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February 16,2007

Rod Park
METRO COUNCIL
Land Use Planning Dept.
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232

Dear Rod Park:

I see your picture and comments in some of the publications. I read that you are committed and set an example to many
of us. You make a difference and work hard on issues you feel is a positive direction for the State and the community of
your district. Thank you!

Ihave included a copy of a packet I sent to Kathryn Harrington who's on your board Metro council. I have also contacted
Nadine Smith of Washington County Dept. of Land Use and Transportation and Mr. Andy Dyck, Washington County
commissioner, with the same information.

when you examine and go through this information, the main issues are:

o d l2-acte piece RIND surrounded by EFU with a conditional use permit, which makes this property impossible to
make it productive. It has operated on a loss for many years.

o An adjacent I 1.5-acre piece contaminated with PCBs, an old foundary which needs to be included in the urban
growth boundary. It is on the EPA list for cleanup. If it is within the urban gowth boundary, increased land
values will support this cleanup.

o Dick Road is a newly graveled road-it used to be paved. Heavy commercial truck traffic in the area has wrecked
the pavement. The road is now unsafe. Many cars have ended up in the farmers fields and some have rolled.
Washington County has no money for pavement and improvements. We believe that if the urban growth
boundary would include these non-farmable properties, the developers would pay for these road iriprovements.

o We have the support of the neighbors. The neighborhoods a-djacent to these properties was considered inside the
urban growth boundary in2004 but was removed at the last vote by Metro.

When new areas northeast of Hillsboro and west of the Bethany development are considered again, could you please
examine this area again? Thanks for your help.

Sincerely,

Alfred Meisner
Farm Horticultural Park Place LLC
AM:mg
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February 13,2007

Kathryn Harrington
METRO COTJNCIL
Land Use Planning Dept.
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97232

FtB 2 I ?-|ll

I enjoy reading your messages in Metro News. They are fresh and new and informative, and
when you gave us your vision for Dishict 4, I couldn't have agreed with you more.A. Steep growth into existing commercial areas

B. Promote vibrant mixed-use centers
C. Use the land most efficiently
D. Provide housing and hansportation
E. Manage expansion and the urban growth boundaryF. Protect agricultural land
G. Allow responsible growth in outlying areas

. . personable. . . thank you!

You closed your message with: "Let me know your thoughts on our region future."

The area I represent is north of Sunset Highway and west of Cornelius Pass Road. Around the West Union Road area this
is a broken zigzag line of urban and rural properties on the fringes of the urban groMh lines. Our property and those of
ourneighborsiswithinthe2040masterplanofMetro. OurpropertyontaxmaplN2ll,taxlots l60iand,l900isa4l-
acre site' Within this is a l}-acre RIND with a conditional use permit. This 12 acres is surrounded by EFU land. The 12-
acre RIND is our main issue of interest. We are only allowed by the land use codes agricultural or foiestry-related
tenants, which makes it very difficult to add tenants and uses on this property.

I enclose correspondence we submitted to metro in October 2005 as well as several photos for your review, thereby to
consider EXPANSION OF THE INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTIAL BOUNDARY urban gro*tt line for us, and our
neighbors. This land is not productive for farming.

If at all possible, I would ask you to meet with us and to also show you the Holcomb Creek and drainag e area,which is
adjacent to ours and other connected properties. Our nursery has committed itself to set aside and DONATE TEN
ACRES FOR FISH AND WILDLIFE. The total is several hundred acres of wetlands and native and natural wildlife areas
all the way up to Cornelius Pass Road to the east. These are our thoughts and those of our neighbors for our area's future.
Your representation and interest is most welcome, and, if possible, to meet with you to show you our area. My phone
number is (503) 647-9292.
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Enclosed is a letter, planning maps and photos

aborjt €m area with a proposalto change the zoning

by J.Jersey Co. that will negatively, directly effect
not only Johnson Creek, but homeowners in the

S.E. Dayspring neighborhood, on S.E.Barbara

Welch Road, on S.E.141st, and S.E.142nd..

We homeowners ask you to deny the developers
request to modify the current zoning.



Meto District 1

Commissioner Rod Parks
6@ N.E.Grand
Pordand, Or.97232

February n, N7
lngrid Wehrle/ Dayspring Homeowner
14405 S.E. Evergreen Ct.
PorUand, Or.97?316

Dear Mr. Parks,

As one the many homeowners in the Dayspring, Barbara Weldr Road, and S.E. 141st
neighborhoods, I became very con€rned when it was accidently brought to my attention
in January that John LJersey Development had filed a request for potential residential
devefopment on the heavily forested 40 acre hillside above all our properties. We had
belbved this to be a protected area as a part c,f the Johnson Creek Watershed with active
wildlife and rnany springs and creeks. Allwater runoff flows directly or eventtnlly into
Johnson Creek. We have numerous concerns:

1. the request to "modify the zoning' of an area that is currently zoned R10p as the
most evironmentally sensitive, sacred, conservation zone or R10c, limited

@nservation zone

2. the environmental and geological impact of such a development on Johnson
Creek (the steelhead), on tlre wildlife (deer, fox, coyote, ramon, migrating flicker,
owls, pileated woodpec*er and other birds) and on the native trees and vegetation
(maples, cedars, Douglas firs, red alder, Oregon Grape, Huckleberry, etderberry,
svtord fern)

3. the impact on stormwater runoff with lost canopy cover and the addition of
impervious surfaces will increase the volume of runoff and decrease groundwabr
recharge, allof whidt would contribute to erosion, habitat destruction, ground

morrement and lardslide problems not onlyfor Johnson Creek, but for all the
homeowners below this development
4. fie increased fiaffic impact on localarterials thatfeed into Bahara Welcfr Road,

going North to Foster and South to Clatsop



Residentialdevelopnent d the land under consideration would contradict curent zonirg

that is designed to potect Johnson Creek Watershed.
* Cunent zonirg protects the designated area from residentia! development and

require a minimum of 10,000 square feet per lotrparcel.
* The cxJnent zonirg is R10p that labels the targeted development area the most

environmentally sensitive piece of laM.
. Additionally, another parcel of land under consideration is zoned as R10c, a

designation that limits development and identifies the land as a conservation zone.

These zoning labels are predicated upon the recognition of the Johnson Creek watershed

as an environmentally sensitive and fragile area that should be protected from residential

development.

At the January 31st Pleasant Valley Neighborhood Association Meeting, many of us who

will be directly effected by this development attended. We became more concerned when

John Jersey and his team gave us the impression that "The Cit/'favored this

development and wants it to have the most density possible requiring many houses on

small lots. Mr. Jersey told us that he wanted fewer houses and larger lots, but "The Cit/'
did not want this. He told me also that "The Cit/ thought the narrow, very steep street of
1fifr1should be the main road.

This is a big concern for the 18 homeowners on 144th and on the Evergreen culde,
sac. Many driveways are steep going into 144th. After a Winter storm people have to park

on the sides at the bottom since there is no parking on Barbara Welch. Foot traffic is heavy

on this sidewalkless road since sidewalks were not included and if they were to be built

now, much lardscaped property would be destroyed.

The Johnson Creek Watershed is a fragile area that the city, county and METRO have
placed as a significant environmentalfocus and have provided funding6taff to maintain.

* Ths area around Foster Rd. and Lakeside Gardens underwent maior reconstruction

to accomodate the salmon run in Johnson Creek. As part of the "Johnson Creek

Enharrcement Projecf' much money was spent b restore the culwft at he
intersection of Foster Rd. and 164h.



* METRO has provided funds and staff b plant native grasses ard trees along
Johnson Creek as it runs adjacent to Barbara Welcfi to provide streamside

starbilization and shade for the stream. This is part of an ongoing proiect to montor
the creek and the salmon run.
* Land adiacent to Foster Rd. between SE 122nd and 99th has been returned to a
naturalstate to provide for streamflow of Johnson Creek. Conservation of the
Johnson Creek WatersM and enhancement of the native salmon run are prioritie
for local munkipaliUes.

Denuding the hillside of many trees to develop 77 residential sites will have a substantiat
negative impaa on the watershecl, the stream, the salmon run.... and allthe residents around

this development. As corrcluded in a previous application file no. LUR 95-00166 EN from
1995, "Development will cause significant impact through the removal of resources and
habiht on the site. lmpacts include increased stormwater runoff, soil cornpaction, erosion,
loss of wildlife habitat, a reduction in scenic qualities, loss of wefland diminishing flood
storage, nutrient retention and removal and trapping of sediments."

The arterials that feed into Barbara Welcfr Rd. are atready stretclrcd beyong capacity.

Adclitionally, bicydists and @esfiians literallytake their lives in their hands when attempting

to traverse the roadway.
* Barbara Welch Rd. is a narow and steep two lane road that feeds into Foster at
the Johnson Creek Bridge.

