for additional
employment land. The revised periodic review work plan needs to include a task
specifically addressing the long-term unmet need for industial and employment
land.

By presenting a unified recommendation that represents a carefully built regional
oonsensus, local economic development partners will be able to immediately
respond to current market opportunities, andbegn the important task of
addressing the longer-te,rm needs of the regron. The Regional Partners appreciate
the opportunity to participate in this sensitive and important urban growth
boundary decision. \Me look forward to working with you and Metro, as a whole,
to ensure the economic vitalityof ourregion and communities.

Sincerely,

Don Mazziotti

Onbehalf of,

a

oCity of Beaverton
City of Gresham
City ofHillsboro
City of Tualatin
Clackamas County
Portland Development Commission
Port of Portland
Portland Business Alliance
Westside Economic Alliance

Attachment

City of Vancouver
Columbia River EDC
Multnomatr County
OECDD
PacifiCorp
Portland Ambassadors
Portland General Electic
Washington County
Clackarnas CountyEDC

cc: Metro Councilors
Mike Burton, Executive Officer
Mike Jordan, MPAC Chair
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September 30,2002

Debbie Gardiner
12135 SE Winston Rd.
Boring, OR 97009

Dear Ms. Gardiner:

Thank you for your September 9th correspondence. Your letter will be included as part of the
official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) in
December 2002. We note your opposition to expansion of the UGB.

I'm enclosing information that may better explain the UGB and Metro's part in its expansion and
hope it will help you understand how very difficult this decision will be. Metro is bound to
follow and comply with Oregon law - and we are required to follow the rules for expanding the
UGB. We are not the only nor the last generation to live in this region, and we need to provide
responsibly for those who follow us.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important
issue of determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee

Enclosure

cc: Metro Council
Mike Burton, Executive Officer

www metro-le9ron orq
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September 9,2002

Mr. Rod Park, Chair
Community Planning Committee
Metro
600 NE Grand Ave
Portland OR 97232

Dear Mr. Park

I know that the metro growth boundary decisions will be made REGARDLESS of what
property owners have to say. In the last month, I have talked with 6 of my neighbors, and every
single one of them is against it. Metro's meetings are a waste of time. All you are trying to do is
"paciff" the homeowners, and make them feel like they have a voice in what is going on.
Nothing could be further from the truth.

If people in Damascus wanted to live in the middle of a city, they would not have bought
property in Damascus. If the residences of Damascus wanted to live in hi density housing, then
they would have bought a condo, rather than a home on acreage. I would think this would be a
fairly simple train of thought to follow, but apparently not. Because nobody in the urban growth
boundary expansion decisions CAN follow this train of thought, it is proof to the homeowners in
the area that our voice is worthless.

Instead of valuing the people in the community, you have let them know that they have
no voice in this matter. With all of the economic uncertainty, and all of the people that have lost
their jobs in the last year, the residences of Damascus do not need another kick in the face by
their own government to ruin their land.

I'll again waste my time and come to the Oct 10 meeting so Metro can further instill in
me that [, and my neighbors, don't matter to Metro. We wont forgot this when it comes time to
vote on Metro issues.

Beyond Disgusted,

trGtr[V r=lL.-
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Debbie Gardiner
12135 SE Winston Rd
Boring OR 97009
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September 30,2002

The Honorable Mark Hardie
City of Maywood Park
9819 NE Skidmore St.
Portland, OR 97220

Dear Mayor Hardie,

I'd like to introduce myself as the Metro councilor representing Maywood Park beginning in
January 2003.

You may know that I own a production wholesale nursery in Gresham and I know you also have
a working life outside of your elected position, so I gather it's been diffrcult for us to get our
schedules to coordinate for us to meet in person.

If you can find the time, ['d very much like to have a breakfast or lunch with you, just to meet
and talk about how we can work together for Maywood Park. Rooney Barker, my assistant, can
schedule this for me. Her number is 503-797 -1941 , or she can be reached by e-mail at
barker@,metro. dst. or.us.

I look forward hearing from you, Mayor Hardie, and also to working with you over the next few
years.

Sincerel

Rod Park, District I
Metro Council

llardie.doc

o
www melro'regron org
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Rod Park - Re: UGB Movement

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Rex Burkholder <bu rkholderr@metro. dst.or. us>
<Mpmande163@aol.com>
Sat, Sep 28,200211:27 AM
Re: UGB Movement

el

o

o

Mr. Mandel,

I have forwarded your testimony to the chair of the Community Planning
Committee for inclusion in the public record.

Rex Burkholder
Metro Councilor-District 5

600 NE Grand Ave
Portland, OR97232
503-797-1 546
burkholderr@metro.dst.or. us
www.metro-region.org
> From: Mpmandel63@aol.com
> Date: Fri,27 Sep 2002 21:13:16 EDT
> To: burkholderr@metro.dst.or.us
> Cc: Mpmandel63@aol.com
> Subject: UGB Movement

> Mr Burkholder, ri 1 tqo
> I live and am part owner of property at21340 SW Elwert Road, Sherwood. This
> property is currently outside the urban growth boundary. lt is inside the
> study area, tier 1 and it is inside the Executive Recommendation. My wife
> and I are in full support of moving this piece of property inside the UGB.

> I am also part owner of the propefi at21620 SW Edy Road, Sherwood. This
> property is not being considered by the Metro Council, but we would like to
> request that it be considered for inclusion into the study area, tier 1.

> lf you have any questions of myself or my wife (Jane) please feel free to
> contact us.
> We can be reached by phone at 503-625-0607 or by email
> (marvinp.mandel@sun.com). Please do not use this aol address as we are
> discontinuing aol at the beginning of October.

> Best Regards,

> Marvin P Mandel

o
CC: Rod Park <parkr@metro.dst.or.us>, UGB System Account <UGB@metro.dst.or.us>



Rod Park - Fwd: Re: UGB Movement

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

CC:
McLain

P 1

Mr. Mandel, as chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, I want to
thank you for your e-mail regarding Metro's Urban GroMh Boundary (UGB). A copy of your comments
has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

At this stage, no decisions have been made. Public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the
appropriate time, the Metro Councilwill review correspondence received regarding specific sites. The
Council is hoping to reach a decision by December Sth. By monitoring our Web site
(www.metro-region.orq) you can learn more about this process.

The public hearings in October have been scheduled for 6 p.m. (with map viewing at 5 p.m.) on the
following dates and at the specified locations:

October 1 - Forest Grove Community Auditorium, 191 5 Main St., Forest Grove
October 3 - Beaverton Library, Room A& B 12375 SW sth, Beaverton
October 10 - Damascus Community Church, 14251 SE Rust Way, Boring
October 15 - Tualatin High School, 22300 SW Boones Ferry Rd, Tualatin
October 22 - Clackamas Community College, Gregory Forum, 19600 Molalla Oregon City
October 24 - Gresham Council Chamber, 1333 NW Eastman Pkwy., Gresham
October 29 - Portland Council Chamber, 1221 SW 4th, Portland

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, District 1

Metro Council

Rod Park
marvin p. mandel@sun.com
Mon, Sep 30,200211:28 AM
Fwd: Re: UGB Movement

BillAtherton; Carl Hosticka; David Bragdon; Rex Burkholder; Rod Monroe; Susan

o
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September 27,2002

The Honorable Rob Drake
City of Beaverton
P. O. Box 4755
Beaverton, OR

Dear MavgrM
As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, thank you for your
September lOth letter regarding the Urban Growth Boundary. Your letter has been distributed to each
Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in
December 2002.

As you know, public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the appropriate time the Metro
Council will review correspondence received regarding specific topics and specific sites. The Council is
hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-region.org) you
can learn more about this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner

Retyrltd laPcr
M.metro'region-org
TOD 797 1804
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CITY of BEAVERTON
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September 10,2002

ROB DRAIIE
MAYOR

o

Mr. Carl Hosticka, Metro Presiding Officer
Mr. Rod Park, Metro Councilor and

Chair, Community Planning Committee
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232

RE: Recommended UGB Expansion in Damascus

Dear Presiding Officer Hosticka and Councilor Park,

The City of Beaverton does not have a major direct intercst in the upcoming Council decision on
expansion of the regional urban growth boundary. Although UGB expansions are proposed next
to the Beaverton city limits and the City is willing to provide governance to these expansion
areas, the City will not benefit significantly by their annexation and has remained neutral on their
inclusion within the boundary. However, as the Mayor of onc of the larger cities in the region,
and as a long-term participant in regional planning issucs, I feel I have an obligation to express
my thoughts on the Executive Otficer's recommendatron, particularly as it relates to focusing
most of the UGB expansion ln the Damascus area.

