Ore On Department of Land Conservation and Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150

Salem, Oregon 97301-2524

Phone: (503) 373-0050

First Floor/Coastal Fax: (503) 378-6033
Second Floor/Director’s Office: (503) 378-5518
Web Address: http://www.oregon.gov/LCD

Theodore R. Kulongoski, Governor

NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT m
June 12, 2006 AR
TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan

or Land Use Regulation Amendments
FROM: Mara Ulloa, Plan Amendment Program Specialist

SUBJECT: City of Fairview Plan Amendment
DLCD File Number 001-06

The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of
adoption. A copy of the adopted plan amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in
Salem and the local government office.

Appeal Procedures*
DLCD ACKNOWLEDGMENT or DEADLINE TO APPEAL: June 28, 2006

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review 45 days prior to adoption. Pursuant to

ORS 197.830 (2)(b) only persons who participated in the local government proceedings leading to
adoption of the amendment are eligible to appeal this decision to the Land Use Board of Appeals
(LUBA).

If you wish to appeal, you must file a notice of intent to appeal with the Land Use Board of Appeals
(LUBA) no later than 21 days from the date the decision was mailed to you by the local government.
If you have questions, check with the local government to determine the appeal deadline. Copies of
the notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received
written notice of the final decision from the local government. The notice of intent to appeal must be
served and filed in the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR Chapter 661, Division 10).
Please call LUBA at 503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal procedures.

*NOTE: THE APPEAL DEADLINE IS BASED UPON THE DATE THE DECISION
WAS MAILED BY LOCAL GOVERNMENT. A DECISION MAY HAVE
BEEN MAILED TO YOU ON A DIFFERENT DATE THAN IT WAS MAILED
TO DLCD. AS A RESULT YOUR APPEAL DEADLINE MAY BE EARLIER
THAN THE ABOVE DATE SPECIFIED.

Cec: Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist
Meg Fernekees, DLCD Regional Representative
Tamra DeRidder, City of Fairview
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(See reverse side for submittal requirements)
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Date the Notice of Proposed Amendment was mailed to DLCD:

___- Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment ____ Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment
and Use Regulation Amendment __ Zoning Map Amendment
__ New Land Use Regulation ___ Other:

(Please Specify Type of Action)

Summarize the adopted amendment, Do not use technical terms. Do not write “See Attached.”
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Describe how the adopted amendment differs from the proposed amendment. Ifit is the same, write
“Same.” If you did not give notice for the proposed amendment, write “N/A.”

Sons
Plan Map Changed from : /(,; /4 to
Zone Map Changed from: X/ //_-%/ to
Location: » Acres Involved;
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Applicable Statewide Planning Goals: LIty ~ é 5&‘}7///5 v 5: (Z7
Was an Exception Adopted? Yes: No:
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Did the Department of Land Conservation and Development receive a notice of Proposed

Amend'rnent FORTY FIVE (45) days prior to the first evidentiary hearing. Yes: ¢~
If no, do the Statewide Planning Goals apply. /f

/ es: No:
Affected State or Federal Agenc1es Local Governments or Special Districts:
o, W amege 07 MoV dmﬂé
-Local Contact: " /_f -7 ,/ Area Code +élone Number: 5 567 ’675/ LZ zzZ
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Ifno, did The Emergency Circumstances Require immediate adoptidg//

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS

This form must be mailed to DL.CD within 5 working days after the final decision
per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 660 - Division 18.

1. Send this Form and TWO (2) Copies of the Adopted Amendment to:

ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST
DEPARTMENT OF LAND CONSER_VATION AND DEVELOPMENT
635 CAPITOL STREET NE, SUITE 150
SALEM, OREGON 97301-2540

2. Submit TWO (2) copies the adopted material, if copies are bounded please submit TWO (2)
complete copies of documents and maps.

3. Please Note: Adopted materials must be sent to DLCD not later than FIVE (5) working days
following the date of the final decision on the amendment,

4, Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the text of the amendment plus adopted
findings and supplementary information,

5. The deadline to appeal will not be extended if you submit this notice of adoption within five
_ working days of the final decision. Appeals to LUBA may be filed within TWENTY-ONE
(21) days of the date, the “Notice of Adoption” is sent to DLCD.

6. In addition to sending the “Notice of Adoption” to DLCD, you must notify persons who
participated in the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision.

7. Need More Copies? You can copy this form on to 8-1/2x11 green papet only ; or call the
DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax your request t0:(503) 378-5518; or Email your
request to Mara. Ulloa@state.or.us - ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST.
J:\pa\paa\forms\form2word.doc revised: 09/09/2002
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ORDINANCE
(11-2006)

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW MUNICIPAL
CODE, TITLE 19, SECTION 19.100.020, BY CLARIFYING THAT AREAS
PROTECTED BY THE SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN
OVERLAY ARE MAPPED AS PART OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY

WHEREAS, the City of Fairview has previously adopted an acknowledged
Comprehensive Plan in compliance with Statewide Planning Goals; and

WHEREAS, the City first adopted regulations creating a Significant
Environmental Concern (SEC) Overlay, with text and accompanying zoning map,
in 1990, to assure protection and conservation of Fairview’s valuable cultural
areas, wetlands, riparian and uwpland wildlife habitat areas, and to permit
appropriate development when carried out in a sensitive manner with minimal
impacts on identified natural resource values; and

WHEREAS, subsequent to initial adoption of the text and Zoning Map, the City’s
Comprehensive Plan and land use regulations were acknowledged by the state
Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD), following
additional studies undertaken in 2001 and submitted to DLCD in 2002; and

WHEREAS, interim updates to the City’s Zoning Map have been undertaken over
the intervening years, and will continue over time as the City updates its planning
documents in response to changes in state and regional requirements, in response
to changes in City policy, and in response to applications from property owners;
and

WHEREAS, the locations of SEC overlay areas which have now been
significantly updated and acknowledged should be reflected on a separate,
dedicated map in the Fairview Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the Development Code at Section 19.100.020 currently requires the
SEC be designated instead on the Zoning Map; and

WHEREAS, the City staff initiated an amendment to the text of the Development
Code to denote that SEC-designated lands will be designated on the SEC Overlay
Map in the Fairview Comprehensive Plan, the Planning Commission considered
the proposed amendment and recommended its approval to the City Council; and

Ordinance 11-2006
SEC Overlay Text Amendment




WHEREAS, the City Council has received the recommendation from the
Planning Commission, together with the full staff report and background material,
and has fully reviewed and considered the same; and

WHEREAS, the Council has, pursuant to notice duly given in accordance with
applicable Ordinance and statute, held a public hearing to consider the proposed
amendment, at which time all interested persons were given opportunity to be
heard thereupon; and

WHEREAS, based upon its review and analysis of the Planning Commission's
recommendation and findings, its own review of the staff report, public input
received and consideration of all pertinent materials as submitted, the Council
concludes that the amendment to the Development Code text should be made, and
adopts as its findings concerning the applicable text amendment criteria the
findings in the Planning Department Staff Report dated April 11, 2006, which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference and is marked Exhibit

(19 A”.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW ORDAINS AS
FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The Fairview Municipal Code, Title 19, Section 19.100.020, is
amended to read as follows: '

“This section shall apply to those lands designated SEC on the Natural
Areas Protected by the Significant Environmental Concern Overlay map
in the Fairview Comprehensive Plan.”

Section 2. The Community Development Director is authorized and directed to
make the required revisions in the Fairview Municipal Code, and to notify DLCD
of the amendment as required by law.

Section 3. An emergency exists and it is in the public interest for this ordinance
to take effect upon its adoption.