" The stretch of Barbara Welch Rd. between Clatsop and Foster has two side
ste€ts (145th ard144th) intersecting it that are very steep and dead-end into either
Johnson Creek or the hillsirje. Wih adclitional fdfic there is more risk for aocidenB

wih Winter's slippery iry weather. (Also ice can accumulate at the bottom d these
roads)
. A proiect has been glven the okay to open up 152nd (with complete disregard for
5 homeowner's landscaped property) for the 450 residerrts of Hawttrome Ridge

and 3 dter homowner associatiors which will GREATLY increase the faffic on

Barbara Welch.



(we have been told that a light willbe in place at the Foster/tsarbara welcfr Rd. this
year to help the increase of taffic wifi the opening of 152nd to Hawtprne Ridge )

As vtery corrcerned tpmeowners and part of tfre Pleasant Valley Homeowners association,
we request the following considerations regarding the potential development by J.Jersey
Development. Our request is contingent upon the assumption that these would be
precursors to anyzonirg modifications andlcrgranting apprwalfor residential
development.

1. Harre fte city complete their oum impartial environmental impact study showing
the impact on Johnson Creek Watershed with this t)rpe c,f residential dwelopment
inhis area.

2. Havethe city complete their ontrn impartialgeological suruey showing the impact
of residentialdevelopment on the stability of the cunent adjacent neighborhoods.
Additional study would relate to the impact on Johnson Creek Watershed of
potential erosion, runoff, mudslides, pollutants from homes caused by the denuding
of the hillside.

4. With the new Udar technology that will be intact in a week, the most accurate of
landslide maps will soon be available and should be used. fihere are selreral
homes on Barbara Welcfr which willbe extremelywlnerable to landslides with this
development)

5. Consult an impartialarborist to record all tees prior to cutting that are or€r 6" in
diameter and obtain a plan that outlines the impact of proposed trees to be cut for
the potential development. This plan would include consideration of groups of trees
needed to remain as a wird buffer and help as pumps to take up water in the rainy
season.

6. Compbe a traffic impac't statement that sfi.rdies fie impact of adclitional fiaffic on
Barbara Welch road at enffance points of he present 4 sfreets (145th, 1ffith,
152nd, Barbara welcfr Lane) and the intersection with Foster Rd.

7. Conduct a series of neighborhood meetings that facilitate input from impac-ted

residents and the Johnson Creek Watershed Council.

8. Consider alternattvre plans that m(7ht save this aten:



puUic park ( This is €m area they are looking at and were not aware d J.Jerseys proposal

This lack in notlying them of the propmalto develop is neglecffuland makes me wonder

about The Citfs concems.)
* Then, if "The Cit/ must give permission for r+zoning, ha\€ larger lots,

fewer homes, mucfi more greenspace so the wildlife can suMve, and

minimizing the environmental impact.
* Aftlitionally, request provisions for entrance/egress of the development i

into more major arterials such as Clatsop v'/hifi oould handle additionalUaffic.

Mr.J.Jersey suggested that'The Citf get together him and the other nrvo

developers owning the land Sor.rttr to Clatsop and talk about road access.

We would appreciate your attention to this matter as well as your assistance with resolution

of these @ncerns. We would greatly appreciate a written response from lou regarding

these issues so that we may pursue our next plan of aotion. Thank you for your assistance

in this matter. We look fonrard to hearing from you as soon as possible. (

Sincerely yours, Z,UL ulJ
C .Vrc-hrt/W /"">i3il

1*
0_ ,J

dr-D-n

L- /-^
/'rafr"

d-/

fr

a. fu- ,/.J.-t

2

o

ffi. L.

4.'

U,^CL t/
4

{--



.1.-*Et

a

tas;:
a

oa

I

ti.

*.a!

t..t'nE

f
;

ItnEIa

rlFs 
n

a

Ar

u...
EiF

Fz

i,::t

ItI

FzDrJ

zzF

;!Trx*
6II

.6JI

iiir:::1"|r

aa:
.8..

:Zt1.

IILE
!;+

r
..':'.'i

it3*,):o

f ri$

oi!
d!r,ni.! I

nA
I$t

=

IITp-E6sens-/
n-_o(u\)

C

i;
td

t-.



-!

ES E ST

(u

Lr'

R10c

A

R10p

on Welch which are-T
to
/,

ancl

creeks in the above them

0c

PC 06-{ 78522

ol

R10p

ZONING Nl sit" File No.
1/4 Section

I Thls site lies withln the:
JOHNSON CREEK BASIN PLAN DISTF

3744.37 .3844.3845
Scale 1 inch = 400 feet

1400

fi'!
il
rl

10(
o
N* R510a

R10c

-;-

R1

R10c

00'

road

)

,/-

4

b

Rl0c

Rt0c

R10c

State ld 1S2E24B
(Nov 30,2006)

R10p



) \\
John$n

rffis

DqNSprirE
Neighborhood

ljrc
3
3
o,aIod\
!
@(,
NN

Creek

I

' Steep, nanow road* 
Not useable with snow and ice

I rcc

Springs

t!
a)

I .ti- --."

-:: .t

t

J "rl
,t't'li':;

n rtta I 'fIt
a

'/, ".

\ n "jspring" I
\,

\,
t,

I

I

It

t'
ll ,-:--.- - l-,lrrr'

\\l

I

i

I
,,,

a

o

Very vulnerable to
eroslon and landslides,'rj I

2
,&Springs

Minimalrain activates
above ground creek

,:: \. '' ta

RIoPE

o

,
I

n\\I

t

u

\

o\

\ old landslide signs noted here
(curved trees)

Houses on S.E.141st 'i';.1overlook this ravine with

a very active creek that flows directty into Johnson
Creek

i}9 .' ;--1'
\

D

€

\
"\

\
a,

,l

a7

{'r/
N

{'r t).fr
t?tN 11t. /!we, )v:2

t r -l,i Springs {
Exl5?TrM TONMr: R lO,8 Rf

?Ro?o:to tTtls, Vt
AW?N,I LOI tffi..k 6.XX).1"qw*

R@Ct*7wlt-.rr.frA:t >s'
I

This flows directly into Johnson Creek 
, ,

I

I

tt

,/
II(
v'l

I

\

"4'< \
a{

,
.-ti. 7th ravine

t

Ir
t

s

u(:'
sI n,, \

5{AW2\NI lll - CmcevtralS

I
,!

erlqn

I
T

--Pccu-\l $52L

I

I
I

i

r
I

,.
!l

ts

n
n

D

ta

I!

u!l

tt*

tI



c(e€K

I,!€
vv

ttj
UJ

klO.
old landslide signs noted here

qc
3
=
ol:
so
cn

a
UI
n",
NJ

Johnson

?lac

ln the proposed "p'zone area
prot€ction would be poor. See
Starpoint ll's site and the ravines
behind the houses

ln the existing zone boundaries,
there are many trees and plants
for abrbing water, contribuling
to healthy soil, and tor wildlile
and Urds to thrive. All this contri-
butes to a heatthier Johnson
Creek and decreases erosion
and landslitJe problems for
homeowners below

e-tr}. ,%

P, tOc

,
I
I
I

IThis flows direcfly into Johnson Creek.
o .t1'r

RO?0*.0e 76t: 9A^I2l(4 tlM
area with many

signs of past landslides (see phot,
ol curvedRCPO*,? OPEN

*Kr leA
?RG/*-C "p" lAt P*EA

ROP,*,,',.', .:@r,f, &A

lEb*

t_l

f /0r{ 9otroAfrLthr

EXEril1'r "r" jOtl. l(LA

I1l':rltr, ",r' :6)[\\f /ft^

€ days of rain ftf,sthis creek;

5{lWOlN( lll - V-Zone

;'i.. (., (:, 'l' .j,:?.-'l

IAAL Xft /.WA - fi.2 xres



'fl1rr'e 4o acr.z Land mo,a) z-om<-lazp a't arlt -| 19 a- b4aLh kl 4ye.-4 w i1,a

* *y *r.e-o- S Sowvl<-
a-9 o\

5a l-
f4-r-,iA

1+ sk ouLd b<-
'llr.c-

loo V4_qvsW g^l- a L4 r yrpl-

I
I h{.

Ir,'\
.,.r1 .

' sa-

t';,

:i t{'ir. ;1\',

I
I

,:i ,

I

i \:

s

. ,:' ; '.rb' . .:*,{r€i '.

'-_ i' ...'..1
' 't,l" '.- i':'.,
.: ,1, ,. r.. rr. i '

u.'qt
' .,11"

td

lB-

t,')i

.n.,:.:. .

I

it''aa
a ,l

c..' )'. '

*
*Q,'
+1..''i*,",
Fr:

I

f..tr.

i,

"t

fr

l.i

1,IL

ItI
I

.t

t i.