Concepnrally, I think the objective of creating a complere community in Damascus is laudable
and worthy of being pursued. On the other hand, Metro is required by State law to assure an
adequate supply of residential land to meet projected needs over the next 20 year. i don't think
land in Damascus will be ready to meet that need for some time, lbr the following reasons:

. Responsibility for governance of the area is yet to be determined. It is unclear whethcr the
area will be incorporated as a new city, annexed to adjacent cities, or seryed by Clackarnas
County and special districts. No one knows how long it will take to resolve this issue.o Infrastructure in the arca is lacking, and due to the unresolved governance issue, provision of
necessary infrastructure to allow urbanization may be delayed for some time. Even if the
governance issue can be resolved, the cost of providing infrastructure is likely to be high, and
Clackarnas County's concurency policies may delay development until the cost can be borne
by the public and/or private sectors.

r The area is sorne distance from major roads. The cost of providing transportation facilities to
serve urban scale development in the area is also likely to be high, and there are no sources
of funding available at this tirne to cover that cost.

' Much of the area is highly parcelized or subject to natural constraints, making it likely that
the gross density of development that can be achiEved will be retatively low. This will also
make provision of infrastructure and services more expensive on a per acre basis.

o
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Given all these impediments, it is not surprising that (l) Mike Burton told MPAC, during his
presentation of the Executive Officer's recommendation on August 14, that it is likely that it will
take at least 30 to 40 years beforc the area is built out, or that (2) Karen Fox of 1000 Friends of
Oregon said at the same meeting, in response to a question about her organization's concept plan
for the area, it is probable it will be ten years before nrost of the area is ready for development.
If these estimates are correct, land that is supposed to be available to meet a large part of the
projected 2}-year demand for housing in the region may not be available within that time frame.
This would put more development pressure on the remaining buildable land inside the UGB and
in other areas proposed for addition, thereby increasing land and housing costs. As a former
member of Metro's Affordable Housing Technical Advisory Committee, I am deeply concerned
that this could make it even more difficult to provide affordable housing in the Portland area.

I think Metro should consider another approach to UGB expansion that would allow for
development of a complete community in the Damascus area over the long tenn while taking a
more balanced, pragmatic approach to expansion in the short term. I suggest only part of
Damascus, that which is easiest and least expensive to develop, be brought inside the UGB this
year. (I am not familiar enough with the Damascus area to suggest which portion to add now or
exactly how much, but I would think it should be less than half the area recommended by the
Executive Officer.) The portion of Damascus not added to the urban area this year should be
placed in an urban reserye and added incrementally in conjunction with furure UGB expansions.

Obviously, not adding all of Damascus now would create a numbers problem for Metro, since
more acreage would need to be added elsewhere to make up the shortfall in buildable land for
residential developrnent. It is unlikely that it will be possible to reach agreement by the end of
the year on other land that should instead be added to the UGB. I believe, however, that political
support could be found for an extension of Metro's periodic review process to allow extra time to
consider UGB expansion options. I would be willing to assist in finding such support.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the UGB expansion decision. I look forward to
working with you as well as other members of the Council and MPAC to arrive at a reasonable
resolution of this difficult issue.

Rob

Metro Council
Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer
Metro Policy Advisory Committee Members
Beaverton City Council

@ oos
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September 27,2002

Mr. Jim Mark
Mr. Ed Trompke
Westside Economic Alliance
10200 SW Nimbus Avenue, Ste. G-3
Portland, OR 97223

Gentlemen:

Your letter of September 9th expressing concern regarding the Urban Growth Boundary and industrial
land needs on the west side has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official
record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

As you know, public hearings have been scheduled in October and at the appropriate time, the Metro
Council will review correspondence received regarding specific topics and specific sites. The Council is
hoping to reach a decision by December 5th. By monitoring our Web site (www.metro-region.org) you
can learn more about this process.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Rod Park, Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

cc Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner

RttyLlt,l I'ap
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September 9,2002

Carl Hosticka, Presiding Offrcer
Rod Park, Councilor
Bill Atherton, Councilor
Susan Mclain, Councilor
Rex Burkholder, Councilor
Rod Monroe, Councilor
David Bragdon, Councilor
Metro Council
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR

Dear Chair Hosticka and Council Members

The Alliance has reviewed the Executive Offrcer's recommendation for urban
gowth boundary expansion and would like to share our concerns as it relates to
industrial land needs on the Westside.

We believe in order to accommodate the need for industrial and employment
land on the Westside of the region, Metro should identifu and expand specific
parcels in Washington County under the process provided in ORS 197.298.

After careful review, the Alliance recommends four specific sites on the
Westside be included in the industrial land inventory to be brought into the
urban growth boundary in the December decision. Each of these would provide
large lot industrial land to accommodate the needs of the high tech industry
cluster. The sites are located in Forest Grove, Cornelius, Hillsboro and
Tualatin. Those specific sites are identified on the attached maps.

Cunently the largest available lot on the Westside is 30 acres. As you know
there have been firms looking for large acreage sites in close proximity to the
high tech cluster. Our primary objective as an economic development focused
organization is to ensure the capacity for quality job growth. An important
criteria for meeting that objective is available location-sensitive land for
expansion, or for new firms seeking sites, in close proximity to the existing
industry clusters.

The Economic Study for the Westside conducted by Joe Cortright concluded
that availability of industrial sites for the area is a critical issue affecting
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o growth. It is critical that the future demand for industrial land be met in a way that helps
the region meet its economic goals and aspirations for regional growth. Certainly
sustaining the high tech industry's contribution to the regional and statewide economy is
a key factor in achieving our economic goals.

The study also outlined the critical element of industry clusters and that they should guide
the analysis of the supply of and demand for industrial land. Firms in clusters have
similar needs for facilities and often share a common labor pool. Most importantly, they
flourish in proximity to one another.

We are in the process of gathering data to support our recommendation. We will forward
the information to you as soon as we've completed the work.

The study will document:
l) The Cluster's specific land need for additional large industrial lots
2) The special and unique location features needed in a large lot within or near the

cluster that would make it "suitable" to meet the Cluster's specific needs.

We believe the four specific sites located on the Westside that we are recommending for
inclusion in the urban growth boundary will offer choices to the marketplace, thus
ensuring a healthy economy for the area. We look forward to working with you on this
issue. If you have any questions please call Betty Atteberry at the Alliance or one of the
undersigned.

Sincerely,

o

Jim Marh Melvin Mark Companies
President, Westside Economic Alliance

€4-T,-yL""
Ed Trompke, Jordan Schrader
Chair, Alliance Land Use Committee

o
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September 27,2002

Deanna Palm, Executive Director
The Greater Hillsboro Area Chamber of Commerce
334 SE Fifth Avenue
Hillsboro, OR 97123

Dear Ms. Palm:

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, thank you for your
September 24'h letter regarding the Urban Growth Boundary and your recommendations. Your comments
have been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's
decision to expand the UGB in December 2002.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

S

Rod Park, Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

cc Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner

o
Rctyclcl laPtr
ww.melro{egion org
TDD 797 1804
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Rod Park
Mebo Council
600 N.E. Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Councilor Park:

The Greater Hillsboro Area Chamber of Commerce in concert with the City of Hillsboro and the
Westside Economic Alliance has studied the issue of urban growth boundary expansion. We believe in
order to accommodate the goals of economic growth, the availability of large acreage sites of industrial
land on the west side must be available to firms looking to expand or locate in the area.

After careful review, four sites have been irJentified to best accommodate the needs of the high tech
industry cluster and maintain the economic development viability of the region, the sites are located in
Hillsboro, Forest Grove, Comelius and Tualatin.

ln Hillsboro, we are specifically requesting the inclusion of the "Shute Road Site", located at the
intersection of Shute Road and Evergreen Road. This site has features and characteristics such as
direct access to existing public inftastructure, dose proximity to other high tech manufacturing
companies and suppliers, direct access to a large pool of talented, specialized work force.