First Reading: April 19, 2006

Second Reading and Adoption: April 19, 2006

Ordinance 11-2006
SEC Overlay Text Amendment




YCSI

No:
Absent: -
ATTESTED BY:
Jan C. Wellman
City Administrator/Recorder

Ordinance 11-2006
SEC Qverlay Text Amendment

CITY OF FAIRVIEW

Mike Weatherby
Mayor




APPLICABLE CRITERIA:

ATTACHED EXHIBITS:

" Ord. # 11-2006
- Exhibit"A"
STAFFREPORT -
- CITY OF FAlRVIEW PLANNING COMMISSION
TO: 'Fairview Ptanning Commission -
FROMV: Tamara DeRidder, AICP, Community Develophent'birec’c.or
) PROJECT NUMBER . 06-03-2C . A
SUBJECT Significant Environmental Conoern (SEC) Oveﬁay, FMC
: 19.100.020 — Affected Ares; Correctlng Scnbner‘s error
DATE: April 11, 2006 - |
>»I;OCATION: ' Affects All Propertles within the City of Falrwew '
PROPERTY OWNERS: Property Owners thhln the Crty of Falrv:ew OR
APPLICANT: _ : City of Falnnew Staff
CURRENT ZONING: None on Zoning Map |
| PROPOSEDZONING:  None on Zohing Map
CURRENT COMPREHENSIVE |
PLAN DESIGNATION: SEC Overlay
PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN DESIGNATION: SEC Overlay - -

1. szen involvement Comprehenswe Plan Chapter 2
2. Amendments Criteria (19.205) S
3. Legislative Procedures (19,416) :

- 4. Land Use District Map and Text Amendments (19 470)

A SEC Overlay Map of the 2004 Falrwew Comprehens&ve

Plan A
B. FMC 19.100. 020 SEC Affected Area (Ord 9—1990§
3.602)

- C. Ordinance 9-1990 (part) July 18, 1990 Cover Table of

'Contents, new FMC Chapter 3.6- Significant
Environmental Concem Overlay, & Signature page
Ordinance 8-1990 Official Zoning Map . '
November 24, 1992 Letter to DLCD and Goal 5 Ana!ys:s
Submittal

mo

_F. -Ordinance 12-1 993. City's response to Periodic Review

Order & Updating SEC elements




STAFF SUMMARY . -

After thorough investigation of the city documents it has been deterrmned that the Crty dld
adopt the SEC Overiay as part of the Zoning- Map in 1990. ‘However, subsequent revisions to
- the Zoning Map did not include this Overlay in the map adoption process. This inciudes the
- 2001 adop’aon of a major update of the Municipal Code land use designations and Zoning
- Map. This makes the decision to alter the language of the Code to nefer to the
Comprehenswe Plan's SEC Overlay Map the preferred op’uon ‘

The SEC Overlay map and language has gone through a series of revision through various
adoptions and the Periodic Review process with DLCD. The revised language and corrected -

SEC Overlay map are reﬂected in the current munlcrpal code and the 2004 edrt;on of the .
Comprehens:ve Pian o . - o

ANALYS!S AND FiNDiNGS
1. SITE, ZONING AND VICINITY INFORMATION

- The Significant Enwronmental Concem (SEC) Overtay apphes to ail pmperhes located wrthln
Athe Clty of Fairview.

2, BACKGROUND

The question was raised in a December 29 2005 ietter received from attomey Tim Sercombe
that there is an error either in the Municipal Code or Zoning Map for the city relating to the
‘SEC. The municipal code states that the SEC Overlay shall apply to those lands designated
SEC on the city of Fairview Zoning Map and none is shown on the current version of the City's
Official Zoning Map. Our city attomey concurred with this assessment and has brought into
guestion the continued application of the SEC Over!ay

To resolve this issue staff has conducted an e)'ctensive‘ search of our records to determine the
historic status of both the code and zoning map in relation to the SEC Overiay. The following
~ events are largely represented in the attached exhibits: -

1990 S:gmﬁcant Envrronmental Conoern Overlay fext and Zomng Map adopted
1992 - Periodic Review updating 1979 Comprehensive Plan adopted

1993 - Adoption of SEC Overlay FMC text amendments and Map

1994 — DLCD Remand Order requiring additional Goal 5 studies

2001 — Major update to Municipal Code land use designations and Zoning Map

- 2002 - City submits required studies, adopted text and map amendments for Penodac Revrew | ]

2002 - DLCD approves Final Work Tasks =
2004 - City adophs updates in new Comp:ehenswe Plan

Afthough it appears that the SEC Overlay was initially adopted as an overlay onto the official
Zoning Map this was not caried forward with further renditions of this map.  OQur

_understanding is that this inconsistency was due, at least in part, to the mapping technology

~ that was availabie at the time to depict these {ayers, record keeping and the changes in
coliective memory and plannmg staff over hme

STAFF REPORT — 05-84 ZCICPAISEC ' :
Aprit 11,2006 - » Page3 of 4
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Significant Environmental Concern Overlay
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 Fairview Municipal Code

| - Chapter19100 S

SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL
o CONCERN OVERLAY
Sections:-
19.100.010
~15.100.020
.19.100.030
19.100.040
19.100.050
19.100.060
19.100.070
19.100.080
19.100.090

Purpose.’

Area affected.

-SEC permit required.

Exceptions. -

Application for SEC perrmt.
- SEC permit — Required findings.
Decision by planning commission.
"Scope of conditions.

Criteria for approva] of SEC psrrmt

 19.100.010 Purpose

19.100.070

B. Activities to protéct, conserve, enhance and

" maintain public recreational, scenic, historical and

natural uses on public lands.
C. The expansion of capacity or the replacement

of existing commumcatlon or energy distribution

and transmission systems, except substations.

D. - The maintenance and repalr of existing flood
control facilities.

E. Uses legally existing on the effective date of

 the ordinance codified in this title; provided, how-

. ever, that any change or alteration of such use shall

require an SEC pamut as provxded herein. (Ord. 6—

2001 81)

. 19.100.050° Apphcatlon for SEC pemt.

It is the purpose of the significant env1ronmental .
_concem des1gnat10n to protect and conserve valu--

able cultural areas, wetlands, riparian and upland
wildlife habitat areas, and ecologically and scien-

tifically significant naturat areas while permitting.

appropriate development activities when carred
out in 2 sensitive manner with minimal impacts on
‘identified naturaJ resource values (Ord 6-2001
8D |

Y 19.100.020

-—-Avv. o

" Area affected.

This section shall apply to those Iands desig-
nated SEC on the city of Fairview zomng map.
Ord. 6-2001 § 1)

19.100.030 SEC permit required.

An application for an SEC permit for ause or for
the change or alteration of an existing use on land
designated SEC shall address the applicable crite-
ria for approval and shall be filed with the city with
the appropriate fees to be heard by the Fairview
planning commission. ‘

Applications for extraction of aggregates and

.. minerals, depositing of dredge spoils and similar

activities must, where applicable, include 2 copy of

* any necessary approval(s) from the Department of

" All uses permitted under the. provision of the

underlying zone are permitted on lands designated
SEC or listed as having a culturally significant site;
* provided, however, that the location and design of
any use, or charge or alteration of a use, except as
provided in FMC 19.100.040, shall be subject to an
SEC permit.
Where an activity requires a permit or other
approval from the state or other government entity,

the applicant is encouraged to obtain final approval
prior to submitting an application for an SEC per-

mit. {Ord. 6-2001 § 1)

- 19.100.040 Exceptions.