'. .. ,:\'--' .

{tli,
tt;i,,.tl'

rt'

4'

:
/ -t':'*,

?.irl

.t.'..?

i3...rr- - .

,;.+i!-u$gii,
:li[;$ig;t:gi"].
. -lt, {.; "lfJ

.t

: ,,itt.' .-' i

.,si,
,. j

I



I

Th+c a)-L t/\AArr1 +.aa-q $;o - +. loo /<-a-5 "Lol

TO?

*,".

T -,", ,,

I,l
.,,ri ,

i,,'".i

I

,tl:.'t5.

if

t,

,"::,":'---fiI.
.,

T'I

I

/r .t
:'.rf . r

:i

. 'l'h '

:.

(i

'(1
':/ ;

,. t:,.

;,\i

I
I
i

'1

It
.i. i\ ...

t;1r':

,'t
.:

:

.lf ;.

ltd'

t.

.! .i

' r' ,'.

I

I

l

i
,i

.,!
,t.;it,

ti
i
!.

i.
i :'.

-1 'I:

,.

17 ,\

.)

I

I

:.., i
it



'Thtg ht t lsU[e- f s 3d>al 14l4

Ltu+rtrr,l..afunn o( lhq _<f-rra^r\
trr l" ,Tla!1S.nrl fi.cd/t

lr.lp-Lr,\^)

$,, tt

Ti

I

.t

..:'i

I

t

\i

r.lt'
?*lu.

a':

'--: "
,r. !

..:

.,N- 'r!
Jf'

:.

t-

....;

.t
-j-:

.::> -. - -'
:-i.'

t\.

1

,'l i,.

I
I7v

t4 ts,t- cltrc

t,.

a

.:.li -.:

.. .- :

.{ '{

tl

.:

/'- '--' .;4''

t

, :\.

'{r'

14 \--'-_-

on t,Alet--



"t |rcta I bu Fl { €^ovne {+"rs < {ickj, b atA lilnd<I...{<-s,I

'.

)

,,,t)t,$,,

-l r'

*i"'

.,,'.}

. i.1. i.

"a 
r'l

.'' i 'r

r-l

i

t

Bii',
'-t

t

I

t-t"-
.'?.{ -*

;-ri

i

\,.)
:.'::i-', . .

. ..\

I
!

I

t

l.
(

i.Ei

.t,

..;

,_tt {,t,rI
-..'J .: :

.;. ':r, a'
;:+'. _f,

t?7r'

v.
(

.t

..!

t

I

.l
'.r i.il
.. \..1r

/a,
I

I

.,:i

-a

i x,,

.L-'-

\ "':"".. .

':.,$:

{''
i.:'

t'

I

\



tltt
II

-
ot,.tFE-lLla-r3r,I,.-s U'.e\ Arc-a lo,Q l-wer-t/) t A,t-%<- 3 ^ o. t9t^

-rr.'.

fir",-, -ltra \Aa6t ?$-+ YzA< .lo1 J A- Ov)t<-al+e-d A W'A rzr- t I I tn r.l-- l^, tr^ -\L.b

.t '
f

'!i:,.!i.

t>

!
I

\'l
I

' -.-:-L

________ ':l

,t l.

'':'1.

I

I:1,.1,.
. i,::

.t\
I

iE'
.:. -\

I

I lt

,\.

.ail.

t
?t

t

!.1

)-
,lf i

.r..4

;lil
i\
i
t
l

1

i

;i ll l-

'ir-,'-.'. I:l: ..1-
: -::t/'
: ..]:i:i

.1. 
-'- 

-.'r'

t"

I

E&EmeIm&^

I

'lt

, ,i.i,:

-f

L
F

':. ;

,. ,)

I



May 24 07 09:01a p.1

Via fax 503 797 l@8
s03 797 1fi9

tq 30
t12?

May 24,7007

Board Of Metro Councilors
Metro
Portland, Oregon

Re: Res. # 07 3813 in Opposition, on Today's Council Mecting Agenda
( Darby Heights Acquisition)

Reasons for Objection:

l. The price was negotiated by coercive means and although the Seller accepted the price
it was influenced by the circumstances of objcction thus litigation by the partner of
METRO , the City of Gresharn opposing the project.

2. 'the price is below its market value for highest and best use. This is firther evidence
of the fact that the Seller compromised unwilling to the coercive governrnental
influences.

3. The financing scheme of the partnerchip is illegal by virtue it depends on the itlegal
financing schemc of Gresham..

4..'I'he price is frivolous and extreme at about $ 100,000 per acre which is beyond the
intenf,of the ballot measure as to obtaining a reasonable value, tbr the purposes intended

824 SW lEs Ave
Portland, Or 97205

soizzz qgqg

cc: Metro Auditor



COUNCILoR Roo PRnx
5OO NORTHEAST GRANO AVENUE

TEt- 503197 1541
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2136
FAX 503197 1193

M ETRo

Apil 24,2007

The Honorable Larry Galizio
Chair, Education Ways and Means Subcommittee
900 Court St NE, H-390
Salem, OR 97301

Dear Representative Galizio,

I am writing in support of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU
Extension Service and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory (the OSU Statewide Public
Service Agencies) budgets that are separate items within the Oregon University System
budget (SB 5515).

As a Metro Councilor, a former Chair of the Oregon Board of Agriculture, and post
President of the Oregon Association of Nurseries, I have seen the benefits these programs
have on the urban-rural connections that are so irnportant for all Oregonians. The
Statewide Public Service Agencies provide excellent research and development for
balancing the economy, environment and community based systems in Oregon. The
contributions of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU Extension Service
and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory are pivotal in moving Oregon toward a more
sustainable future.

The three Statewides are the research and development arm of a major portion of
Oregon's traded sector economy (agriculture and forestry economic segments account for
approximately 20o/o of Oregon's economy) and are instrumental in maintaining an
environmental balance that Oregon citizens in the Metro area require for their preferred
quality of life.

Economists at OSU estimated that in 2006, more than $200 million new dollars were
created in Oregon's Economy through just the Agriculture related research and Extension
programs. That is without adding in the multiplier effect of those dollars in the economy.
In addition, numerous environmental benefits were realized from those same research and
Extension programs. Such benefits as less pesticide use, reduced soil erosion, better water
quality, etc. were implemented.

ww. metro-region.org
Recycled paper



The Statewide Public Agencies are critical to generating new revenues that are
needed need to fund every program in Oregon, from K-12 to public safety. Dollar for
dollar, each investment Oregon makes in the OSU Statewides will produce one of the
highest returns on investment of any program in Oregon.

The State Board of Higher Education recommended a $ l5 million policy option package
for the OSU statewide public service programs. The Governor's budget reduced that
amount and the Co-Chairs' budget further reduced the amount to zero. The State Board
of Higher Education policy option packages, if funded, will provide opportunities for
enhancing existing businesses and creating new ones (such as environmental services
using new plant material systems), and provide environmental enhancement.

I recommend you fund the OSU Statewide Public Service programs at the level
recoflrmended by the State Board of Higher Education. Oregon's economic and
environmental future depends on it.

Sincerely

Rod Park
Deputy Council President
District I



Aprrl24,2007

The Honorable Richard Devlin
Vice Chair, Education Ways and Means Subcommittee
900 Court St NE, S-316
Salem, OR 97301

Dear Senator Devlin,

I am writing in support of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU
Extension Service and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory (the OSU Statewide Public
Service Agencies) budgets that are separate items within the Oregon University System
budget (SB 5515).

As a Metro Councilor, a fonner Chair of the Oregon Board of Agriculture, and post
President of the Oregon Association of Nurseries, I have seen the benefits these progtams
have on the urban-rural connections that are so important for all Oregonians. The
Statewide Public Service Agencies provide excellent research and development for
balancing the economy, environment and community based systems in Oregon. The
contributions of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU Extension Service
and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory are pivotal in moving Oregon toward a more
sustainable future.

The three Statewides are the research and development arm of a major portion of
Oregon's traded sector economy (agriculture and forestry economic segments account for
approximately 20oh of Oregon's economy) and are instrumental in maintaining an
environmental balance that Oregon citizens in the Metro area require for their preferred
quality of life.

Economists at OSU estimated that in 2006, more than $200 million new dollars were
created in Oregon's Economy through just the Agriculture related research and Extension
programs. That is without adding in the multiplier effect of those dollars in the economy.
In addition, numerous environmental benefits were realized from those same research and
Extension programs. Such benefits as less pesticide use, reduced soil erosion, better water
quality, etc. were implemented.



The Statewide Public Agencies are critical to generating new revenues that are
needed need to fund every program in Oregon, from K- l2 to public safety. Dollar for
dollar, each investment Oregon makes in the OSU Statewides will produce one of the
highest retums on investment of any program in Oregon.