Therefore, the Greater Hillsboro Area Chamber of Commerce respectfully urges the Metro Council to
indude this site and the other three Washington County sites in the UGB in December,2002. We
understand your decision is a dfficult one, however, we feel very strongly about our position and know
that you will give it very careful consideration.

o

Executive Director

Enclosure

ACCREDITED
cffia c cfficE

E
334 S.E. FIFTH AVE - HILLSBORO, OREGON 97123 - (503) 648-1102 - FAX (503) 681-0535 - WEB: www.hilchamber.org
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Greater Hillsboro Area Ghamber of Commerce
Resolution

Adoption Date: 9114102

Our regional government, Metro, is scheduled to consider expansion of the Metro Urban
Growth Boundary (UGB) in December of this year; and

Whereas,'an adeqUate inventory of. strategically .located large industrial slteS, and
smaller sites for supporting high tech related businesses within the UGB is crucial to the
economic vitality of the high tech industrial cluster in Washington County, the Metro
Region and the State of Oregon; and

Whereas, the Westside High Technology Corridor in Washington County (the "Silicon
Crescent') does not currently have large, marketable and available high tech/flex sites
that can facilitate the expansion of some existing businesses as well as accommodate
continuing demand by high tech companies for such large sites within the Silicon
Crescent; and

Whereas, an available large site located outside the UGB at the intersection of
Evergreen Road and Shute Road, (known as the "Shute Road Site") near Hillsboro is
mntiguous to the central core of the Silicon Crescent and is ideally situated to
accommodate the continuing demand for large sites from businesses outside of Oregon;
and,

o
Whereas, the Shute Road Site is well served by existing sewer, water and transportation
infrastructure (including Highway 26, Shute Road and Evergreen Road) as well as
unique high tech-related utilities and infrastructure located in the central core of the
Silicon Crescent, so that its private development would require little additional public
infrastructure investment; and,

Whereas, this Shute Road site is of modest size (approximately 203 acres), while its
potential immediate and long-term positive fiscal and financial impacts on our state,
regional and local economies would be very large; and,

Whereas, inclusion of the Shute Road Site into the Metro UGB is supported by the City
of Hillsboro, Washington County and virtually all affected municipal governments in the
area as well as the members of the Westside Economic Alliance;

Now, Therefore, the Greater Hillsboro Area Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors
respectfully urges the Metro Council to include the Shute Road Site near Hillsboro into
the UGB in December,2002.

334 S.E. FIF-TH AVE - HILLSBORq OREGON 97123 - (503) 648-1102 - FAX (503) 681-0535 - WEB: www.hilchamber.org
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September 27,2002

The Honorable Lou Ogden
City of Tualatin
l ggg0 SW Martinazzi Ave.
Tualatin, OR 97 062-7 Q92

)
DearMaygrDg(en, fr
As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, thank you for your
September l2th letter regarding the Urban Growth Boundary and concurrent policy recommendations. As
you requested, your letter has been distributed to each Metro councilor and included in the official record
for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in December 2002-

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

Sincerely,

Rod Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner

Rctyclcd Popet
ww.mciro-region.org
TDD 
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Clty of Tualatin

o
18880 SW Martinazzi Avenue
Tualatin, Oregon 97062-7 O92
Main 503.692.9000
TDD 50J.692.0s74

September 12,2002

Councilor Carl Hosticka
Metro, Presiding Chair
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232

RE: 2040 Refinement Report: Polic), Recommendations

Dear Councilor Hosticka:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the numerous reports put out by Metro on the proposed
UCB expansion and concurrent policy recommendations. Please enter this letter into the record for
decision-making.

The City of Tualatin understands the difliculties in addressing the regional issues and commends
Metro on its efforts to coordinate all the jurisdictions to meet the 2040 vision. While many of the
proposed recommendations bring the region closer to this vision, some recommended policies, based
upon the information provided in the 2040 Refinement Report, raise concerns. Concerns are detailed
below.

l. The 2040 Refinement Report: Policy Recommendations enumerates policies for the four
categories - Centers, Industry, Jobs and Housing, and Other - three different times in the
document. The document begins with a summary of recommendations, continues to
background information that states recommendations, then concludes with recommendations
in code form. However, the language for a particular recommendation varies in each of these
three segments. Recommendations need to be uniform to prevent misunderstanding of intent.

2. Centers Policy Recommendations: Three recommendations in the Refinement Report are of
concern to Tualatin. They are

a. Consider policies to discourage Centers-type development in non-Center areas.
(3.07.610) As indicated in the Leland study of Centers, not all Centers are created
equal. Different centers may contain different land uses. There is no constant notion
of what Centers-type development is.

b. Prioritize and create a hierarchy of Centers according to when they are anticipated to
develop. (listed in summary section, not in proposed language) While it seems
appropriate to prioritize development based on when a Center is "ready", it seems
that there could be some inequality in that some Centers or Main Streets may not ever
be "ready", and won't be ready unless they are made a priority. This should be
considered in the formation of these policies

c. Give Centers priority in the MTIP. (listed in summary section, not in proposed
language) Some discussion has occurred regionally about the concept of "nodes and
noodles," or centers and the roads that lead to them. If Centers have priority in the
MTIP process, the roads that lead to them may not have funding directed to them to
make them more easily accessible by vehicles, pedestrians and bicycles. This would

o

o



the application. This policy must to be further clarified to require both jurisdictions
be party to an IGA prior to submittal of the application to ensure both entities
participate in the density transfer.

c. City governments shall authorize the establishment of at least one accessory dwelling
unit for each detached single-family dwelling. (3.07.140(C)) The phrase "at least"
should be struck from this recommendation.

5. Other Policy recommendations: Tualatin's concerns on other policy recommendations are:
a. Require local governments to establish a level of service for parks and greenspaces

that calls for a facility within a specified distance from all residences. (3.07.1230(4'))
Tualatin agrees that parks and greenspaces need to be located near all residences.
Metro's encouragement to alljurisdictions can promote this policy without including
specific distances. Any distance would be arbitrary. Land may not be available
within a given distance, or may be too small or expensive.

b. Encourage siting of govemment offices at Centers. (3.07.460(A)) Tualatin supports
this policy, as it is practical. Some government offices are not best located in
Centers, such as water treatment facilities and supporting oflices, and fleet
maintenance buildings.

c. I-S/Highway 99W Connector. The region needs to move forward on the connector,
define its alignment and identify funding. The Connectoi is a critical facility to the
region, industry and the economy.

Thank you very much for the opportunity to share ideas and concems on the proposed policy
recommendations. Please contact Jim Jacks at the Planning Department at (503) 691-3025 if you
have about this correspondence.

Lou Ogden
Mayor

LO:SH

CC: Metro Council
Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer
Michael Jordan, MPAC Chair
City Council
Steve Wheeler, City Manager
Jim Jacks, Planning Director
Doug Rux, Economic Development Director
Brenda Braden, City Attorney
Mike McKillip, City Engineer
Stacy Hopkins, Associate Planner

o

o

o

P:/Other Covernments/Metro UGB Decision 2002/N,letro policy recommendations letter 09052002
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September 27,2002

Douglas R. Rux, AICP
Economic Development Director
City of Tualatin
lggg0 gyy l4nlinazzi Ave.
Tualatin, OR 97 062-7 092

Dear M1-Rlr(

Thank you again for taking the time to submit to Metro your position on this very important issue of
determining how and where the region should grow.

S

As chair of the Community Planning Committee and on behalf of the Metro Council, thank you for your
September lOth letter regarding the Urban Growth Boundary. We are also in receipt of the Regional
Economic Development Partners' letter of September 9th. Both lefters have been distributed to each
Metro councilor and included in the official record for the Metro Council's decision to expand the UGB in
December 2002.o

Rod Park, Chair
Metro Community Planning Committee

cc Metro Council
Tim O'Brien, Community Planner
Don Mazziotti, Executive Director, PDC

Rcrytltd PaPcr
ww.metro-region.orq
TOO 
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September 10,2002

Councilor Carl Hosticka
Metro, Presiding Officer
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR97232

d,a Aa?
uelA, du'r,frl%tr

Honorable Councilor Hosticka:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the industrial lands recommendations for this
urban growth boundary ruGB) expansion. Please add this letter to the record for the UGB
decision.

The Regional Economic Development Partners (Regional Partners), an alliance of public
and private economic development professional, organizations and business in the Portland
region have submitted testimony to Metro regarding the addition of approximately 2,605
gross acres (approximately 2,084 net acres) of land for industrial use. This letter from
Tualatin provides technical support from this regional request.