An SEC permit shall not be required for the fol-
lowing:

Environmental Quality regarding any applicable
standards for water quality, noise, vibration and -

" toxic or noxious matter as well as a copy of any

necessary approval(s) from the Oregon Depart-
ment of Geology and Mineral Industries for surface
mining operations. Where such approvals are sub-
ject to conditions, the applicant shall provide a

" statement regarding compliance with those condi-

- Al Existing farm use, including accessory

.buildings and structures.

19-77

tions. Where final approval is not obtained prior to
submitting the application, the applicant wiil pro-
vide a statement from the relevant jurisdiction .or
other evidence that such approval is feasible. (Ord.
6-2001 § 1) :

19.100.060 SEC permit - Required findings.
‘A decision on an application for an SEC permit

" -shall be based upon findings of considtency with
- the purposes of the SEC zone and with the criteria

for approval specified in FMC 19.100.090. (Ord 6-
2001 § 1) '

19.100.070 Decision by planning commission.
A. A decision on an SEC permit apphcauon
shall be made by the planning commission.
B. The planning commission may approve or

_ deny the proposal or approve it with such modifi- -

EXHIBIT B
06-03-2C

{Revised 8/02)



ORDINANCE -
@m0

. AN ORDINANCE TO GUIDE, REGULATE AND CONTEOL THE LOCATION AND USE OF
" BUILDINGS, STRUCTURES AND LAND FOR RESIDENTIAL, BUSINESS, INDUSTRIAL AND

OTHER USES IN THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW, MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON; SETTING FORTH -

. DEFINTTIONS, PERTINENT PROVISIONS AND PROVIDING FOR ADMISTBATION AND

ENFORCEMENTS; REPEALING OBDINANCES 1-1958, 1-1968, AND 2-1979 AND OTEER |

: PERTINENT PROVISIONS

THE CITY OF FAIR’VIEW QRDAINS AS FOLLOWS:

EXHIBIT C
06-03-2C
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Ordinance (9-1990)

1=

Significant Envn'o'_'n:'mentalConcembv‘.' S .

_I_‘gL, It:sthepurpose of the ngmﬁnant Envn'onmental Cum:ern deagnamnntoprotectand;
. conserve veluable wetlands, riparian and upland wildlife hebitat aress, and ecologically and

mmhﬁmﬂymgnﬁmntnaﬂrﬂmeaswhﬂepmhgappropnatedwﬂopmentm&wﬁeswhm" :
, mmedoutmasenmtzvemanner wzthmmnnal nnpacts un:deninﬁednann'alresmevahes

AreaAﬁ'ected. Th:s lectmnahallapplytothose]ands desxgnatedSEConfheCEk;yumeew

ZonmgMa.p
 SEC Permit Bequired N S |
Aﬂusespérm:ttedxmderthepromon of the underlying district are permitted on lands

- designated SEC; provided, however, that the Jocation and design of any use, or charge
uralteratmnofauae, exceptasprmdedmﬁl%shaﬂbemﬂ:gecttoanSECpmt.

 An SEC permxtshall not be i-equired for the'follm;ving' :

A Fan:nuse,mnludmg accessm;ybuildmgs andstmctm-es.

' Thepropagahnnorcuttmgoftmber

G Customary dredging and channel mamtena.nce, but not the placement of spoils.
Theplacmg byapubhcagency of signs, mnrkers, mds, etc.,toservethepu‘bhc.
Activities to protect, conserve, enhance and mamtam public rea'eamma], scenic, historical

,andnaturalusescnpubhclands. -
* Activities regulai:ed pursuant to the prcmmons ofOregon statutes on lnds designated
. a8 scenic waterways under the Oregon Scemc Watmways Bystem.
G. The expanmon of capacity, or the replacement, of existing wmmumcamm or energy
distrfbution and transmission systems, except substations.
The maintenance and repan- of existing flood control facilities.

Uses legally existing op the effective date of this QOrdinance; pravxded, however, that

eny chenge or alteration of such use shall require an SEC permit as provided herein.
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Ordinance (9-1990)

ngmﬁcantEnvn‘onmentaICancem

Abtﬂdmg,sh-uetweoruseshanbehcatedonahtmamannerwhmhwﬂlbalmce
functionel considerations andcostsw:tththeneedtopreserve and proted: arasof

B envn-onmentalmgmﬁmnee. ) ' ' _ _ ‘
.'Remeahonneedsshallbesaﬁsﬁedbypubhcandpnvatemeammamannercunsxstent
‘wﬁ;hthecanymgeapmtyofthelandandmthmmmm\conﬂmtwrthareasof

‘-The protechunofthepuhhc safetyand ofpubhcandprwateproperty espemallyﬁom

vandnhemandh'espass,shallbeprondedtothemaxmum extentpradneable.
Slgmﬁcantﬁshandwﬂdhfe habﬂ:atssha]lbe protected.

N Thenahnalvegetahve&mgeelongnvers,hkesmdstreamsshanbeprotectedmd

enhanced io the maximum extentprachcebletoasmescemcquehtyandprotechon

from erosion.

Buildmgs, structures and sites of- hJstnnc mgmﬁeance sha!l be preserved, proteeted, '
enhanced, restoredandmmntamed mpruporhontothe:rxmportancetotheareas

hxstury

Archeologleal greas s'ha]l be preserved for theu' h:stunc, smenhﬁc and cultural velue
and protected from vandahsm ar unauthonzed entry

Extractmn of aggregates ami mmerals, the depomtm.g of dredge spails and similay
activities shall be conducted in & manner desipned to minimize adverse effects on water
quaelity, fish-and wildlife, historical or archeological features, vegetation, erosion, stream
ﬂow, visual quality, noise, and safety, and to guarantee necessary reclamahon_

Areas ofa.nnual ﬂoodmg, ﬂoodp]ams, waxerereasandweﬂandsshaﬂberetamedm

~ their natural state to the maximum possible extent to preserve water quality and

protect water retenhon, averﬂow end natural functions.

- Areas of erosion or potenhal erosion shall be protected from loss by appropnate means
: whxch are compatible wrth the env:ronmental chm-acter

The quality of the air, water.andlandreemmesandambigm noise Jevels In areas
classified SEC shall be preserved in the development and use of such ereas.

The design, bulk, construction materials, calor and lighting of buildnrgs, structures and _
slgnsahallbecompaﬁble with the character and visual qualﬂyofareas of significant
envxronmental concern.

Anareagenera]ly recogmzede.safragile orendangeredplanthabﬁat or which i5 valued

for specific vegetative features, or ‘which has an identified need for protection of the

natural vegetation, shall be retained in a natural state to the masimum extent possble. _

The applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan shall bé satisfied.
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N

| o ) " EXHBITE =
November 24, 1992 L 3 S 09-03-2;--‘.