The State Board of Higher Education recommended a $ I 5 million policy option package
for the OSU statewide public service programs. The Governor's budget reduced that
amount and the Co-Chairs' budget further reduced the amount to zero. The State Board
of Higher Education policy option packages, if funded, will provide opportunities for
enhancing existing businesses and creating new ones (such as environmental services
using new plant material systems), and provide environmental enhancement.

I recommend you fund the OSU Statewide Public Service programs at the level
recommended by the State Board of Higher Education. Oregon's economic and
environmental future depends on it.

Sincerely

Rod Park
Deputy Council President
District I
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Apnl 24,2007

Representative Galizio, Chair
Senator Devlin, Vice Chair
Education Ways and Means Subcommittee
900 Court St NE, H-390
Salem, OR

Dear Representative Galizio,

I am writing in support of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU
Extension Service and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory (the OSU Statewide Public
Service Agencies) budgets that are separate items within the Oregon University System
budget (SB 5515).

As a Metro Councilor, a fbrmer Chair of the Oregon Board of Agriculture, and post
President of the Oregon Association of Nurseries, I have seen the benefits these programs
have on the urban-rural connections that are so important for all Oregonians. The
Statewide Public Service Agencies provide excellent research and development for
balancing the economy, environment and community based systems in Oregon. The
contributions of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU Extension Service
and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory are pivotal in moving Oregon toward a more
sustainable future.

The three Statewides are the research and development arm of a major portion of
Oregon's traded sector economy (agriculture and forestry economic segments account for
approximately 20o/o of Oregon's economy) and are instrumental in maintaining an
environmental balance that Oregon citizens in the Metro area require for their preferred
quality of life.

Economists at OSU estimated that in 2006, more than $200 million new dollars were
created in Oregon's Economy through just the Agriculture related research and Extension
programs. That is without adding in the multiplier effect of those dollars in the economy.
In addition, numerous environmental benefits were realized from those same research and
Extension programs. Such benefits as less pesticide use, reduced soil erosion, better water
quality, etc. were implemented.

\M. metro-regron.or9
Recycled paper



The Statewide Public Agencies are critical to generating new revenues that are
needed need to fund every program in Oregon, from K-12 to public safety. Dollar for
dollar, each investment Oregon makes in the OSU Statewides will produce one of the
highest retums on investment of any program in Oregon.

The State Board of Higher Education recommended a $ l5 million policy option package
for the OSU statewide public service programs. The Governor's budget reduced that
amount and the Co-Chairs' budget further reduced the amount to zero. The State Board
of Higher Education policy option packages, if funded, will provide opportunities for
enhancing existing businesses and creating new ones (such as environmental services
using new plant material systems), and provide environmental enhancement.

I recommend you fund the OSU Statewide Public Service programs at the level
recommended by the State Board of Higher Education. Oregon's economic and
environmental future depends on it.

Sincerely

Rod Park
Deputy Council President
District I
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Apnl 24,2007

Representative Galizio, Chair
Senator Devlin, Vice Chair
Education Ways and Means Subcommittee
900 Court St NE, H-390
Salem, OR

Dear Representative Galizio,

I am writing in support of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU
Extension Service and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory (the OSU Statewide Public
Service Agencies) budgets that are separate items within the Oregon University System
budget (SB 5515).

As a Metro Councilor, a fbnner Chair of the Oregon Board of Agriculture, and post
President of the Oregon .Association of Nurseries, I have seen the benefits these programs
have on the urban-rural connections that are so irnportant for all Oregonians. The
Statewide Public Service Agencies provide excellent research and development for
balancing the economy, environment and community based systems in Oregon. The
contributions of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU Extension Service
and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory are pivotal in moving Oregon toward a more
sustainable future.

The three Statewides are the research and development ann of a major portion of
Oregon's traded sector ecorlomy (agriculture and forestry economic segments account for
approximately 20%o of Oregon's economy) and are instrumental in maintaining an
environmental balance that Oregon citizens in the Metro area require for their preferred
quality of life.

Economists at OSU estirrrated that in 2006, more than $200 million new dollars were
created in Oregon's Economy through just the Agriculture related research and Extension
programs. That is without adding in the rnultiplier effect of those dollars in the economy.
In addition, numerous environmental benefits were realized from those same research and
Extension programs. Such benefits as less pesticide use, reduced soil erosion, better water
quality, etc. were implernented.

\/\ru.metro-regron.org
Recy6lsd paper



The Statewide Public Agencies are critical to generating new revenues that are
needed need to fund every program in Oregon, frorn K-12 to public safety. Dollar for
dollar, each investment Oregon makes in the OSU Statewides will produce one of the
highest retums on investment of any program in Oregon.

The State Board of Higher Education recommended a $ l5 million policy option package
for the OSU statewide public service programs. The Governor's budget reduced that
amount and the Co-Chairs' budget further reduced the amount to zero. The State Board
of Higher Education policy option packages, if funded, will provide oppoftunities for
enhancing existing businesses and creating new ones (such as environmental services
using nerv plant material systems), and provide environmental enhancement.

I recommend you fund the OSU Statewide Public Service programs at the level
recommended by the State Board of Higher Education. Oregon's economic and
environmental future depends on it.

Sincerely'

Rod Park
Deputy (louncil President
District I
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Apil24,2007

Representative Galizio, Chair
Senator Devlin, Vice Chair I

Education Ways and Means Subcommittee
900 Court St NE, H-390
Salem, OR

Dear Representative Galizio,

I am writing in support of the Oregon Agricultural Experirnent Station, the OSU
Extension Service and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory (the OSU Statewide Public
Service Agencies) budgets that are separate iterns within the Oregon University System
budget (SB 5515).

As a Metro Councilor, a former Chair of the Oregon Board of Agriculture, and post
President of the Oregon Association of Nurseries, I have seen the benefits these programs
have on the urban-rural connections that are so irnportant for all Oregonians. The
Statewide Public Service Agencies provide excellent research and development for
balancing the economy, environment and community based systems in Oregon. The
contributions of the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, the OSU Extension Service
and the OSU Forest Research Laboratory are pivotal in moving Oregon torvard a lnore
sustainable future.

The three Statewides are the research and development amr of a major portion of
Oregon's traded sector eoonomy (agriculture and forestry economic segments account for
approximately 20% of Oregon's economy) and are instrumental in maintaining an
environmental balance that Oregon citizens in the Metro area require for their preferred
quality of life.

Economists at OSU estimated that in 2006, more than $200 million new dollars were
created in Oregon's Economy through just the Agriculture related research and Extension
programs. That is without adding in the rnultiplier effect of those dollars in the economy.
In additiorr, numerous environmental benefits were realized from those same research and
Extension programs. Such benefits as less pesticide use, reduced soil erosion, better water
quality, etc. were implemented.

M.metro-region.org
Recycled paper
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The Statewide Public Agencies are critical to generating new revenues that are
needed need to fund every progrcm in Oregon, from K-12 to public safety. Dollar for
dollar, each investment Oregon makes in the OSU Statewides will produce one of the
highest retums on investment of any program in Oregon.

The State Board of Higher Education recommended a $ l5 million policy option package
for the OSU statewide public service programs. The Governor's budget reduced that
amount and the Co-Chairs' budget further reduced the amount to zero. The State Board
of Higher Education policy option packages, if funded, willprovide opportunities for
enhancing existing businesses and creating new ones (such as environmental services
using new plant material systems), and provide environmental enhancement.

I recommend you fund the OSU Statewide Public Service programs at the level
recommended by the State Board of Higher Education. Oregon's economic and
environmental future depends on it.

Sincerely

Rod Park
Deputy Council President
District I
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August 4,2007

David Bragdon
President
Metro
600 NE Grand Avenue
Portland, OR 97 232-27 3 6

Dear David

The Bridgeton Neighborhood Association was very surprised and deeply
disappointed to hear that Metro apparently has no objection to Peninsula Drainage
Districts No.2 (Penn2)'s plan to cut down 600 trees along the levees and
waterways of North Portland and up to 150 trees in the Bridgeton neighborhood.
The district has informed us that they will start cutting our neighborhood's trees
within 30 days (Bob Eaton letter ofJuly 31, 2007).

Is it true that Metro has no objection to cutting all of these trees down?

We believe that the districts plan to cut down our trees is hasty and completely
unnecessary. It will be devastating to our neighborhood.

I have attached a summary sheet and a copy of our neighborhood's letter in
opposition to this plan. Please note that the Army Corps of Engineers in the
Sacramento District, working under the same recertification mandate as Penn2,
has taken a completely different course of action. They are working to save their
trees. In addition, the national offrce ofthe Army Corps ofEngineers has
indicated that they are rewriting the national landscape standards to allow trees
and other vegetation on levees. The new standards are set to be issued by early
2008. Why must Penn2 cut down Bridgeton's trees within 30 days?