Industrial Land Need

The Executive Officer issued a recommendation on August 1,2002 for an urban growth
boundary recommendation. In that recommendation, he identified the need for industrial
lands, adding only 2,234 net acres out of an identified need of 5,684 net acres.' Metro's
Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis further identifies this need and
the need for approximately 14 large lots (50 acres or greater) in the next 20 years in the
Metro region.' Phase Three: Regional Industrial Lands Study (RILS 3) specifies a need for
6,300 net acres for industrial development.3

Of the industrial acres proposed for addition in the recommendation, approximately 1,994
acres are in Clackamas County, 50 are in Multnomah County (partial Study Areas l2 and

I Executive Officer Recommendation, August l,2OO2, page l.
' Urban Growth Report, An Employment Land Need Analysis, August 2002,page l.
' Phase 3: Regional Industrial Land Study, October 2001, page l.o

ry

RE: Industrial Land Need



Clty of Tualatin
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18880 5W Martinazzi Avenue
Tualatin, Oregon 97 062-7 099
Main 503.692.9000
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sEPl2r'
September 10,2002

Councilor Carl Hosticka
Metro, Presiding Officer
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR97232

RE: Industrial Land Need

Honorable Councilor Hosticka:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the industrial lands recommendations for this
urban $owth boundary (UGB) expansion. Please add this letter to the record for the UGB
decision.

The Regional Economic Development Partners (Regional Partners), an alliance of public
and private economic development professional, organizations and business in the Portland
region have submitted testimony to Metro regarding the addition of approximately 2,605
gross acres (approximately 2,084 net acres) of land for industrial use. This letter from
Tualatin provides technical support from this regional request.

Industrial Land Need

The Executive Officer issued a recommendation on August 1,2002 for an urban growth
boundary recommendation. In that recommendation, he identified the need for industrial
lands, adding only 2,234 net acres out of an identified need of 5,684 net acres.l Metro's
Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysrs further identifies this need and
the need for approximately l4 large lots (50 acres or greater) in the next 20 years in the
Metro region.' Phase Three: Regional Industrial Lands Study (RILS 3) specifies a need for
6,300 net acres for industrial development.3

Of the industrial acres proposed for addition in the recommendation, approximately 1,994
acres are in Clackamas County, 50 are in Multnomah County (partial Study Areas 12 and

I Executive Officer Recommendation, August l,2OO2, page l.
' Urban Growth Report, An Employment Land Need Analysis, August 2002, page I
I Phase 3: Regional Industrial Land Study, October200l, page l.
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Industrial Land Need, Tualatin
Page2

:{3) and 155 acres are in Washington County (Study Areas 49 [partial] and 6l-2). This is far
less than the Washington County need specified in the Regional Industrial Lands Study
(zuLS) of 2,481 acres by 20254 and in the Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land
NeedAfia@sis.s

In March, Metro hosted the regional conference "Where do we grow from here? Let's
Talk!" The executive summary from this conference indicates "Many participants view a
healthy economytffi the creation ofjobs as the essential issue facing the region and its
leaders. A good job contributes to quality of life; a healthy economy is viewed as a means
to pay for other services and features that make communities whole. Participants note that
thi; i; missing from the region's planning framework."6 The Executive Officer
recommendation does not adequately respond to the concerns voiced by participants at the
Metro conference.

Determination of Land Need

The need for industrial land has been documented in numerous sources generated by Metro
and other entities. Some of these studies may understate the need for industrial lands given
the assumptions made at the initiation of the studies.

Metro reports

Metro's Llrban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis describes the
methodology used in the formation of the employment land demands in the metropolitan
region. This report identifies the deficiency of different sized lots, with a marked dearth of
small and large lots.7 The total net need for industrial acres is 5,684 acres. Additionatly, the
report indicates that there is a shortage of ready-to-use industrial land.8

The Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis details assumptions made
in the determination of the industrial land needs. One assumption not made in Metro's study
was to include future industrial business park development in the needs analysis; the true
measure of industrial land needs increases when this is accounted for, especially for large lot
industrial land needs. The report indicates this is a significant policy point.e Secondly, the
report does not account for absorption rates or elasticity. As specified in the Regional
Industrial Lands Study, Phase l'wo (RILS 2), Metro job forecasts assume an elastic supply
of land, in that forecasts can only be achieved if the land supply is at or above the needs of
the market.lo

Most fundamental to the Metro studies on industrial lands are the policy decisions that result
in the specific numbers on industrial land need. According to the lJrban Growth Repori:

a Regional Industrial Land Study, December 1999, Table A.8.
' Urban Crowth Report, An Employment Land Need Analysis, page l.
6 Executive Summary, Let's Talk, Summer 2002,page l.
'Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis, page 38.
8 tbid, page 34.
e lbid, page 39.
ro Phase Two, Regional Industrial Land Study, page 49.

a
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lndustrial Land Need, Tualatin
Page 3

o An Employment Land Need Analysrs, there is a demand for l4 large industrial lots.l ' This it
a Metro policy choice in the middle of the range of lots needed as identified in the RILS
studies (6 to 24). The report also indicates that recent growth pattems tend towards larger
companies with larger developments.l2 Additionally, if it is assumed that only
unconstrained lands shall be used for determining supply, the need for land increases to
8,200 net acres.13 Other assumptions identified by Metro are listed on pages 38 through 41.
If different policy positions were taken towards these assumptions, different industrial land
need numbers would result, increasing the overall industrial land need above the identified
5,684 net acres.

RILS. Phases 1 through 3

The three phases of RILS also identiff a need for industrial land. Participants in the
Industrial Lands Focus Groups (RILS Phase 1) gathered regional economic development
players to discuss and share opinions on a regional industrial lands strategy and industrial
lands availability. The focus groups observed that site limitations - such as wetlands,
nearby conflicting uses and topography - limit site availability.ra The UGB is of major
concern, with suggestions to assure a rolling 2}-year supply of industrial land when
considering UGB expansions.rs The findings also highlighted that many companies like to
have similar companies around them.l6

o
RILS 2 identifies the deficiency of "ready to go" sites. Only 26 percent of the net buildable
industrial land supply is unconstrained (2,387 acres out of 9,198 acres)" Slopes,
environmental constraints, size, transportation access and other factors weigh in on the
"ready to go" conditions of a site. There is only one parcel in Washington County
considered unconstrained and greater than 50 acres. There are74 parcels in Washington
County considered unconstrainid and under five acres.r8 Given the limited availability of
different sized parcels, there are limited opportunities for industries to expand or for new
industries to locate here.

RILS 3 identifies the need for different sized unconstrained industrial parcels. re zuLS 3

also draws attention to the importance of industry clusters. Clusters usually grow out from a
core activity or industry with similar and supporting companies. Washington County is an
indisputabll cluster foi nign tech activities in the mitropolitan region.20 In conclusion, a
need for industrial lands is not place-indeterminate, but rather specific to locations as

determined by clustering factors.

" Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis, page 25.
12 Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis, page 30.
t'lbid, page34.
'n DHI Industrial Lands Focus Groups Report, July 1998, page22.
ti lbid, page22.
't lbid, page23.t' Phase 2, Regional lndustrial Land Study, page 3.

'8 lbid, page 47.
'' Phase 3: Regional Industrial Land Study, Appendix E, page 31.
20 Westside Economic Study, page 6, June2002.o



lndustrial Land Need, Tualatin
Page 4

Westside Consortium for Economic Health Study

The l4/estside Economic Study also details the need for industrial lands, particularly in the
Washington County area, and the importance of the Westside economy to the region and
state. Employment in the county has doubled in the last l2 years and has outperformed the
regional economy every year for the last three decades.'l Tektronix and Intef have fostered
a culture of high tech industries in the area with strong facilities and a skilled work force
over the past few decades. The growth of these industries and others has resulted in
Washington County nearly doubling its employment from 1980 to the present duy."

However, industrial land supply is becoming constrained as more industries move in to this
desirable area on available sites. The availability of ready-to-go sites is diminishing, and is
constraining market options, particularly for small (under 3-acre) and large (over 50-acre)
sites. This is demonstrated by Applied Materials inability to identi$ a suitable site and
settling for a site approximately half the size needed.23 In the future, companies may choose
to locate out of state rather than on a smaller, less suitable site.

Mayor's Meeting

On August 26,2002, Metro convened the region's mayors and leaders to discuss concems
with the UGB decision and local issues. Nearly every participant at the meeting voiced
concerns with attracting jobs to their jurisdiction. Clackamas County, Washington County
Portland, Hillsboro, Beaverton, Gresham, Tualatin and Forest Grove voiced this concern.
Other key issues raised by jurisdictions include the immediate need for industrial lands,
infrastructure finance and the need for greater fiscal stability.

Regional Economic Development Partners

The Regional Economic Development Partners (Regional Partners), an alliance of public
and private economic development professionals, businesses and organizations in the
Portland region, have also recognized the critical shortage of industrial lands that are ready
to go and located near other industries. The Partners have identified approximately 2,605
gross acres throughout the region to supplement the industrial/employment lands identified
in the Executive Officer's recommendation. The addition of these lands allows wider
market options and will assist in attracting more businesses to the Portland Metropolitan
Region.