~ Oregon Department of Land Conservatmn and Development 7
1175 Court Sireet NBE A : '

Salem, Oregon 97310

Dear J’un,

As you are aware, the City of Fairview has been working to complete its periodic review process. Our local
review order was adopted by the City Council in July, 1990 and was subseguently submitted to LCDC for
review and acknowledgement. In October of 1991, Michael Rupp (DLCD Plan Review Manager) wrote a
- letter to Andy Linehan of CH2M Hill which discussed four areas of concern which the City needed to

address hefore our local order could be recommended for admowledgememt. These concerns were related
tomanufachnedhousmg residential facilities axrportnmseandhlstomresomes. Inresponsetothe
October 1991 DLCD letter, I have writtenn draft amendments to our local review- order and zoning
ordinance which I think sahsfactorﬂy address the above issues. '

Begmmngmlatefh]lofl%l, questions haveansenabouxtheadequacyomeew’spmtechnnofnslmd

and waler resources. At that time we met with Scott Pemble, Multnomah County Planning Director. We
discussed the natwral areas around Fairview Lake, the ‘County SEC (Ordinance 234) regulations that were
adopted in 1980 for development near the lake, 2nd the City’s SEC regulations and its Goal 5 periodic
review work as they relate to the lake. After their meeting, the City decided to supplement its knewledge
of the lake area natural resources by conducting a special inventory and to proceed with the Goal 5 ESEE

- analysis. A team of environmental scientists from CH2M Hill conducted a survey of the location, quality .

and quantity of fish and wildlife habitat areas in the Fairview Lake area. The resulting study was
' producedeulyandwﬂlbepartoftheCmy’sGoalSsubm:ﬁ:al In August of 1992, the City contracted -
with CH2M Hill to apalyze the economic, social, environmental and epergy (ESEE) consequences of the

- conflicking uses of identical Goal 5 resources and to recommend & range of protective measures for
identified resources. The two areas that are the main focus of the analysis are the Fairview Lake and

Fairview Creek areas. Although the enalysis is nearing completion, there was a delay expe.neneed becanse
'oftheensmngwater qua.hty:.ssu&s described below.

In mid August, Fairview received a letter from the Department of Envirenmental Quahty (DEQ l‘egardmg

its Goal 5 work. The Department expressed various concerns and recommended that *... in addressing the
' GoaISESEEanaIys:s requirements and other land use or periodic reviews, 2 thorough analysis of potential
impacts to ground and surface waters of residential and industrial development in the watershed, and
. particularly in the vicinity of Fairview Lake, should be included® DEQ further indicated it would be

essential that a comprehensive study of the probable effects of land use changes-and development on
surface and ground water be undertaken prior to the approval of any land use changes or development
a pmposals In early September 8 meetmg was held at the request of the Clty of Fairview with DEQ and

" 300 HARRISON ST., P.0. BOX 337
FAIRVIEW, OREGON S7024
(503)665-7929 FAX 666-0888

PN




The Cn:y’s partmpa’cmn in the NPDES program will be described. The final doclment
CPhase ID) will contain BMP’S for the entu-e Fairview Creek Basin.

- The City's Stormwater Dramage Master Plan process is now underwazy. Adoptmn is

scheduled to occur by March 80, 1898. This study will be outlined.

> Reference wﬁl be made to the erosion control plan that the City will soon be considering
for adoption -This document will specify what erosion control measures would be
necessary during the construction phases of developments. ‘

l GOAL 6 ANALYSIS

" The ESEE analysxs wﬂl propose & riparian corridor protection ordinance for Fairview
Creek and Fairview Lake.

- ReferencewﬂlbemadetotheproposedOpmSpacesandParkPlanthatwmrecommend

’ sites for City acquisition.

>  Information about the western Dond turtle wm be provided.

wetlands atd Ssh habitat.

rev1ew order amendments and related ordma.nces‘

* December 1002 Submit to DLCD & copy of draft amendments and ordinances for staff review.
January 1993 B ~ Planning Coxmmss;on adoption heanng
February 1933 City Council adoptmn hearmg

* Submit adopted amendments and ordipances to LCDC for admowledgement
'hea.rmgs.

¢ it offers a way to comprehenszvely address the issues that have been raised to date. It also provides LCDC
and Interested agencies and groups a complete set of facts about the actions the City has taken to protect

' its resources and the actions it intends to take in the futuwre. This should result in a stnoother and mare
i efficient acknowledgement process. ‘

n’. John Pettis to Jim Einman-November 17, 1982, . _ 3
) Qlan.ning\nimun let

A description and ordinance will be provxded re]at.mg to the City’s efforts to preserve .

We propose the following time schedule for adopting and subrmttmg to DLCD our entire package of local '

E: The City is anxious to completeltsPermdlc Review program. We know that our approanhwiﬂ not
,’ eliminate differences of opinion during the acknowledgement stage of the process; however, we do believe "

i
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Chapter 1 L
- Resources Inventory -

- The Natural Resources in the City of Fairview were inventoried at two different'times. First .
in April 1989 for the original submission of thé Comprehensive Plan and again in 1992 as .

- apart of the 207th Avenue Corridor Assessment and as a field check to update the inventory

~ information for areas on the Southshore of Fairview Lake (approximately 82 acres). Wetlands .

delineations for specific development proposals (Fairview Village, Portland Hospital Service

Co:porauon Lingelbach property) supplemented the ongmal quanttty and quallty mformanon

The natural resources 1dent1ﬁcat10n is based upon the above mformanon and all written
testlmony and information received as well as zhe follovn.ng sou:rces*

!
o
|
t

. Aerial photography 1: 4800 scale)
*  City of Fairview Natural Resources Reconna:ssance (Apnl 2, 1989)

Oregon Natural Hentage 'Data Systern search for rare,‘ threatened ahd
endangered plant and“a.nimal records (April 22, 1992)

U.S. Soil Conservation Service Soil Survey of Mulrnomah Counzy Oregon

1002\
\478)

* . TU.S. Fish and Wﬂdhfe Semce National Wetlands Inventory Map

U.S. Geological Survey Water Resources Investlgat:lons Report- 88-4110,

- Lithology, Thickness, and Extent of Hydrogeologzc Units Underlying the East
~ Portland Area, Oregon (1989) ,

e Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Biological Survey of Fairview Creek
(October, 1991) and Fish inventory data Quly 17, 1992)

*  Friends of Blue and Fairview Lakes Wildlife Observation Data sheets
e A checkhst of Portland Birds (The Urban Naturalzst 1984)
The npdated natura.[ areas mventory for the area South of qurv1ew Lake along w1th all
testimony and observation sheets is provided in Appendix 3. Other documents not included
as an attachment in this submission can be examined at the City of Fairview Planning Office.
- Seventy-one natural resource sites were inventoried, evaluated and determined to be of
~ significance. These sites are identified in Figure 1 and depicted in Map 1." Due to varying

characteristics and values, the sites were categorized as either wetlands (WD), water feature
. (WF) or other natural resource (NR). Figure 1 introduces the site code used in the remainder-

10012A89.PDX - - . . 2




E35

S e )

et s

SIENET

IRV 1818

—]

»{’__/I .‘..., 3;‘:51
) \

A

' _%L_’C;&.\-{gzidﬁl.

W7

LEGEND

emeas—vemmmo: STUDY AREA WATERSHED BOUNDARY
——— Y LTS

WATERSHED MAP

Fairview Creek
Drainage Basin

OAKLEY ENGINEERING. INC.