Please help the Bridgeton neighborhood save North portland's trees.

Sincerely,

Matt Whitney
Chair
417 N. Bridgeton Road
Portland, OR972l7
503-285-3296
Bridgeton. neighborhood@comcast. net



NEIGHBORHOOD
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August 2,2007

Bob Eaton
Executive Director
Peninsula Drainage District No. 2
t880 NE Elrod Drive
Portland, Oregon 972 1 l- 18 10

Dear Bob

We have received your letter of July 31,2007. The Bridgeton Neighborhood Association
strongly opposes and will not accept the Peninsula Drainage pistriit No.2 (penn2) plan to
remove nearly all the trees and shrubs in our neighborhood. We believe the decision to
remove over 150 trees and bushes along a two mile stretch of North and Northeast
Bridgeton Road starting next month is hasty, unnecessary and wrong for a number of
reasons.
Rathgr. thry -degtrW the tree cover of an entire North Portland neighborhood we ask that
you join with the Bridgeton neighborhood in implementing u .r.u-t1t . plan that will meet
Pany of your FEMA and U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers imposed *.nd.t.* as well as
improve the environment and livability ofBridgeton and a large stretch ofNorttr
Portland. We believe our plan will rezult in a stronger levee, i healthy riparian
environment and a better Bridgeton neighborhood ana will maintain tire itfr4a and theU S. Army Corps of Engineers' highest certification ranking for the Bridgeton levee. Iwill send you a copy of our plan within the week.

Following are the major reasons we believe the decision to remove Bridgeton
neighborhood's tree cover is wrong:

o It is unnecessary. The commanding offrcer of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers(CoE) for the Sacranrento River/Central California area has granted an exieption
for the Sacramento area districts. Why hasn't Penn2 requesti an exception?t It il not zupported by science. Tree removal ignores recent scientific studies that
indicate tree and shrub cover on levees strengthen levees and tree removal may
actually weaken the levee.o New scientific studies show that the FEMA/COE assumption that tree roots
conduct water and weaken levees during high water events is false.o Penn2 misread of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) June I l, 2007 letter
requesting removal of trees is contrary to COE Encroachment Standards.

1



o The large scale tree removal in Bridgeton ignores the new Levee Landscape
Guidelines developed by a Penn2 committee and adopted by the penn2 Board in
2006.

o The urban built up nature of Bridgeton Road provides additional structural
strengthening to the levee not foreseen by FEMA and coE guidelines.o Lack of an NEPA required Environmental Assessment.o Insuffrcient notification of landowners and residents.o Tree removal wi.ll h3ve 1 major negative impact on the heatth and livability of the
Bridgeton neighborhood.

o Tree removal will have a negative impact on the environment and riparian habitat
along a two mile stretch of the Columbia River.o Tree removal will have a major negative impact on Bridgaon home and land
values, and therefore impact the very tax base Penn2 rel[s on for funding its
operations.

. fr.9 removal ignores a current and ongoing major rewrite of coE levee
landscaping and encroachment guidelines Jxpected by early 200g.o The Bridgeton levee with its existing tree cover has always received the highest
COE certification-and safety ranking throughout the districts 90 year histoft.
Nothing structurally has changed on the Bridgaon levee to warrant the wide scale
removal of trees.o The Bridgeton levee with its current tree cover also received certification by an
authority higher than FEMA and the C-OE, having been tested by the trvo l'00 year
flood events of 1996 as well as lesser flood events in prior years.o Ornamental tree and garden shrub removal according to COE guidelines is
designed to make it easier for COE and Penn2 to male levee iispections Ly ai, o,vehicle. This simply makes no sense and does not apply in a built rp rru.i
neighborhood environment.

Following is an explanation and elaboration of a number ofthe main objections listed
above:

o rt is unnecessnry. rhe commending ofiicer of the u.s. Army corps of
Engineers (COE) for the Secramento River/Centrel Califomia area hasgranted en exception for the Secremento erce districts. Why hasn't penn2
requested an exception?

on July 27, 2oo7trr3 rywfl appointed national commander of the U.s. Army corps ofEngineers Lt. Gen. Robert Van Antwerp said he intends to create a new flexible levee
maintenance policy that allows levee minagers to keep trees and other vegetation thatnow covers many levees.r He said the new policy "will be based oo r.i.n-...na
collaboration with local, state and fueral agenciis". He said "We'll be reasonable. These
are multipurpose levees in that we have habitat and endangered species, and were
concerned with that too." Van Antrverp said that the COE-is now drafting a new national

2
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levee maintenance policy and that within a month it will issre a document that o,tlines
steps required to comply. He said the goal is to "convey the intent" of the new policy.

o It is not supportcd by scicnce. Trec removll iguores recent scicntific studies
that indicete tree end shmb covcr on levees strengthen lcvccs and tree
removel may ectuelly weeken thc lcvec.o New scientific studies show that the FTMA/COE assumption thet tree roots
conduct weter and weeken levccs during high weter events is felse.o Bridgeton tree rcmovel ignores e current rnd ongoing mejor rewrite of COE
levee landscaping end cncroachment guidctines crpuci.A [y early 200E.

The June 2007 FEMA and COE notification to Penn2 and other drainage districts
mandating a strict compliance of COE landscape and encroachment guldefines. The
FEMA and COE policy stems from the beliefthat plant roots destabilize levees and
create paths for seepage. However, a new study by University of California scientists at
the UC Davis Amorocho Hydraulics Laboratory his found just the opposite.t 

-The

scientists found that the brush and tree cover in a flood event protected the test banks
from erosior\ slow down water velocity creating a bottom layer of slo* roring water
that provides young chinook salmon with a refu-ge. Stefan Lorenzato, Watershed
Management Coordinator of the California Department of Water Resources, said ..The
benefits start kicking in at high flows when flood risk is worse. It's implying that plants
may be helping us, not hurting us." Joe Countrymaq president of I\,Gtk fniineers, aprominent designer of California flood control projecti, said "This is pretty Ixciting
research....this demonstrates that plants slow erosi,orl that's a real plus." '
Earlier research on the Sacramento River found no evidence that tree roots compromise
levee strength or allow flood waters to seep though levees. A study by Douglas Shields ahydraulic engineer at the USDA Sedimentition Laboratory shrdied a 35 mile stretch of
the Sacramento River before and after the major 1986 flood. He found leveeswith trees
yuffered less damage than those without them. He also found that trees did not impair
levee performance. Levee vegetation, he reported in a l99l study may have increased
soil strength. In a 1992 study of large oak ind cottonwood trees on a l0 kilometer stretchof the Sacramento River Shields found that "no evidence that trees cornpromised levee
strength or caused 'piping' of water along roots. tnstead roots tended to strengthen leveesby binding the soil, and also grew downward, helping strengthen levees frorluitt irr,
rather than growing sideways. (See Exhibit A).
{ft lorps ofEngineers regional commander for central California Brig. General JohnMcMahon was quotedt as saying that removing trees won't necessarily ,ut. levees
safer. He hopes to tailor the guidelines and onf remove trees where levee-strengthening
is needed, but also to allow vegetation where irength is not a concern. General
McMahon said that "headquarters would like one standard applied broadly u.ro* the full
spectrum of levees. I petsonally don't think that's the right tiit to take...not all
vegetation on levees is bad".

: The sacramento Bee. "A rval' to sare tlre lelee habitatl)" Juh. l(r. 2007' The Sacramento Bee. "Trec-laden lelees flunli fueral inspition- April 7. 2(x)7 nTl-l\.sacbee.conr/l0l/r-print/story/ I 50966. hrml
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A COE spokesman, Dana Cruikshank said the corps is drafting a new national standard
to allow vegetation on levees. The new standards are e<pected by year end. Until the
new guidelines are released local COE officials have directed the 34 central California
districts not to cut trees.

Penn2 misreed of the u.s. Army corps of Engineers (coE) June ll, 2007
letter requesting removd of those trees that exist contrary to COE
Encroachment Strndards.
The lerge scele tree removrl in Bridgeton ignorcs the new Levee Landscape
Guidelines developcd by e Penn2 committee and edopted by the penn2
Boerd in 2fi)6.