Washington County and Regional Land Need and Clusters

The Executive Officer's recommendation for industrial lands includes approximately 155
acres in Washington County to meet the 20-year industrial land need. This is far less than
the need specified in RILS of 2,481 acres by 2025.

2r Westside Economic Study, page 3. See also The Westside Economy: Project Technical Memorandum:
Westside Economic Study, January 2002, page 17.
" Ibid, page2.
" Ibid, page74.
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The largest vacant industrial lot in urban Washington County is 44 acres. The next largest is
approximately 30 acres. Companies are not finding the sites that fit their needs. The
industrial land supply serving the high tech cluster is virtually depleted in Washington
County with significant absorption of the land occurring between 1992 and2002 as noted in
a letter to Carl Hosticka, Presiding Officer of Metro, from the Regional Partners on
September 9,2002 for the region.

Numerous studies document that the Westside is the economic engine of Oregon and a
critical economic player in the metropolitan area. The strength of this area comes from the
strength of the high tech industry cluster in the Silicon Forest. Clusters, as described by
Michael Porter, a professor at Harvard Business School, are "geographic concentrations of
competing, complementary, or interdependent firms, with common needs for talent,
technology and infrastructure. "'*

Different regions are home to different types of clusters. Clusters in Washington County
include high tech, apparel, transportation equip-ment, metals and machinery, nursery
products and agriculture and food processing." Regional clusters include medicine (around
OHSU), manufacturing, transportation and high tech, amongst other industries. The high
tech cluster in Washington County is visible on a map as a crescent stretching from
Hillsboro through Beaverton, southeasterly along Highway 217 to Tualatin and Wilsonville.
Studies of clusters indicate that clusters cannot be forced; rather government can make
policy decisions to encourage their expansion.26

Washington County, Clackamas County and Tualatin are along the I-205 Corridor, recently
examined in the I-205 River to River Strategt, Phase One Reporr by Otak. The report
indicates that high tech industries are emerging along l-205, citing examples of Novellus,
Mentor Graphics and Xerox. However, the ability to attract large companies is diminishing
as industrial sites grow scarce. The study area has only four industrial sites of 20 contiguous
acres.27 This study lists the major jobs categories in Tualatin as manufacturing, construction
and wholesale.

Tualatin Characteristics

Approximately 1,680 net acres, 1,960 gross acres, are zoned for industrial land use in
Tualatin. 880 acres were added to Tualatin in 1982 (ANN-82-08). Of the total industrial
acres in Tualatin, only 400 acres remain vacant. This land absorption excludes lands
committed for expansion and wetlands.

Since the large annexation of 1982, numerous companies located in Tualatin such as

Interlogix, JAE, Novellus, Fujimi, Lumber Products, Columbia Comrgated Box and UPS.
Industrial parks such as the Tualatin-Sherwood Corporate Center and Hagg Industrial Park,

2a Westside Economic Study, page 47.
25 The Westside Economy: Project Technical Memorandum, January 2002, page 40.
26 2l'1 Century Economic Strategy: Prospering in a Knowledge-based Economy, February 2002, page 12.
2' l-205 River to River Strategy: Phase One Report, July 2002, page 4.o
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for example, have also been established since this time. Business clustering has occurred in
Tualatin; for example, when Novellus located here on a 58-acre site, seven smaller supplier
companies from the Bay Area expressed their intent on locating in the Tualatin vicinity to be
close to their important customer.2s

o
Study Area 42

The Regional Partners have identified various locations of additional industriaUemployment
land within the region to address the deficiency stated in the Executive Offtcer's August 1,
2002 recommendation. One of the areas highlighted is Study Area42 encompassing56T
acres of land located to the east of Tualatin and within Clackamas County. (Attachments 1

and 2) This area is designated on Metro's 2002 Alternative Analysis map as exception land.

Clackamas County has a recognized jobs/housing imbalance and is interested in a strategy to
increase its employment base. As part of Metro's analysi^s^of potential UGB expansion
areas, the City of Tualatin prepared a fiscal impact study." The purpose of it was to
ascertain how this area might develop and determine who would provided services should it
be brought in to the UGB.

Specifically the City of Tualatin wanted to understand:
o The operations and maintenance costs of providing city services to the area if it is

brought into the UGB and annexed to Tualatin, specifically the fiscal impacts on
General Fund Government Services;

o The resulting fiscal impact to the City if the area is annexed, taking into account the
costs and revenues as well as the degree of development as several different points;

o Estimates of revenues that would occur from the area if it is annexed and developed,
including property taxes, franchise fees, and all other revenue sources;

o An analysis of the maintenance costs associated with sewer, storm sewer, water, and
streets and whether existing rate structures are adequate to cover the additional
burden on these systems if Study Area 42 is annexed and developed; and

o The impact on other service districts such as Tualatin Valley Fire and Rescue, Clean
Water Services, West Linn-Wilsonville School District, and Clackamas County.

To answer these questions, the City prepared a preliminary land use concept that included
existing uses in the area. This included2S4 acres (gross) of employment land (99.68 acres
industrial [high tech/flex], 134 acres office and 49 acres commercial). The balance of the
acreage is in existing residential, church and public lands, and Title 3 lands covering 283
acres. The fiscal impact study conclusions indicate the outlined development scenario
would provide fiscal stability to the City of Tualatin, and revenues from development would
cover the costs of general government services if the area were brought into the UGB and
Tualatin provided governance. Concerning the governance issue, the City provided
comments to Metro on August 12,2002, that when/if the area is brought into the UGB,

2t Phase 3: Regional Indushial Land Study, Appendix B, page 8.
2'Urban Reserve Area 34, Fiscal Impact Analysis, November 2002.

o

o
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o Tualatin is the appropriate governing body. Timing for development would be viewed as a
mid-range in the 2D-year horizon.

Study Area42 fronts I-205,the subject of the I-205 River to River Strategt. Employment
sectors along this corridor include: services, retail trade, wholesale trade, transportation,
manufacturing, and construction. Over the next 20 years, employment in the corridor is
projected to increase 35 percent, to 400,360.30 Job growth increased l8 percent between
1996 and 2000.rr The manufacturing sector is proposed to increase 32 percent from 2000 to
z}Oz,an increase from 38,904 to 51,379.32 Manufacturing is the highest growth job sector
in the corridor. However, the corridor is unlikely to continue attracting employers as the
supply of industrial sites is less than four sites of 20 contiguous acres."

Metro staff and the Executive Officer have commented on the possibility of Study Area42
as all industrial development and warehouse/distribution due to its proximity to I-205. The
City of Tualatin has previously stated to Metro this area is not conducive to entirely
industrial development and warehouse/ distribution activities based on:

o Existing schools (two in the area);
o Existing churches (two in the area);
o Environmental and topographic constraints;
o Parcel size limitations that are not conducive to meeting the large lot needs of

warehouse and distribution activities noted in Metro's Urban Growth Report: An
Employment Land Need Analysis.3a Existing development patterns and
environmental constraints generally limit development areas to below 50 acres and in
many cases below 30 acres; and

o ldentified need for jobs within Clackamas County.

ln Metro's 2002 Alternative Analysis Study, Study Area42 is considered easy to serve for
storm water, but of medium difficulty to serve with water and sewer.35 The area ties as the
16th easiest places to serve of the study areas.36 Tra.rsportation serviceability is assessed as

poor.3' The Analysis indicates that urbanization of this area would result in a moderate
bnvironmental, Social, Energy and Economic (ESEE) consequence.38 Agricultural
compatibility is assessed high3e.

Study Area 48 (Partial)

The Regional Partners recommend adding part of Study Area 48 (Patial) to the UGB to
meet part of the need for industrial lands. The area contains approximately 461gross acres,

3o I-5 River to River Strategy, July 2002, page 2.

'r lbid, page2.
" I-5 River to River Strategy, Table 3, Page 7.

" [bid, Page 4.