. DRAINAGE PLAMNING & DESIGN, HYDROLOCY,
CVIL ENGINEERING, & SITE DEVELOPMENT
700 N.E rayden tslond Dr., Suite MO ~ Portiond, ‘OR

TEL (503) 285-7411 — FAX. [503) 2857656

AN




: . . Figurel .
L : Size of Resource Sitsinvemoried -
| Wetlands . Natural Resources . |  Water Feature
L ‘Approximate | | Approximate S _ Approximate
Number Size Number Size  Number : . Size
1 | 1.84 1 5228 | 1 . 518
2 134 2 1.9 2 4.64
3 1.75 3 . 6.01 3 ' 8.04
4 47 4 4.63 5 1.13
5 1 e 5 212 7 4.48
6 1.0 6 3.04 -9 1.84
7 50 | 8 334 10 , 4.44
8 1.74 ) 1430 1 146
9 .83 10 437 | 2 | .8.19
10 | 3.81 11 1.36 | .13 67
11 ' s 12 118 14 1.86
12 m» 13 14 ) 15 6
13 ~ 9.9 14 586 16 3.02
14 : 1.75 15 130 |- 17 4.501‘
15 1t 16 7.66 18 O eaas |
16 o2 4 17 2.01 19 49.11
17 . 1.02 18 155 | 20 100
18 420 1 2.12 ' ' ' T
19 ) 11.56 20 2.0 . ‘
20 2.65 2 1.04
- : 1.04 23 . 13.47
pe) 0.36 '
24 | o7l 25 23
25 6.88
26 .38
27 .10
28  05°
I - = ‘ 126
|L 30 - .26
“ 31 .55
| 32 1.00
o Total 88.73 12333 | ' 168.04
A-total of about 415 acres were inventoried as wetlands, water bodies, and upland natural areas for purposes of
Statewide Planning Goal 5, the Natural Resources Element of the Comprehensive Plan of the City of Fairview. -
This represents about 18.5 percent of the approximately 2,243 acres within the City Fairview.
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 Chapterz | |
Analysxs of Economlc, Social, Envu'omnental
‘and Energy Consequences of Resource Prot_ectlon

' Both the resources and the c’onﬂictingiuses may benefit the fabnc ihat conéﬁthtes a full service

city. It is the balancing of these uses that is the goal of the ESEE analysis. LCDC
recognized this fact in its Administrative Rule when it charged local governments to.identify
conflicts with inventoried Goal 5 resource sites. This task is done by examining the uses

.. allowed in broad zoning districts and comparing these uses with the natural resource area sites

identified. The outcome of this analysis will determine whether there are conflicting uses -

' and to some degree, the magmtude of the conﬂ1ctmg use.

Compatlble and Conﬂlctmg Uses :

Compatzble Uses
The uses that can be conducted in manner that will not cause resource dégradation are uses
that do not disturb vegetation or increase barnk erosion. Such uses include:

Aesthefic enjoym:nt of resources
*  Open space uses not including recreation (which can create littering and the
destruction of vegetation in much the same as other conflicting uses)

Conflicting Uses

- Numerous uses are not corﬁpaﬁble with resource protection but are a]lovbec_l by the City of

Fairview zoning ordinance. If these uses are allowed some level of natural resource

degradation would result. These uses are particularly enumerated on the Site Data Shects
included in Appenchx 1.

Once confhctmg uses are identified, Statewuie Planning Goal 5 and its Administrative Rule
require the jurisdiction to analyze the economic, social, environmental and energy conse-
quences of resource protechon I no ccnfhcts exist, the resource must be protectzd

Reasons must be provxde.d that demonstrate the decision makmg process of the Junsdmnon

One of three decisions provided for under the Goal 5 Administrative Rule
must be made. These decisions are:

Fully allow the conflicting use without other land use restrictions. This
situation would occur when the jurisdiction feels the -conflicting use is

important enough to be unrestricted even thought it would have a negative -
impact on the resource. -

10012A89_PDX -7



' dependent. ‘The ESEE coneecmence analysis must also weigh the cost of a suggested .

regulatory measures/natural resource protection on property values. Council must weight. =

- consequences between resource protectnon and the 1oss of value to development

The ant;cxpated economic value of the loss to property owners due to regulanon would be

. ,Reduced crop yleld prior to development 1f agncultural pracuces were to
| conform to new regulations.

_ . I-IIghly site specxﬁc value of Lakes1de/Creeks1de properttes dmumshed (e g ,
‘ residential homes may have no or limited site access to the lake/creek due to-
setback or other resource protection requuement. ' :

These economic impacts, though hard to quannfy could result in a lower value housing type

which would diminish anticipated property tax revenues. This in turn could have other
' eeonormc 1mpacts - ‘ o

Individual property owner economic impacts and- expectations must also be considered.
Though no "taking" of property was anticipated, testimony in the record indicated that
property owners had acquired their property with the expectation that housing types would
be compatible with the amenity value offered by the site (view of the lake, creek, etc.).
Riparian corridor buffers could extinguish or limit this amenity. Thus, protection of natural

resources can be generally concluded to have both positive and negative impacts. Fairview

has concluded that resource protection can be interrelated with development objectives in a
~ manner which enhances development potentxal

General Social Conseguences

Protection of a riparian strip provides a visual sense of edge between natural and urban Jand
‘uses. Protection of natural resources creates visual variety in the landscape and serves as .

a connection to other greenspaces. It can provide a sense of separation between uses and
lessen the 1mpact of one act.mty to another

Fa.ﬂure to protect the resource allows more choice regarding individual property mamtenance
without imposing societal or city values,  This could lead to dxversu:y of visual experience.

Some may choeose to mow lawns to creek and lake edge, for example, while other treatments
~may choose some degree of buffering. Whether this approach creates more conflict or
harmony could be an issue of debate. Additionally, the attitudesand expectations mdmduals‘
may have toward the area in which he or she lives can be taken into consideration in a
subjective manner. Residents may have grown accustomed to vacant land without any visual
obstruction. Clearly, any development would then be viewed as creating a negative social

impact. In general, some level of protection of natural resources results in 2 posmve social
benefit.

10012A89.PDX . 9
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Chapter 3 . :
Resource Protectlve and Management Measures

i
e

Th;s chapter summarizes the pohmes regulations, and procedures that prov1de a high degres - -
of protection to identified Goal 5 resources while allowing appropriate levels of development
to occur. These measures were instituted by Fairview to take advantage of the positive values
‘which wetlands, water features, and natural areas represent They also reﬂect the pragmatic -
reality that to fully protect resources would result in negative consequences if development
- were completely- prohibited in a rapidly urbanizing area and pushed from pubhc services.
The protective measures. fall mto the followmg categories:

, -Plan Pohcy. Amendmg the C1ty s Comprehensive Plan Pohcy to establish
the importance of natural Tesource values (see Chapter 2)

. Regulatory Measures.' Adopting. 1mplement1ng measures to establish a

riparian corridor along Fairview Creek, Fairview Lake, and the Colurnbia

Slough. The corridor is at least 35 feet wide from the top of bank except

when wetlands areas noted on the map where a greater ares is consistent with

the resources. The riparian corridor buffer overlay district allows accessory

(infrastructure} development uses, but is-otherwise effective in reducing the

adverse impacts of specific land uses on the resource.” The significant

environmenial concern overlay zone (SEC) is intended to aliow development

in nonriparian resource areas but in a manner which minimizes 1mpacrs on
identified resources.

4 Protective Procedures. , »Cbnservation easements, - deed restrictions, or
~ dedication of land as a requirement of development approval.

Construction management, and land disturbance ordinance minimizes
vegetation disturbance and prevents stream bank erosion. The erosion control -

S ordinance is an engineering plan which 1s administered by Department of
- | Public Works.

Active coordination with the Division ef State Lands and Army Corps of
Engineers to ensure that wetland protection requirements are fully achieved
and, when appropriate, requiring conservation easements or dedication.

Tree removal regulations for upland areas that will retain and enhance native
vegetation and tree canopy. Existing trees over six inches in diameter and four
feet from the ground will be preserved wherever possible pursuant to
significant environmental concern regulations.