The lune 11,2007 Corps of Engineers letter noted "Trees in violation of the Corps
Encroachment Standards and the PDD No.2 operation and nraintenance manual that exist
along Bridgeton area levee need to be removed." 'We ascertain that very few if any of the
over 150 trees and shrubs Penn2 personnel marked for removal on luly L7,2OO7 are in
violation of the Penn2 Levee Landscape Standards (LLS) adopted in early 2006. The
decision to review, revise and rewrite the prior existing levee landscape guidelines was a
result of Penn2's and Bridgeton's recognition that the existing COE national guidelines
primarily detailed in EM I I l0-2-301 "Guidelines for Landscape Planting and Vegetation
Management at Floodwalls, Levees and Embankment Darns", PDR I130-2-5 "Levee
Encroachment Standards and Procedures" ( 1 980), and FFCW lvlaintenance Requirements
33CF& Sec 208.10 Title 33, Chapter I I part 208 were written for rural areas and did not
envision dense urban neighborhood environments with condos, apartments, row houses,
moorages and parking built on top of and adjacent to the levee as defined the Bridgeton
neighborhood. The impracticality of the COE landscape and encroachment guidelines
cited above is glaringly evident in EM I I 10-2-301 Chapter 2 Section 2-2 "Vegetation-
Free Zone" which states that in areas on the landward and riverward side of thi levee
"where no type ofvegetatioru with the exception of grass, is permitted." Other COE
documents implied that small vegetable and flower gardens are not allowed on or
adjacent to the levee and even small trees and flowers in containers would not be
allowed. The obvious impracticality and impossibility of the COE rules led penn2 and
Bridgeton residents to form in early 2005 a 9 member adhoc committee composed of two
Multnomah County Drainage District employees, a penn2 Board member *i o
Bridgeton residents with the Mission Statement: "To incorporate the current US Arnry
Corps of Engineers regulations, guidelines, and standards into a working policy that will
allowlandscaping, improve esthetic and wildlife values, and protect the managed flood
plain from catastrophic flooding." After 12 months of work the new guidelinei were
finalized and Penn2 informed us was subsequently approved by various city and state
entities, the Corps of Engineers and the Penn2 Board of Supervisors. The point of the
new 2006 Levee Landscape Standards was to recognize the unique landscaping
challenges ofthe existing urban environment and put in place guidelines and piocedures
that would maintain the strength and safety ofthe Bridgeton levee while protecting the
urban environment.

a
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According to these guidelines trees and ornamentals would be allowed on the overburden
or overbuilt sections of the Bridgeton Levee, there would be no large scale removal of
trees in Bridgetorq a "case by case" approach would be taken and Penn2 and Bridgeton
would work together in a cooperative manner. The July lf notification that all o]the
l5Gl- trees and shrubs marked would be removed starting in 30 days is contrary to the
intent and spirit of the 2006 LLS effort.

o Ihe urben built up neture of Bridgeton Roed provides edditionel structurnl
strengthening to the levee not foreseen by FTMA and COE guidelines.

The Bridgeton neighborhood is primarily located along N and NE Bridgeton Road which
sits directly on top of the critical cross section of the Bridgeton Levee. and has
experienced very strong in-fill development over the last few years. Nearly all of the
neighborhoods small cottages that were built prior to the 1930's have been replaced by
two or three level row houses. On the western end of the neighborhood even denser
development has taken place with five and six story condos and apartments plus three
new four and five story hotels. Encouraged by the City of Portland the neighborhood
developed the Bridgaon Neighborhood Plan which sought to direct and mange this
overwhelming growth. The Plar\ which was adopted by Ordinance (No. 171238) of the
Portland City Council, has been largely zuccessful. The result, as envisioned by the Plarl
has Bridgeton as a dense, pedestrian friendly urban environment. New row houses are
primarily abutting the landward side of the Bridgeton levee. Houses are encouraged to
have front porches facing Bridgeton Road (and the levee) with garage access in the rear.
The result is a nearly continuous row of houses with their concrete foundations and
structural walls abutting the landward toe of the levec. (See Exhibit A). Existing and new
trees and shnrbs grow adjacent to the homes and occasionally between the homes and the
top of the levee. By a strict reading of COE guidelines nearly all of these trees, flowers
and bushes would have to be rernoved. In reality, they represent absolutely no danger to
the structural integrity of the levee. The trees, flowers and bushes are in effect coniained
in a defacto vault between the concrete of the row house foundations and the sidewalks
and Bridgeton road surface. Similarly, the eleven cross streets (N. Ilaight to NE 5th)
situated at a right angle to Bridgeton Road act as 100 foot long engineered buttresses to
the levee. Larger trees growing in the overburden to riverward ofthe top of the levee do
not endanger the critical cross section ofthe levee because ofthe support these buttresses
supply.
Once again, it is obvious the COE guidelines were written for rural environments where
the buttress support provided by the urban built up environment does not exist. The
buttress zupport provided by the housing and side streets of Bridgeton strengthen the
Bridgeton Levee far beyond what exists for a rural unbutressed levee.

Lack of an Environmentnl Assessment.

There can be no doubt that the large scale removal of nearly all of Bridgeton
neighborhoods trees will have "a significant cumulative impact on the human
environment" and the notice aod marking of the trees and shrubs has generated "a high
level of public controversy'' with petitions circulated, complaints made to city, state ind
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county agencies, a public protest demonstration and extensive print and electronic media
interviews. Furthermorg the removal of the trees would have a negative environmental
impact on a 2 mile stretch of Columbia River riparian zone. Therefore according to the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) an Environmental Assessment is required.

a Insufficient notilicetion of landownert end residents.

Your letter o-f July 31,2007 indicating that Bridgeton's trees will be removed starting
September 4t was not sufficient public notice for a major project with devastating
environmental and livability impacts to the neighborhood. There was an initial "heads
up" notification to offrcers of the neighborhood association on May 3l. At that time it
was explained that FEMA guidelines on levee certifrcations had changed and that there
may be a negative impact on Bridgeton due to tree removal and Penn2 requested to be
added to the agenda of the June 20h neighborhood association meeting. At the June 206
meeting Penn2 informed the audience that FEMA and COE had implemented new
regulations and mandates that would have a negative impact on the neighborhood.
Sp_ecific information as to the total impact of the mandates was not yet available. On Iuly
l7u, trees were marked throughout the neighborhood and a notice flyer indicating that the
trees would start to be removed in mid August was posted. There was no notification by
mail or email to the neighborhood association" Bridgeton residents and landowners, or the
City of Portland's North Portland Offrce ofNeighborhood Involvement. The first formal
written notification the neighborhood received was your letter of July 3l

We have only elaborated on a few of the reasons we must oppose Penn2's plan to do
irreparable harm to our neighborhood. Many of the trees marked for destruction are over
100 years old and can not be replaced. Penn2's plan is deeply troubling to our
neighborhood and will change the character and livability of our neighborhood forever.
Furthermore, Penn2's action is unnecessary considering that the commanding officer of
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has announced that the COE is currently rewriting the
national levee landscape guidelines and the new guidelines would allow significant trees
and vegetation on top of the levees.

Sincerely,

Matt Whitney
Chair
Bridgeton Neighborhood Association

Peninzula Drainage District No. 2 Board of Supervisors
Rich Halsten
Mike McBride
Richard W. Shafer Jr.
Congressman Earl Blu menauer

cc

cc
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SAVE BRIDGETON'S TREES!

The drainage district is pla[rning on removing over 150 trees on Bridgeton
Road starting September 4*. We adamanfly oppose and will not accept this
damaging action. In order to protect our neighborhood our Board has
authorized our consultation with an attorney, arborist and structural
engineer.
VOLT]NTEER,S TO SAVE OUR TREES ARE IYEEDED NOW!
CONTRIBTITIONS TO SAYE OUR TREES ARE NEEDED NOW!
Email Brid geton. nei ghborhood@comcast.net
Send contributions to Bridgeton NA,417 N. Bridgeton Road 97217.

Following are the major reasons we believe the decision to remove
Bridgeton neighborhood's free cover is wrong:

. Removal is unnecessary. The commanding officer of the u.s. Army
corps of Engineers (coE) for the sacramento River/central
California area has granted an exception for the Sacramento area
districts. Why hasn't Penn2 requested an exception?. It is not supported by science. Tree removal ignores recent scientific
studies that indicate tee and shrub cover on levees strengthen levees
and tree removal may actually weaken the levee.. Recent studies contravene this decision. New scientific studies
show that the FEMA/COE assumption that tree roots conduct water
and weaken levees during high water events is false.. The Army Corps of Engineers does not require it. penn2 misread
of the u.s. Army corps of Engineers (coE) ]une ll,2007leffer
requesting removal of trees is confiary to COE Encroachment
Standards.

. Penn 2's own 2006landscape plan is being ignored. The large scale
tee removal in Bridgeton ignores the new Levee Landscape
Guidelines developed by a Penn2 committee and adopted by the
Penn2 Board in 2006.



i

o Bridgeton Road is unique. The urban built up nature of Bridgeton
Road provides additional structural strengthening to the levee not
foreseen by FEMA and COE guidelines.

o No Environmental Assessment has been conducted of this
riparian area. There is a total lack of any NEPA required
Environmental Assessment of the impact of tree cutting on the rich
wildlife and human environment here.