'n Urban Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis, page 43.
t5 2OO2 Altemative Analysis Study, Section A-2, Table A-2.
'6lbid, Appendix B, Table B-3.
37lbid, Section A-3, Table A-4.
38 lbid, Section A-4
" Ibid, Section A-6, Table A-7.

a

o
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and 3 l0 net developable acres. It is located southwest of Tualatin and predominantly
includes the sites of the existing Tigard Sand & Gravel and Morse Brothers operations.
(Attachment 3) There are approximately 13 property owners in the area. (Attachment 4)

Metro's 2002 Alternative Analysis Study considers this study area Tier 4. The analysis
examines the land for industrial use only.ao The area is a mix of resource and exception
Iands that predominantly contains soils of class II through VI according to the February
2002 RLIS release. (Attachment 5) Over half of the area is considered high-value farmland
based on the soils type and productivity. The zoning is Exclusive Farm Use (EFU),
Exclusive Forest and Conservation (EFC) and Agriculture and Farm, 2}-acre minimum (AF-
20). (Attachment 6) However, approximately 100 acres are exception land of the 461 gross
acres of this area.

The predominant land use in the area is aggregate extraction. (Attachment 7) Washington
County has approved aggregate extraction on this site and has reviewed operations every
five years. Tigard Sand & Gravel was recently reviewed under case file 98-216-
RC/Q/MOD and Morse Bros. was reviewed under case file 01-291-RC/MOD. By its very
nature, aggregate extraction removes the topsoil from an area to get to the rock below.
Consequently, the identification of this area as containing high value farmland is erroneous
since the soil bestowing this designation is not present.

Statewide Planning Goal 2, Land Use Planning, states in part that an exception to a goal may
be adopted when the land in question is physically developed to the extent that it is no
longer available for uses allowed by the applicable goal. This is the case with Tigard Sand
& Gravel and Morse Bros. given that there is no topsoil left for farming practices due to the
permitted aggregate extraction. Further, the aggregate resource is nearing depletion.

The following detailed analyses apply to Study Areo 48 (Partial) only not Study Area 42.

oRS 197.298

ORS 197.298 directs the addition of lands to an UGB.

197.298 Priority of land to be included within urban growth boundary
(l) In addition to any requirements established by rule addressing

urbanization, land may not be included within an urban growth boundary except
under the following priorities:

(a) First priority is lqnd that is designated urban reserve land under
ORS 195. 145, rule or metropolitan service district action plan.

ft) If land under paragraph (a) of this subsection is inadequate to
qccommodate the amount of land needed, second priority is land adjacent to
an urban growth boundary that is identified in an acknowledged
comprehensive plan as an exception area or non-resource land. Second
priority may include resource land that is completely surrounded by

o

o

no 2OO2 Alternative Analysis Study, page 149. This section is enclosed as Aftachment 8. O



Industrial Land Need, Tualatin
Page 9

o exception areas unless such resource lond is high-value farmland as
desuibed in ORS 215.710.

(c) If land under paragraphs (a) and (b) of this subsection is
inadequate to accommodate the amount of land needed, third priority is land
designated as marginal land pursuant to ORS 197.247 (1991 Edition).

(d) If land under paragraphs (a) to (c) of this subsection is inadequate
to accommodate the amount of land needed, fourth priority is land
designated in an acknowledged comprehensive planfor agriculture or
forestry, or both.
(2) Higher priority shall be given to land of lower capability as measured by

the capability classification system or by cubic foot site class, whichever is
appropriate for the current use.

(3) Land of lower priority under subsection (l) of this section may be
included in an urban growth boundary if land of higher prtority is found to be
inadequate to accommodate the amount of land estimated in subsection (l) of this
sectionfor one or more of thefollowing reosons:

(a) Specific types of identified land needs cannot be reasonably
accommodated on higher priority lands;

(b) Future urban services could not reasonably be provided to the
higher priority lands due to topographical or other physical constraints; or

(c) Maximum eficiency of land uses within a proposed urban growth
boundary requires inclusion of lower priority lands in order to include or to
provide services to higher priority lands. U995 c.547 95; 1999 c.59 $56J

ORS 197.298(1Xa) does not apply to this region as Metro does not have designated urban
reserves.

ORS 197.298(1Xb) specifies exception land as the next priority for addition to a UGB. In
the case of Study Area 48 (Partial), approximately 100 acres are exception land by
definition.

ORS 197.298(1)(c) identifies marginal land as the next category of land for inclusion in the
UGB. This does not apply to Study Area 48 (Partial) as none of the land is zoned marginal.

o

ORS 197.298( I )(d) states the fourth priority of land for UGB addition to be farm and forest
lands. In the case of Study Area 48 (Partial), this is approximately 361 acres. Metro's 2002
Alternative Analysis Study states that urbanizationof this area would not result in new
development directly adjacent to active farming ureas.''

ORS 197.298(3) indicates that land of lower priority may be added to a UGB if higher
priority land is found to be inadequate to accommodate the need (ORS 197.298(3)(a)). T'he
Executive Officer of Metro has recommended 2,234 acres for industrial employment, nol. the
identified need for 5,684 acres. Exception lands have already been considered by the
Executive Officer and some have been included. The available lower priority lands need to
be looked at, such as Study Area 48 (Partial), to meet the identified need. The need, as

o o' 2OO2 Alternative Analysis Study, page 150.
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stated previously, is for industrial lands of small and large sizes throughout the region. The
specific needs in Washington County and Tualatin are to accommodate the high tech
crescent and the short-term and long-term needs for other clusters. Industrial land added
throughout the region ensures options in locating an industry.

ORS 197.298(3Xb) requires demonstration that topographical or other physical constraints
limit the ability to use higher priority land. Metro's Executive Officer has already excluded
some exception land from the UGB decision in deriving the availability of 2,234 net acres of
available industrial land rather than the identified need of 5,684 acres. One area excluded in
the recommendation is Study Area 47 , south of Tualatin. A few creeks cross this hilly area.
The future l-SlHighway 99W connector will ultimately bisect this area and limit the ability
for it to develop large industrial lots. I-5 already bisects the study area. Industrial lands
need to locate on relatively flat sites, such as Study Area 48 (Partial). As identified in the
2002 Alternative Analysis Study, there are minimal steep slopes in the study area. The
physical constraint of other higher priority lands to meet the industrial land need is simply
that higher priority lands are not located within the area where the demand exists from the
clusters.

ORS 197.298(3)(c) requires maximum efficiency of land uses when including lower priority
lands. Study Area 48 (Partial) is immediately adjacent to the city limits of Tualatin, abutting
existing industrial areas. The addition of Study Area 48 (Partial) enables greater
connections of roads to the industrial area and affords a major north-south connector along
SW 124th Avenue between Tualatin Sherwood Road and Tonquin Road. The 2002
Alternative Analysis Study assesses transportation serviceability to this area as fair.a2

To gain the maximum efficiency of the land uses in this area, priority four lands (as defined
in ORS 197.298(l)(d)) need to be added in concert with the exception lands. The exception
lands are at the northern and southern regions in this area. The region in the center is
predominantly used for aggregate extraction. (Attachment 6 and 7) Exception lands should
not be brought in separately due to issues with infrastructure and serving the area. Study
Area 48 (Partial) should be added to the UGB in its entirety to achieve the maximum
efficiency of land uses.

n'2002 Alternative Analysis Study, Appendix A-3, Table A-4.
n' Ibid, page 149. Further, Appendix A-2, Table A-2 of this report rank Study Area 48 as easy to serve for
water sewer and storm water. Appendix B, Table B I also demonstrates water serviceability as Table 82
demonstrates sanitary sewer serviceability. Table 83 demonstrates the storm water serviceability ranking.

The 2002 Alternative Analysis Study indicates that service to the area could be provided with
efficiency, especially with water and storm water service. Study Area 48 ranks in the top
ten areas to serve with water and the top ten to serve with sanitary sewer. Study Area 48
ranks 13th in the study areas for serviceability of storm water services. a3

o

o

O
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o Goal2 Analysis

Statewide Planning Goal2: Land Use Planning states that a local government may adopt an
exception to a goal when:

a) The land subject to the exception is physically developed to the extent that it is no
longer avatlable for uses allowed by the applicable goal;

b) The land subject to the exception is irrevocably committed to uses not allowed by the
applicable goal because existing adjacent uses and other relevant factors make uses
allowed by the applicable goal impracticable; or

c) The following standards are met:
1) Reasons justify why the state policy embodied in the applicable goals should

not apply;
2) Areas which do not require a new exception cannot reasonably accommodate

the use;
3) The longlerm environmental, economic, social and energt consequences

resultingfrom the use of the proposed site with measures designed to reduce
adverse impacts are not signi/icantly more adverse than would typically
resultfrom the same proposal being located in areas requiring a goal
exception other than the proposed site; and

4) The proposed uses are compatible with other adjacent uses or will be so
rendered through measures designed to reduce adverse impacts.