. Reinstigation of a riparian strip and discouraging lawn mowing to the edge’ A‘
- of the lake bank on the north side of Fairview Lake. Fairview recommends

" 10012A89.PDX ' 11
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K | “Osbum Creek north of the 1-84 freeway. -Oregon Department of Fish and
- Wildlife (ODFW) has recommended that this section of the creek be protected

because the agency found cutthroat trout in it. As suggested by ODFW, 225"

- foot setback from the top of the bank is required. Osburn Creek is sma]ler _
than Fairview Creek and has a lower water flow. The 25-foot setback was
' considered adequate by ODFW based on the size of the creek and the local
' 'topographlc condmons . _

‘e The upland wooded areas near Fairview Creek on the Telctromx property
* This is the largest and most significant wooded area in the City. ODFW has

indicated that the lengthy exposure of the creek to the woods results ina

- substantial decrease in water temperature. This cooling effect makes Fairview
*  Creek more hospitable for coldwater fish such as trout. Although those trees
within 35 feet of the creek banks would be protected by the Riparian District,
ODFW would like to work with the City to see whether a greater setback
distance would be appropriate for this section of Fairview Creek. This City
will consult with ODFW about this matter and wﬂl consider amcndmg the
‘ Rxpanan District in this regard

- Buiffer Width Analysis

~ The scientific literature examined indicate that riparian corridor buffers are resource protective

measures. There was not agreement, however, on the adequacy of differing buffer widths.
during the public hearing process before the Fairview Planning Commission and Council.
Testimony on setback or buffer widths ranged between no buffers at all to a buffer of 300

feet or more. The City of Gresham has adopted a 25-foot setback for Fairview Creek. The |

City of Portland’s Natural Resource Management Plan for the Columbia South Shore is
proposing a 50-foot setback along the Columbia Slough. In the main, the City of Portiand
setback buffers more intensive industrial uses allowed along the Columbia Slough than the

principally residential uses in Fairview. Also in 1980 Multnomah County adopted a 35-foot

building setback from the mean low water line for the unincorporated shoreline area of

Fairview Lake wmch were desrgnated SEC (Ordinance No. 234)..

The Washmgton Department of Ecology report titled Weland Buffers Use and Eﬁ’ectzveness’

February 1992, was used extensively to analyze the effectiveness of different buffer widths
to protect resource values. The findings and conclusions from the Washington Department
of Ecology’s report are available for examination in the City of Fairview Planning Office.
A clear finding was that buffer effectiveness increases a buffer w;dth increases.

1Casre!k:, A. 1., C. Conolly, M. Emers, E. D. Meti, S. Meyer, M. Witter, S. Mauermann, T. Erickson, S. 5.

-Cooke. 1992. Wetland Buffers: Use and Effectiveness. Adolfson Associates, Inc., Shorelands and Coastal

Zone Management Program, Washington Department of Ecology, Olympia, Pub. No. 92-10.

100I22CLPDX : - - 13
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ORDINANCE -
(12-2098)..

:A.N ORDNANCE AMENDING ORDINANCE - 1990 EN’I‘ITLED "AN OB.DENANCE TO G—UIIJE, ‘

REGULATE AND CONTROL THE STRUCTURES AND LAND FOR RESIDENTIAL, BUSINESS,
INDUSTRIAL AND OTHER USES IN THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW, MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON;
'SETTING FORTH DEFINITIONS, PERTINENT PROVISIONS 'AND PROVIDING FOR -

ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENTS; _REPEAIING ORDINANCES 1-1958, 1-1968 AND 2187 - -

AND OTHER PERTINENT PROVISIONS."

TEE CI’I'Y OF FAIRVIEW OB.'DAINS AS FOLLOWS

SECTION 1. FINDINGS

"L

7.

The City of Fmrwew’s Periodic Rew.ew of the Fa:mew Compre.henmve Plan was. adopted on July

18, 1990. It was a review of the City’s Plan and Land Use Ordmance takmgmto account f.he four
faz:tors speclﬁed by ORS. 197 460 and OAQ 680, Dmmon 19 :

- Substantmlchangesmmrcumstances

- New or amended goals or rules adopted since the date ofacknowledgment,

- State agency plans and programs;
- AﬂdmmP]annmgtasksreqmredatthe time ofacknowledgmentoragreedtomrecezpb
- of State grant funds. . ‘

The Pla.nmng Commission’s review oi‘ the propoeed Review Order and related Plan amendments
found that there was a need for the Plan amendments which was best served by Plan

- amendments, end that the Plan amendments were in compliance with the applicable 1 Drovmons and

policies of the Ccmprehenswe Plan as we]l as the Statewide Plannmg Goals

. The Clty Coumneil received from the Planm.ng Commission its recommendations regarding the '

Review Order and related Plan amendments. -In the Council’s adoption of the Review Order on
July 18, 1990, the Council reviewed the Planning Commission’s report, the proposed Lecal Revww
Order, staff reports and all pertment background information.

The C:tyCotmmlandPhnmngCommmmon, during their evalua.tlon oftheproposedRewew Order -
and Plan amendments, held public hearings pursuant to the applicable procedures outlined in the - -
City Zoning Ordinance and Oregon statute. These hearings provided an opportumi:y for all
interested citizens to be heard Ijkewxse, all aﬁ'ect.ed government units were given the

. opportunity to comment.

. The City Couneil did ﬁnd the Fmal Lacal Rev:ew Order and proposed Plan amendments in
* conformance with the goals and policies of the Comprehenswe Plap and Statewide Planning Gosls
.andadoptedthemattheJulyls 1990pubhchearmg '

On March 20, 1991, the City Council implemented the Final Local Review Order by adopfnng A
{Ordmance 4-1891) the Comprehenszve Plan amendments that were proposed dm'mgthe previous .

periodic review heanngs

On June 5, 1991, the City received a letter from the Qregon Depamnent of Land Conservation

Ordinance\0rd.93\0rd-12.53
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3.222), B4 Two Family (duples) Residential District (Section 3232), A1B Apartment
Residential Business Office District (Sectmn 3.252) and MH 2, Mobﬂe Home Park District
(Section 8.262). ‘

| 2. Delete "Remdenhal Care Facihty" from the Conditionel Uses st of the R4 Two Family

N (dnplex) Resxdenhal Dlstnct (Section 8.233F) and MZH-?., Mobile Home Park District
: "(Sectmn 8.2684). - . '

B Aiqurt‘ (PDX) Naise" :
. Asg: |
| "5. iO Ajrport Nozse stclosure Statemen .
'B. 11 Purpose

,"TheC:ty omerwewmneartheﬂlghtpaths ofan-craﬂwhmhdepartand land at the
Portland International Airport (PDX). As such, the City is intermittently impacted by

- aircraft noise and is within & "noise- sensitive area® (55LDN) as defied by DEQ. This
noise disclosure statement requn-emeni: serves a5 & notice to remdentml Property owners
that they may expenence ob;echonable noise ﬁ'nm PDX mircraft" .

"B. 12 ~ Applying the No:se Disclosure Statement“

"A. Noise Contour Boundary Source. The LDN55 noise contour, as shown in the 1980
- Portland International g:_-port Noise Abatement Plan or subsequent updates, is -
the boundary for the noise disclosure req‘axramem All property within that noise
~ contour, mcludmg areas within & higher contour, is subject to this reguirement if
proposed for the resxdenhal development desm-ibed n Secmm 5.18."

"B. Appheahon on Annexed Lend. This requirement shall apply to all annexed
propertxes that meet the condmons described in above Sechon 5.12A"

"5.18 Noise Disclosure Statement (Exhibit A

Prior to the issuance of & building permit for new residentisl -construction or
reconstruction where the total cost of improvements is 75 percent or mare of the total
~-assessed value of the site, the owner must sign the City’s naise disclosure statement. The
statement acknowledges that the property is within the 55LDN noise contour and
indicates the owner’s awareness of the aircraft noise. A signed copy must be recorded

" with the Multnomah County Records Office. The.statement is attached to Exhibit A of
" this amendment and is available at Fairview City HalL"

C. Menufactured Dwe]hng Parks
' In order to prcmde for the future need for manufacmred dwelling parks identified in Section ILC

Ordinance\Ord. 83\0rd-12.93



(Sec‘ﬁon 3'222) #0d B4 Two Feiy (&ui:lé:) Besidential_ District.