. No adequate notice to landownem & residents. There has been
insufficient notification of affected landowners and residents. All of
the frees are on private land.

. Devastating and irreversible impact. The proposed blanket tree
removal will have a major negative impact on the health and livability
of the Bridgeton neighborhood.

o Negative impact on habitat. Tree removal will have a negative
impact on the environment and nparian habitat along a two mile
stretch of the Columbia River.

o Negative impact on home values. Tree removal will have a major
negative impact on Bridgeton home and land values, and therefore
impact the very tax base PennT relies on for firnding its operations.. Disregard of corp's revised guidelines. Tree removal ignores a
current and ongoing major rewrite of CoE levee landscaping and
encroachment guidelines expected by early 2008.o Long history of corp's highest certifrcation with existing trees.
The Bridgeton levee with its existing tree cover has always received
the highest coE certification and safety ranking throughout the
districts 90 year history. Nothing structurally has changed on the
Bridgeton levee to warrant the wide scale removal of fiees.. Bridgeton Levee has been reality tested. The Bridgeton levee with
its current tree cover also received certification by an authority higher
than FEMA and the coE, having been tested by the two 100 year
flood events of 1996 as well as lesser flood events in prior years.o Bridgeton residential owners' interests are ignored. ornamental
tree and garden shrub removal according to coE guidelines is
designed to make it easier for coE and Penn2 to make levee
inspections by air or vehicle. This simply makes no sense and does
not apply in a built up urban neighborhood environment.

For a fuller explanation of our objections to the drainage district's plan
please see www. brid getonpdx. com.
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To: Councilor Rod Park
From: Members of the Wooded llills Homeowners AssociatiouRe: Regional Target fueas in Natural Areas Program

The Wooded Hills Homeowners Association comprises a group of homeowners that live
on one of ttre South Butler Buttes in Damascus. All of our properties have been
identified as regionally signfficant habitat in Meto's December 2004 inventory of
riparian and upland areas and we are located in a conservation area identified in the
Damascus/Boring Draft Concept Plan of Octoher 8, 2005,

The attached list of members of the Wooded Hills Homeowners Association wishes the
Metro council to know that we strongly support the expansion of "Area A" in the Mefuo
map "map-east buttes2.pdf' (attached as Appendix A) to include all of the area on our
butte as a priority area for acquisition.

Metro purchased multiple properties on our butte during the 1995 open spaces bond
measure and, as a rezult, the north, east and south parts of our butte will be preserved in
peryetuify. Development is proposed on the west side of our buffe on ta"x lots 1202 and
303 (see property tax rnap attached as Appendix B). Both properties are currently zoned
as forest and have dense hee canopy. Lot 303 is 21.90 acres. This lot drains to Ketley
Creek, an important tibutary of Johnson Creek. Lot 1202 is 4.20 acres and drains to
Rock Creek, a tributary of the Clackamas River. The owner of these properties has been
in touch with Metro staffand has stated that he is a willing seller.

The visual impaot from developing these properties would be zubstantial since
development would result in the removal of a siguificant number of tees. The city of
Damascus, in its Concept Plan, has proposedresidential development in the valley
between our butte and Foster Road. Preserving these two key properties would retairu in
perpetuity, a beautiful green butte f,or these future residents. Preservation would also
provide an important corridor for wildlife. Wildlife is abundant on our butte- we
observe woodpeckers, deer, coyote and, just last year, a black bear.

We applaud the effort of the Meho Council to preserve imFortant natural areas for firture
generations and stongly encourage the Council to amend the current map to include all
regionally significant areas in the South Butler Buttes.

Cc: Mayor Dee Wescott
Damascus City Councilors: Andrew Jachnan, Diana Helm, Jim Wright, Barb Ledbury,
Randy Shannon
David Bragdon, Meto President
Meto Councilors: Brian Newmarl Carl Hosticka, Kathryn Harrington, Rex Burlfiolder,
Robert Liberty

n!;
L.j



There are 35 members of the Wooded Hills Homeowners Association. We were able to
reach thiity homeowners. Of those contacted twenty-eight homeowners, listed b"l"*,
strongly endorse the designation of our'butte as a conserrration area.

15. Dave and Tricia Crockett
1. DebbieandJimButler g200sEWoodedHillsCourt

9360 SE l90e Drive i
16. Cheryl Barger

2. Sandi Flack 9530 SE Wooded Hills Court
19201 SE Wooded Hills Drive

17. Jilt pritchard
3. Kirkandlynnloder S92l SEWoodedHillsCourt

19251SE Wooded Hills Drive
tg. 'Warren and Nancy Carpenter4. Bob Oeck 9930 SE WoodedHills Court

19610 SE Wooded Hills Drive
19. Tom and Vickie Woodward

5. MikeandKathleenSala g95l SEWoodedHillsCourt
19620 SE Wooded Hills Drive

20. Rich and Janet Swanson
6. M*ty Ringle and Noelwah Netusil 9750 SE Wooded Hills Court

19655 SE Wooded Hills Drive

t. GtegMacDoweu 21' Romnd 
tffitr T,'il courr

9540 SE Wooded Hills Court
22. Paru/- and Gerri Campbell

8. Bob and Pat Moeller 9079 SE Wooded fti[s Court
19697 SE Wooded Hills Drive

e. rammy and Brance wlson " 3ffi'#'#:Hjllils courr
t9711SE Wooded Hills Drive

24. GlemandJudyMchael
10. Chris aud Gayle Repsold 9239 SE Woodea Hills Court

19731SE Wooded Hills Drive

I l. Tim and Jerrielou Dougherty
8630 SE Wooded Hills Court

12. Tery Caragher
9450 SE Wooded Hills Court

13. David and Eileen Kendall
19640 SE Wooded Hills Drive

14. Jack and Elaine Simrns
8691 SE Wooded Hills Court

25. Dennis and Merideth Wilson
9305 SE Wooded Hills Court

26. Scott and Joan Scegrin
8640 SE Wooded Hilts Court

27. Bill and Teri Herzog
9345 SE Wooded Hills.Court

28. Robert'Ciaffoni
9525 SE Wooded Hills Court
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East Buttes Target Area Map Legend
Map area A - closing gaps in public ownenship along Butler Ridge to create a biologicallysipificant natural area-

Map area B - Protecting lands on Sunshine Butto and along fte tributaries of Sunshine Creekto preserre a witdlife corridor and a connectioo to tn" chckamas River,
Map area c - Protecting properties on Tower and zioa buftes for water quality benefits andconnections !o the Clackamas River.
Map area D - Protecting lands along the unaamed tributary north of the Norttr Fork of Deepcreek connecting to Tower and Zioibune. ;d th";;;rtr".i;p# corridor ro prcservea wildlife corridor.

Map area E ' Protecting lands oh scouter Mountain in close proximity to other protectedareas.and 
"-r"1ing 

a larger natual area on the buuc to benefit wilarre ana support waterquality goals in Johnson Creek (Mitchell Creek).
Map'area F - Protecting lands on the north sido of Mount Talbert adjacent to ottrer protectedareas and including a connection to Mount Scott Creek

)
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1900 SE Milp6l Rd, Suite B . Mtlwauliie, OR 9?222
plr: (J931 65L7477 . &: (503) 65L7188
ilfo@c*'c.org . wru'.jcwc.org

Adriro.y Ciidc lrldlbcc August6,2007
Bilt &l&
t.rsi&Ft N.6( F..h Sxt$.

Council

Councilor Rod Park and Metro Councilors
Merro
600 NE GrandAvc
Pordand, CF.97232

Rrp- Frrl Flunrcrw
I tS Flrrc rl'Rcprmrriirs

Parrl 8o*i<rr
ft+ldcn Emalnr
R*l r-,ilqp

tllllc Buq.n
vice h$w
Schq'l oi Evcrlltrl Strrdlx
F.,nboJ.sm t.lnivciD

fhrleac Crlro
Ashrrnto tl* CIrm
Po<burrl Prrle & Rrcrdo

R.$in Orb
Aut}rr

Dear Councilor Park,

!V1 arc writing in support of thc Wooded Hills Homeowners Association,s requcst to o(pand
Mgtro's targct area in thc area of thi East Brittcs labdcd "South Butler Butrcs". Speciacally to
includc thc following properties in thc acquisirion prioritics: Tax ID,s 13829A 003b3 and
L3EZ9A0L202.