The portion of Study Area 48 (Partial) proposed for addition for industrial lands is already
physically developed to the extent that it is no longer available for uses allowed by Goals 3

and 4 (Agriculture and Forest goals, respectively). Further, Washington County, through its
review process for aggregate operations, has sanctioned the physical development that
renders the area unavailable for Goals 3 and 4. As indicated previously, Tigard Sand &
Gravel and Morse Bros. have aggregate operations in this area that require all top soil be
removed to reach the rock below. The factor that originally resulted in the land being
designated for agriculture and forest use - the productivity of the soil - no longer exists.
The character that results in the majority of the land being considered high-value farmland -
the topsoil - is no longer present. The lack of topsoil considered high value is evident on the
enclosed aerial image of this area. (Attachment 7)

Further, the aggregate available at the operations is moving toward depletion. The land has
been developed as an aggregate site to the extent that it is almost no longer available for
aggregate extraction. Tigard Sand & Gravel has investigated taking a goal exception to
remove the EFU and EFC designations from the area.

An adjacent property owner, the Itels, recently performed an independent soils analysis that
demonstrated the inaccuracies in the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources and
Conservation Service (NRCS) soils survey of the area. The soils scientist discovered the
soils were not considered high value because less than 50 percent of the land did not meet
the soils category for inclusion as high-value farmland.

o

o
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Goal 14 Factor Analysis

Statewide Planning Goal l4: Urbanization states that changes to urban growth boundaries
shall be based upon considerations of the following factors:

1) Demonstrated need to accommodate long-range urban population growth
requirements consistent with LCDC goals;

2) Needfor housing, employment opportunities, and livability;
3) Orderly and economic provisionfor public facilities and services;
4) Maximum eficiency of land uses within and on the fringe of the existing urban area;
5) Environmental, energ/, economic and social consequences;
6) Retention of agriculture land as defined, with Class I being the highest priorityfor

retention and Class VI the lowest priority; and,
7) Compatibility of the proposed urban uses with nearby agricultural activities.

Factors I and2- the need to accommodate population growth, housing, employment
opportunities and livability - have already been demonstrated by Metro. These needs are
documented in The Urban Growth Report: A Residential Land Need Analysls and Urban
Growth Report: An Employment Land Need Analysis.

Factor 3 - the orderly and economic provision for public facilities and services - was
discussed in the section on ORS 197 .298(3)(c). As seen in the appendices of the 2002
Alternative Analysis Study, serviceability of Study Area 48 for water, sewer and storm water
is considered eaiy.aa Transportation serviceability is considered fair. SW 124th Avenue can
be extended from Tualatin-Sherwood Road to Tonquin Road, then go out to the north
Wilsonville exit. Urbanizing the area would provide good connectivity to built systems and
would have high travel activity.4s Further, Appendix B of the 2002 Atternative Analysis
Study positively assesses water, storm water, and sanitary sewer serviceability for this area.
Water and sanitary sewer services are assessed favorably given (a) the distance from the
study area to the connection point for water service and (b) the net service area size. Study
Area 48 (Partial) meets this factor.

Factor 4 - the maximum efficiency of land uses within and on the fringe of the existing
urban area - is also discussed above in the discussion on ORS 197.298(3)(c) and is
contained in part in the discussion on Factor 3. Study Area 48 (Partial) meets this factor

Factor 5 - Environmental, energy, economic and social consequences - are also addressed in
the 2002 Alternative Analysis Study. Section A-4 states in part:

" Due to the current mixture of uses in these areas, urbanization will not
significantly alter the existing way of life or feeling of the study area. ...
Negative economic impacts associated with environmental resource
protection or loss of agricultural activity due to urbanization will not
outweigh the potential economic benefits from development opportunities,

o

o

ooo 2OO2 Alternative Analysis Study, Appendix A-2, Table A-2.
o5 lbid, Appendix A-3, Table A-4.
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o Therefore, urbanization of these areas would result in a moderate
e ne r g//s o c ial/eco nomic cons eque nc e. "

Study Area 48 (Partial) meets this factor.

Factor 6 - the retention of agriculture land as defined, with Class I being the highest priority
for retention and Class VI the lowest priority - can also be met. The area is composed
primarily of soils classes II - VI according to the February 2002 release of RLIS. However,
as indicated previously, much of the topsoil has been removed for the aggregate operations
of Tigard Sand & Gravel and Morse Bros. Washington County reviews the operations of
these companies every five years. The County has continuously approved the aggregate
operations at these properties, and thus the continued state of having no topsoil. The soils
that are at the foundation of this factor are not present on the majority of this study area.
Study Area 48 (Partial) meets this factor.

Factor 7 - Compatibility of the proposed urban uses with nearby agricultural activities - is
also met. Appendix ,4.-6, Table A-7 of the 2002 Alternative Analysis Study details the
compatibility of urbanizing this study area with agricultural factors. Urbanizing Study Area
48 is considered highly compatible based on traffic, nuisances, speculation and adjacency to
the existing UGB. Urbanizing Study Area 48 is considered moderate based on the presence
of streams. Urbanizing Study Area 48 is considered low in regards to agricultural uses
based on provision of a buffer. The overall assessment of urbanizing Study Area 48 is
considered high.a6 Study Area 48 (Partial) meets this factor.

Tualatin's Needs

On August 26,2002, Metro convened a meeting of local elected officials and staff at which
most jurisdictions, including Tualatin, indicated the need for more jobs in their jurisdictions.
Tualatin raised concerns for fiscal stability and the cost of infrastructure related to adding
land to the UGB. Tualatin also voiced the need for large-lot industrial lands to seize
opportunities for national businesses within the region and in the city.

Tualatin also emphasized the need for the I-5lHighway 99W connector to relieve congestion
on Tualatin-Sherwood Road. This roadway is critical for the longer term economic viability
and livability of the community.

The inclusion of a portion of Study Area 48 (Partial) in the UGB addresses some of
Tualatin's needs. The land would provide for more jobs given its industrial nature. Further,
there are few owners in the study area; the ability to assemble large lots to attract national
companies is great. A north-south connection could be made from Tualatin-Sherwood Road
south to Tonquin Road through this area, relieving congestion on Tualatin-Sherwood Road.

The City of Tualatin does not see the need for any residential land uses in this area. The
area is relatively isolated from other residential areas. Noise and nuisance issues would
occur given the presence of the railroad tracks and the Tri-County Gun Club.

o

o nu 2OO2 Alternative Analysis Study, Appendix A-6, Table A-7
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Study Area 48 (Partial) can meet the industrial demands for land. The inability of other
higher priority lands to meet this need - as determined by the Metro Executive Officer in his
August 1,2002 recommendation to include only 2,234 net acres of industrial land -
establishes the specific need to add Study Area 48 (Partial). The area is located in close
proximity to the existing industrial areas of Tualatin. Development of the area can occur
quickly to meet the near-term demand for land. The area is under limited ownership,
allowing small and large lots to easily exist.

Thank you for your consideration ofthis request. Ifyou have any questions, please contact
me at (503) 691-3018.

Regards,

o

o

3^79d-
Douglash. Rux, AICP
Economic Development Director

DR:SH

Attachments:
Attachment l:
Attachment 2:
Attachment 3:
Attachment 4:
Attachment 5:
Attachment 6:
Attachment 7:
Attachment 8:

CC

Study Area 42 Parcel and Plan Acreages
Study Area42, Aerial Imagery
Study Area 48 (Partial) with Planning Designations
Study Area 48 (Partial) with Parcel Information
Study Area 48 (Partial) with Soils
Study Area 48 (Partial) with County Zoning
Study Area 48 (Partial) with Aerial Imagery
2002 Alternative Analysis Study, Study Area 48

Metro Council
Mike Burton, Metro Executive Officer
Michael Jordan, Metro MPAC Chair
City Council
Steve Wheeler, City Manager
Brenda Braden, City Attorney
Jim Jacks, Planning Director
Mike McKillip, City Engineer
Stacy Hopkins, Associate Planner
Regional Partners
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General Site Description: Study Area 48 lies between Tualatin and Shenrvood, Just south of
the UGB and Tualatin-Shenrood Road. This slte ls ln Washlngton County, and ls lnside of the
Metro Jurisdictional boundary. Approxlmately 60 percent of the perimeter of this study area
conslsts of the existing urbanlzed area. Southwest Dahlke Road serves thls area from the
north, and SW Tonquln Road from the west. Thls study area has been deslgnated entirely as
an lndustrlal Area. lt ls lmmedlately south of a large lndustrlal area wlthln Tualatin.
Approxlmately 591 of the 1,080 total acr€s are vacant and bulldable.