B ngmﬁeant Envxronmental Concern sttnct Amendments

1L _QTLangg -
e NoteE
2. . Change
Note:
8 | Change
N;J{e: '
4 ' Change
Note:

- "5 134“mSect10n8608t0"8604"

This change corrects a typographical error. There is no "Sectxon 5. 134"
in the Zoning Ordinance. "Section 8. 604" a.ppropnateky refers to the
a:ceptwn section of the SEC Dzstnct

g, 189"mSect10n3607Bto"8 609"

This change corrects 2 typographeal error. There is no "Sectmn 5.189"

~ in the Zoning Ordinance. ' "Section 8.600" approprmbely refers to the

approval cntem sechon of the SEC sttnct

. "'5 139" in Sectxon X 606 to "8. 609 "

This change corrects 1 typographlcal error.: There is no "Section 5. 139"
in the Zoning Ordinance. - "Section 8.609" appropnately refers to the
appruval mtena sectmn of the SEC District.

"B, Thepropagai;edurcuthngofhmber fromSectmnBﬁM to "B. the »

cutting of trees which have diameters less than 6" at four feet above
grade; or the cutting of no more than four trees in a calendar year with

diameters of 6" or greater at four feet above grade, or commerrcial forestry

eetivity regulated by the Oregon Department of Forestry and the Oregon
Forest Practices Act; or the removal of any diseased or dead trees upom
pnor approval by the City.

This change corrects a contradwhonm the SEC District. Section 3. 604B

‘Ppresently exempts the cutting of trees from the SEC regulations while

Section 8.609C reguiates such activity. The proposed change makes clear
what tree cutting activities are aempted.

5. Delete "B. Agnculture land and forest land shall be preserved and manrbamed for farmand
forest use.” from Section 3.609B.

_Note: -

'Landusedforagnmﬂtwalandcommermalforesu-yamHﬁeslsnota

protected resource under Goal 5. Protecting such lend within the Urban .

Growth Boundary woild conflict with State of Oregon and METRO urban
Infill development pohmes

6.  InSection 8.609, Change "C. The harvesting of timber on lands designated SEC shall be
- condurted in 2 manner which will insure that natural, scenic and watershed quakities will
be maintained to the greatest extent practmable or will be restored within 2 brief period

of time." ‘

-Ordinance\ord, 93\0rd-12.93
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8.

9)

.- - application) mﬂbetakentommmzetheﬁnareaand other negeﬁve impacts. These

findings may be weaived if, in the opinion of D:S.L. or ODFW, the applicant proposes to

, u-eaxearephcementweﬂandareaonthepropertythatwﬂlbe ofsupenorvaluetowﬂdlﬂ‘e

compared to the mpacted area, -

When development is proposed within 85 feet of & wetland ares, an undeveloped buffer
area shall be established between the wetland and the development as a condition of
development permit approval. The required buffer area width as well as iis treatment or

enhancement shall be established dunngthe pernnt review process, after cunmﬂta:tnonmth :

7 DS.L orODFWstaﬂ'

o The City will not approve a partition or éubdmmon i an SEC area that proposes to creste

a Jot, which beceuse a large proportlon of its ares is a desxgnated wet]nnd, would be

* unbuildable.

: Construcﬁon sites ad;acent to wetlands shall be reqmred to install eromon/sed:mentahon

control devices between the land area to be disturbed and the wetland. Al such devices

shall conform with the specifications and procedure ouﬂmed in the Cxty’s Erosmn Contrdl
Ordmance (Ordmance 8- 1998)

-Developments adjaceni‘. t'o wetlands which Bﬁve significant impervious surface areas wil

be required to have stormwater detention and filtration facilities as part of their approved
design. The design of such farflities shall conform to the Best Management Practices
(BMP’s) described in the City’s Standard Speclﬁcatwns Ordingnce (Ordinance $-1874) and
related ordinances and technical gmdance manuals,

The City will also consider the use of tuols sunh as dedlcanon and conservation easements
as & means to fully protect wetland areas during the development review process.

Wetlands within the Fairview Creek, Fairview Lake and Osburn Creek npanan areas will

. be protected aocordmg to the procedures and standards of the City's Riparian Buffer

Overlay District.

READ IN FULL AND BY TITLE, this May of___ﬁﬂ_ﬂ:?/ﬁlg&.

READ A SECOND TIME BY TITLE ONLY, this . éwhay‘of gﬁﬁ% 1998, by the unanimous
consent of all members of the Couneil present, there being present a quo A

PASSED, this _ " 5 day of [/~ ,1008, BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FATRVIEW, .
OREGON, there being present a quo: ' : o

Ordinance\Ord.83\0rd~12.93




EAYRVIEW CITY mcn-nay 5, 1993

oL CAILTOOBDER - | | |
‘TknsRegularSeammofﬂaemewGﬁyCmmﬁlwaswnedtoordarbyMayanredGarhonat?.azpm
~onMay5 1983, a.tFan'v:ewGityHa]],SODHnmsonStreet,Faxrvww MuitnmnahCominregon.

conNcn.oxspmzm | Fred Calam

' Ted Hockaday
" "Dennis Ray .
" Roger Vonderharr ™~

COUNCILORS ABSENT: Dave MeCutchean

STAFF PRESENT: ' v Marilynﬂulstrom,cityAdmm
‘ ' “Jdﬁ‘ey Sams,DxreuhorofPubthorks e
Jntheths,CﬁyPlanner

oL wmwnsmmn'f

‘TedHockadaymovedandBogerVondahm sewndedthe mohontoadopttheConsentAgmdaeonmstmg

of: Minutes of April 21, 1998 as written. Thequeshonwascaﬂedandthemnﬁancamedﬁvetozem

]IL . 5 WISHING TO SPEAK ON NON—AGENDAI'I!EMS

Mayur thmcaﬁedforpersmmshmg%speakmnmagendammm&emmrespme,the

session cunhnued.

N FDBLIC BEA’M'NGS

A OBDINANCE 10—1998 ZONE CHANGE

JothethsreportedthntthemtemqueshanmloeatednearthenartheastmeronGhtAvenuemd
Ha]seyStreet.OnepamellsowupmdbytheWwdCreekApartmentsprqectandtheotherpamdm
vacant, Both parcels are within the Gity’s planning service area boundary and were recently annexed into

- the City., ThepropahmmmembhmeaMuhmahComtymmngdemgmhmofMRA,MedlmDenm

Bemdenhal,whmhallows dtmlemesandmultxplexesupto 11 units per acre.

MrPethsexplmnedthatnwthattheyuemtheC:tyofFamewmeyreqmemezomng
dea:gnanons, TheA-2zonm.g,whmhwmxldaﬂow201mrhsperme,mrecommmdedbecause 1) The

i
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Comcﬂwﬂdwde&themddmchspmkmment&hmwhethuﬂaﬁwmrmquumm ‘
: E)AnwnttmmatmalsshmﬂdbesumeedwtheCJtyRmdawbemmepartofthemri ‘

ThueaﬁerTedHoohdaymvedmdLmEdwudssemdedthemhmmrmerdmmu-w%m'

full The vote wes taken and the motion carried unanimousty. Ted Hockaday then moved and Len
Edwards seconded the motion to also read Ordinance 12-1898 in full Mayor Carison calied for-the vote, -
themuhmmmmedmdthetmreadmgscmmenmdmtheﬁoﬂoﬁwwhﬁethesmmnuei _

JotheMrepoﬁedthattheE&paanr&nmdemmgOrdmamAmmdmmtswhchmmd&
mnmderahmwererenewedhythaPhnnmgCnmmsmonmdtheGﬁyCom&ﬂaspaﬂofthe City's
Periodic Review Package, Although the Final Local Review Order Amendments were approved by the
: 'Cmmdlmhhrchlﬂhthe&merdmmnedeomgOrdmmeeAmendmmtswmmfmany

adopted as City. Ordinances, -. He explained that the LCDC requires local jurisdictions to adopt all -
mdmamumdwdmmeemendmentsthatuepaﬁofmdpmpasedﬁmplementa?mo&cﬂeuw
program, prmrtothemmmenuement ofthe LCIDC aclmowledgementproeedures.