The largcr of thcse propcrtics drains to Kdlcy Creck, an imporrant subwatershcd of the )ohnson
Crcek basin, and the othcr drains to Ibck Creek in the Clackamas River watershed, listed as a
watcr-quality limited stream by DBQ. The Johnson Creek Watershed Action PIan (WAn).identincs
lowcr and uPPcr Kcllcy Creck as key habitat protection areas, and mid-rcaches as key rcstoration
areas (improving connectivity and riparian conditions.) The hcadwater arca is .xtr"*Llyirnport.nt
for providing high quality watcr to sustain corc populations of at-risk ioho salmon and'listed
steelhcad trout downsoeam. Recovery of thcse populations in thc grcater Johnson Creek watershed
will be higtrly deircndcnt on mainaining and improving thc populations in Kcllcy Crcck, which in
turn arc dcpcndent on improving watcr quality and habiat conditions downstream. Any flrrthcr
impacts to watcr qurlity, cithcr temporary (from constructiori) or chronic increase in runoffand
pollutants (from further density/dcvelopment) pue somc offohnson Creck's bcst rcmaining
salmon and stcclhead spawning areas at unnecessary risk. In addition, thesc propcrties proviic
important habitat connectivity for tcrrestrial wildlifc between the adjacent witenheds, as well as thc
propcrties'acquired \yirh 1995 bond measurc frrnds.

Finally, thesc South Buder Buttes providc a sccnic viewshcd for the planncd communitics of
Pleasant Valley and Damascus. Prcserving tiese two kcy proirertics would retain, in pcrpctuity, a
bcautjfirl grecn butte for thcse futurc rcsidents.

lor these reasons, the Johnson Creek Wateshcd Cotrncil urgcs Metro to work with the landowncrs
to alq]xlc thcse properties for protcction as an urban-natuial area grccnspacc. Thank you for
considedng this nomination.

Sincercly,

H.xrrd llari*r
vr.x PGiLnr
Ctepr Str*d Mllh

DevilJem Dursn
Audrr

\'hn Ednrals
Senlor \4rx Pmirlcnt
Alhiu O)nrmuntq 6r'rl

RoLcr Gxtt
PrctJcnt o<l CF:)
oDs

Mitr lllcl
ErtrdrtDtsu
Llrbon Gwrerrs tmlrua
P(Hhnd &rtr (rn rut$
StatJolwr
FurdctJCWC

Al Jubltr
Gukmn
Juhic funrily Fru*ltkru

Mile L,nrltcl
Sarlor thwltor
Plcisluuen Hllhcrd

Dir'{d Mrv.(ilid
Crwlent

Itt6&tr$@f(
Ei6rtlE Dkrtur.
lltalw Sxicr

t"yfid.r*t
Orarc, hiro & fft<qyrph,t
P,xhrylArtMrgo

Michdle Bussard
Bxerutivc Dircctor

ChristineSteele
Community Ouueach C,oordinator

Insplrlng and faclliatlng comrnunity irivesrment in the
Johrxon Cteek Waterslred for the ptotection and eutrancement of its narurfll reoolrrces.

a
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mr Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Program
3534 SE Main Street . P ortland, Oregon . 97214 . Phone 503-232-0010
Fax 503-232-5265 . website www .southeastuplift .org
A non-profit coalition supportiing citizen paftiicipation and community development in Southeast Portland.

August 30,2007

President David Bragdon
Councilor Robert Liberty
Councilor Carl Hosticka
Councilor Rod Park
Councilor Brian Newman
Councilor Kathryn Harrington
Councilor Rex Burkholder

To Metro Council:

The Southeast Uplift Board of Directors strongly support the Metro Council's leadership
in considering the establishment of the Regional Housing Choice Revolving Fund to
support the growing need for affordable housing throughout the metropolitan region.
Affordable housing is desperately needed throughout the region, particularly for low-
income families, people with disabilities, seniors, and people of color. We recognize that
the Regional Housing Loan Fund will not solve the affordable housing issue in our
region, but it's a step in the right direction.

A Regional Housing Loan Fund, as has been proposed, is a smart public investment.
Housing gives people an opportunity to build better lives. To succeed people need a place
to call home. People with stable housing participate more in their communities.
Employees who can afford to live near work drive less and place less demand on our
transportation system.

Yet, as our region and economy grow, our lowest income population is struggling to pay
for housing and still have enough money left for groceries, medicine and other basic
needs. In the past fifteen years, we've seen dramatic change in our region's housing
market. We've seen housing costs double, triple and even quadruple in that time, while
incomes have remained relatively flat. Moreover, we've seen our most vulnerable
residents-poor families, seniors and others on fixed incomes--{isplaced as a result of
these sharp increases.

Recently, Southeast Uplift shared the Coalition for a Livable Future Regional Equity
Atlas with our neighborhood and community partners. The r' tlas shows a clear pattern of
poor families and people of color moving at an alarming rate from our urban areas to the
region's inner ring suburbs in search ofhousing they can afford, and yet, needed services
are not following them. 

, ..

Brentwood-Darlington.Brooklyn.Buckman.CENTER.Creston-Kenilworth.Eastmoreland.Foster-Powell .Hosford-Abernethy.Kerns.Laurelhurst.
Montavilla.Mt.Scott-Arleta.MtTabor.Reed.Richmond.Sellwood-Moreland.SouthTabor.Sunnyside.Woodstock.Ardenwald-JohnsonCreek



Your support for a regional loan fund can provide a unique opportunity for our region's
people with low incomes. The establishment of a regional fund could provide a structure
to leverage additional funding in the future including resources from voter-approved
measures such as bonds or transfer fees. The fund uses existing structures for
administration to maximize efficiency. The fund fills a gap in the housing delivery
system-an ability to react quickly to purchase land or "at risk" properties.

Again, the Southeast Uplift Board of Directors urges you to support the establishment of
Regional Housing Choice Revolving Fund to support community livability in all of our
neighborhoods in the region.

Paul Leistner,
Chair, Board of Directors
Southeast Uplift Neighborhood Coalition



President David Bragdon
Councilor Robert LibertY
Councilor Carl Hosticka
Councilor Rod Park
Councilor Brian Newman
Counci lor Kathryn Harrington
Councilor Rex Burkholder

August 31,2007

To Metro Council:

We strongly support the Metro Council's leadership in considering the establishment of
Regionaliio6ing Choice Revolving Fund to support the growing need for affordable

troising throughout the metropolitan region. Affordable housing is desperately needed

througf,out thJregion, particularly for low-income families, people with disabilities"
seniors. and people of color'

A Regional Housing Loan Fund, as has becn proposed, is a smart public investment.

Houslng gives people an opportunity to build better lives. To succeed you need a place to

call horiJ reoile with stable housing participate more in their communities. Employees

who can afford to live near work drive less and place less demand on our transportation

system. Children who stay in the same school over time perform a full grade point better.

Yet, as our region and economy grow, our lowest income populations are struggling to
pay for housing and still have enough money left for groceries, medicine and other basic

n.Lar. In the past fifteen years, we've seen dramatic change in our region's housing

market. We've seen housing costs double, triple and even quadruple in that time, while

incomes have remained relatively flat. Moreover, we've seen our most vulnerable

residents-poor families, seniori and others on fixed incomes--displaced as a result of
these sharp increases. The Coalition for a Livable Future Regional Equity Atlas shows a

clear pattern of poor families and people of color moving at an alarming rate from our

urban areas to the region's inner ring suburbs in search of housing they can afford'
your support for a rJgional loan fund can provide a unique opportunity for our region's

people with low incomes:

. $1 million from Metro coulcl leverage up to S20 million from private foundations

and banks.

. $20 million could provide help affordable housing developers acquire land. and

preserve'oat risk" units and manufactured housing parks'

. The fund is estimated to help produce and preserve an estimated 250-350 homes

every 2years.

. The establishment of a regional fund could provide a structure to leverage

additional funding in the fut*. including resources from voter approved measures

such as bonds or transfer fees.

4 2007



The fund uses existing structures for administration to maximize efficiency.

The fund fills a gap in the housing delivery system-an ability to react quickly to
purchase land or "at risk" properties.

Again, we urge you to support the establishment of Regional Housing Choice Revolving
Fund. Please call Ian Slingerland (503-280-5403) or Sam Chase (503-335-9884) with
any questions.

a

Sam Chase
Community Development Network

Ian Slingerland
Community Alliance of Tenants

Jill Fuglister
Coalition for a Livable Future

Dee Walsh
REACH CDC

John Miller
HOST Development

Nick Sauvie
ROSE CDC

Pietro Ferrari
Hacienda CDC

Martha Mclennan
Northwest Housing Alternatives

Nancy Yuill
Clackamas Community Land'Irust

Clackamas Housing Action Network
(CHAN)

Alice Norris
Mayor, Oregon City

Bob Stacey
1000 Friends of Oregon

Monica Beemer
Sisters of the Road

WillNewman
Oregon Sustainable Agriculture Land Trust

Dana L Brown Consulting

Bob Sallinger
Audubon Society of Portland

Elders in Action Commission
Betty Brislawn, Chair,

Kate Allen
Enterprise Community Partners

Moloy Good
Fair Housing Council of Oregon
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