Parcellzatlon, Bulldlng Values, Development Patterns: Thls study area contialns about 70
tax lots. Approximately half have lmprovements; though only about two have bullding values
above $250,000. Less than 10 percent of the tax lots ln thls study area are smaller than one
acre. About one-thlrd of all the tax lots are smaller than five acres. Llmlted agricultural uses ln
the northem section of the area may lndude some field crops. Non-resldential land uses
lndude paving, construction, excavation, wood products, sodal/non-profit uses. A good portion
of land ln this study area is being used by sand and gravel buslnesses.o Physlcal Aft rl butes (Power lines, Easements, Al rport Fly.ove
line easement that blsects thls slte diagonally from the northwest
evldence of significantly hlgh alr traffic nolse over thls area.

r Zones): There is a power
to the southeast. There ls no

o

Publlc Servlces Feaslblllty: Tualatin appears willing to accept the area wlthin lts service area,
lf necessary. The moderately large slze of thls study area may allow servlce provlslon to occur
wlth relative efficiency. However, thls area contalns multlple dralnage baslns, urhlch ls also a
conslderation for providing seMces.o Water: ln brcader terms, thls study area would be easy to serve. Thls area may have

the same complications addressed for study area 14F, abovei due to the exlstence
of subsurface rock. Whlle the cr.rnent infrastrudure ls ln acceptable condition to
serve the system, some lmprovements withln the UGB willlikely be necessary.o Sewer: Thls area would be moderately diffiaflt to serve. The exlstence of
subsurface rock may pose the same complications addressed above. ln addition, lf
lnfrastructure lmprovements are not made, the exlstlng facllltles wil! likely be
lmpacted by addltlonal development.o Stormwater: Thls study area would be easy to serve. However, the exlstence of
subsurface rock ln thls area may pose slmllar lssues to those addressed above.
Some lmprovements and extensl6ns of exlstlng llnes may also be requlred to
alleMate the lmpacts of new development on the exlstlng sistem.

Employment Aoes 441
,080

323

Constrained Acres

3 Acres
Steep Slope Acres

Acres
Developed Acres

168

139

29

Resource Land Acres
Percent Tree Canopy Cover

1,080

20o/o

Study Area 48 Gross Vacant Buildable Acres 591

2002 Altematlves Analysls Study Page 119
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oAgrlcultural ARalysls

Zonlng: This area is resource land and is zoned by washington county
and AF20. The area is basically surrounded on thiee sides 6y the uGti
exception land in Study Areas 41,49, and S0.

Current Agrlcultural Activlty: The predominant use in this area ls a mineral extraction
operation and the remalning area is iargely {o1e9te! and unfarmed. The very norttrem portion
supports some field crops. There is a gun club in the southern portion of thd area. Thd
exception area to the south supports rural residential and rural fndustrial useswith no
agricultur:al activity.

Compatlbllity: A.significant lncrease ln traffic on SW Tonquln Road may result from the
urbanization of thls area. Thls lncreased tr:affic would not lhrpede tne normat movlment of farmequlpment and the trgosnort of-agriculturatgoods produced iue to tne rimiteA alricultural
activities ln the area. [rbanlzation of thls area wodtd not result ln new detatofi;;i airectrv
adjacent t9 active fam!19 areas-therefore, there would be no tssues retatedi[ ;"i"tv, riiniiitvand complalnts that mlght arise_from the dust, nolse and spray assoclated wittr activiifaimiri'g -

1e9I nelv dev^elopment. . Rock Creek flows north through the irea to the Tualatin River and -Coffee Lake Creek flows south through the area to the-Wllamette Rlver. Urbinf#tion of thls
area would result ln lncreased lmpervlous surfaces and may dlminlsh water quifitv and increase
flooding downskeam. Both of thdse streams ultimatety pasi througn eFu zo-ned-Lno ano couto
||]s_1qY.:1.{3[.-t:g!q[ur:al produc'tion. Due to the ta&ihere ls no-adlacent agricutiurai"ctiultv-
there would be no land banklng or speculation occuning. Overall, urb-anlzatioi of this areawould have a minlmal affec.t on agriiuttural activity.

Envlronmental Soclal Energy Economlc Analysts

General Charac,ter of the Area
Thls area ls chanacterile{ by the mlnenal extraction operation that ls the predomlnant use. Theremalning greq 19 largely forested and contalns a gun'dub. The very nortnein portion has someagrlo.tlturalaaivlp. The topography of the area lJvaried, as woutd 6e eipecte! witn an
extractlon operation. There aie sorire steep stopes along stream conidori.

Envlronmentat
Rock Creek flows north Ulou.gh th9 west side of !!re area for Just over threequarters of a mlle,ultimately dralnlng to the Tualatin Rlver. Three tributaries to ilock Creek aisdiocaleO ln thls
sectlon total a half-mlle of additional stream conidor. Coffee Lake Creek flows south through
the center of the area forJust over a mlle. One tributary to Coffee t-ake CreetiaOOi an
additional threequarter of a mlle of stream conidor. Two unnamed tributaries oiAeOges Creek
flow north tJToug! the top portion of the study area, totating 0.82 mltes of Ctream corrtdor.
There are 16 wetlands withln the study area ihat total 47.31cres. There are a number of
scattered wetlands throughout the study area, the largest of whlch are assocliteJwith the two
stream corridors. The flg99plaln of-Rock Creek extends along the entire tength Wtntn the area
and varies in width from 200600 wlth the maJority of floodptain near the SOO--foot wtOth mark.
There are large linear areas of steep slopes rieaiRock CrLek ana numerbu! Jiiperseo smailer
lleas of steep slopes !!.a1ry ln th9 lgwei pgrtion 9f_tfrg_-arga. Approxtmatefy f s 6cres of a targer
ls-qo: open space-of the Tualatin River ilaturatWildlife Refuge extends lritotnelrea along-
Rock Creek. The US Flsh and Wldllfe aggncy-also-owns_a_9-acre open space along thesouthem edge of the area near Rock Creek. Metro's dr:aft Goal S FGh ano WifOJife Fabltat
lnve.ntory-ldentifi_es g4 percent of the study area land ln the proposeO fnventory. ihe Iswerportlon of Rock Creek and_the upper portibn of @ffee lake'Cr6ek are lOenun,Sd ai slgnlficant
lVater Area, Wetand and Flsh ahb witotife Habltat on Washlngton Countys-n-unauttatural
Resource Plan. Two weUands, one a half acre and the seconi 4 acres trislze are also

as EFU, EFC, RIND
and the fourth side is

o

o
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a identified as signlficant Water Area, Wetland and Flsh and Wildlife Habitat on Washingtonv County's Rural/Natural Resource Plan. Urbanization of the area may impact these natural
resources as outlined in the introduction to the ESEE analysls and may inhibit the ability of
these natural and environmentally sensitive areas to provide species habitat and other 

-

ecological functions.

Soclal Energy Economlc
See Appendix A.

Other ldentified Resources
There are numerous slone quarry parcels in this study area, the majority of which are owned by
Oregon Asphaltic Paving Company and Tigard Sand and Gravel of the same address in
Troutdale. Morse Brothers of Lebanon, Oregon own the remaining stone quarry sites. These
lu.any sites are identified in the 1978 DOGAMI report. ln addition, almost the entire study area
is identified as Mineral and Aggregate Overlay District A or District B on Washington Gouirty's
Rural/Natural Resource Plan.

o
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COUNCILoR RoD PARK
6OO NORTHEASTGRAND AVENUE I

TEL so3 . s7.1s47 |

December 30,2002

Mr. Phil Ward, Director
Oregon Department of Agriculture
635 Capitol Street, NE
Salem, OR 97301

Dear Phil and Jim,

PORTI.AND, OREGON 97232 2736
r A x 503 797.1793

M ETRO

rrfl
Land Use and Water Planning Coordinator
Oregon Department of
635 Capitol Street, lriE
Salem, OR 97301

*

ABrSulture
rdft#
#0

Everlthing has been so busy what with Metro's urban growth boundary (UGB) expinsion and all
that it entailed . . .I realized that I haven't thanked you properly for your NovembcfuTtn
presentation to the Metro Council on the value of agricultural land in our region.

You gave our Council food for thought, and I know your words were in the back of all our minds
as we made the tough UGB decision. In fact, I don't think anyone who was
for a long time, hopefully.

ll forget it

Thank you both, again.

Sinc

I
lrp/,';,;.; {J*

Rod Park
Council District One

www.metro-region org
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