- Mr. Peﬁsstatedthatthemoposedmdmmmweesshﬂ]ythemeuwerermmdmmmm
mththefollowmgchanges.

- Rapmm()nhname:l) The requn'edsetback&stance&-omFmewCreek.FmewI.ake,
Nename Creek and the Columbia Slough was changed from 50 feet fo 85 feet, whith reflects the
‘Council decision of March 17th to have the buffer size reduced; 2) Appendix A has been added

. ‘which is & list of construction standards for roads, bridges, culverts ané utilities. These standards
--are Tecommended by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and would apply whenever
infrastructure improvements would cross Fairview Creek, a regulated water feature or a riparian -
resource; and 8) the NRi4 and NR15 areas have been removed from the Riparian Buffer
‘pro»ectmnare&andwﬂlfaﬂtm&erth: mﬁmntﬁnw-onmemaluancemarearcgd}a‘mns.

l.onmgOrﬁimmeAmmﬂmmix 1) Fmamgswaeaddedfarselechngparcellof?arhhon?lat
1962-168 for MH, Mohile Home Park Designation. This site is on the McDanald Property (near
‘RR tracks and 228rd) and was designaied MH in order to satisfy State Manufactured Housing
Park requirements, as discussed in Local Review Order Amendments; 2) In the SEC Amendments
~ (page 6) additional langnage was added about how wetlands are to be protected. Among other
- things, they require an applicant t6 demonstrate a need in an SEC application if proposing to fill
_axy part of a wetland area; and 8) On page 7 of the Zoning Ordinance Amendments (SEC Section),
,“Osbmncreek“shnmdbeaddedwthehstofwatufeahneswmhmhumiweﬂmdsthMm
protectedbytheR:pananOrdmance ' 4

Mr. PeﬁsdosedhmrepmbysmtmgthatmaﬂrmmmdedadophmdtheﬁpamBuﬁaOvahy
_DlstnctOrdmanceandZonmgAmmdment Ordmancewmhthestatedaddendmns.

Mayor CarlsonopenedthePnbtheam:gandcaﬂedfortheﬁrstspeaker Jane Greybill Ms.Greybm,
21180 NE Interlachen Lane, read into the record portions of a newspaper article regarding western pond
mﬂesmdpmhmofammmmdnmﬁomtheWeﬂmdsCmmqregardmg“RmmmmWeﬂmda
Sfandards,LakeOswego Acopyefthese:temswattachedtothesemmutesaspartoftheremrd.

The second speaker called to the podmm was’ Lmda Robinson, 1116 NE 185th, Portland, repreaenhng the -
Multnomah County Parks Service. Ms. Robinson stated that the County is concerned over the reduction

of the riparian buffer size from 50 feet to 85 feet. She stated that the wider buffers would allow better
flood control She noted that larger buffers would provide more wildlife corridors between the Johnson
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Mayanarlsonaskeer Sxmon:fInterhchenhasdimssedtheFan-mwporhmoftthomtoprpeals

&s of this evening’s date to which Mr. Simon replied negatively. Mayor Carison stated that, because the |

C&lyofhnmwwu,atthehmedthemtaquﬂtymee%mﬁbgamregardmghmew;ake the

: %mmmmmmwmmmmmmm

' -"IhefourhhspeakerMayanarlsoncalledupaanmryPelﬁ‘ey Mr Pelﬁ-eystatedthathexsthe"
PremdentofDutmdAggregateInt&chmge,InnbmtedatZOQOSNESmdyBoulmi He noted that

heownsthepropertynmthofth:slocahon,onl“mrnewl.ake, and he wanis to work with the City of

Feirview in regards to this Jand. . EemformedtheCmmcﬂthatMultnnmahCountyhasconbactedh:mby -

letta-askmgtopm-chaseh:swopertyforuseasapark.

Mr. Pelﬁ'eyexplamedthathehastakengoaﬁeareofh:spropm-tymthepastandmshestocmtmuedomg
so. He stated that 10 years ago he was offered §12,000 to log the trees on this property, but he declined
the offer because he wanted to retain the trees as a natural resource. '.E[ehopestndeveloptbmprcpaty
mtheﬁMneandagmnemphamzedthathewmhestowmkwﬂhthe&tytowardthseni

' Thenextq;eaker LynmaWoods, IOOISWFlfhhAvenue, Suite 1650 Porﬂand, shatedthatshewasthe
. attorney for Dirt and Aggregate Interchange, Inc.. Ehe stated thet the other Feirview Lake property

owners chose not to attend this evening’s Public Hearing because-they considered that the decision to
adopt the Riparien Buffer Ordinance was already decided and their testimony would not- make any
difference, She and Henry Pelfrey wish to go on record as not being happy with any size riparian buffer.
Ms. Wood closed her testimony mthsomebnefmmmentsonprevmusteeﬁmonyregardmgthseaﬂeged

enstmceofaWesternPondTwﬂemFmewlﬁkﬁ.

Asthaerewereneotherpersansmshmgtospeak,May@r GarlsanclosedthePubhnEeanng.Hethenasked :

for Council comments on the two ordinances under consideration. Ted Hockaday stated that the City of

Fairview hag not officielly been given any notification of -oadbﬂm"p.aeedmmareasomof’“‘a:maw.

Lake. He stated that the City of Fairview should represent the best interests of the property owners
within the City of Fairview and that the riparian buffer should remsin at 85 feet and not be enlarged.
Boger Vonderharr stated that Multnomsh County appéars to be receiving information about Fairview from
sources other-than the City of Fairview. He is irritated that the County is going behind the back of the
City to developparkland&ﬂestatedthatth:smawasteqummtyresomceswhmthertyomev:ew
has already gone onrecordasbemgmthepmcesaofcreahngacomprehenmvepuksand@enspaees
mnsterplanforthoseareasmthmFmewutyhmﬂ:s ) ,

DenmsRaystatedthathewas ongmal]yoppasedtoredumngthe buﬁ‘afromﬁﬂfeettoaﬁ feet, but he

.Mnm»manynmmfemanmthepondmﬂemfmanmmmmmdmgwmchwwldjushfy.
increasing the buffer back to 50 feet. Roger Vonderharr stated that one important aspect of the ESEE-
'studlesxs "economics” and this seems to have been ignored by those persons requesting a large riparian.

buffer.” He supparts the 85 foot buffer because it takes into account the impact to property owners while
helping to protect the lake shore. Len Edwards stated that this has been a difficult issue from its

cmmencemm,buttlmiaﬁerthemmmeonthenpmmbuﬁer,hemppoﬂsadophmof ‘
a35footsxzebuﬂ;‘er : .

Astherewasmfurtherdlscusmon,LenEdwardsmwedandDenmsRaysecondedthemouonwread
Ordinance 11-1998 a second time by title ‘only and with the amendments on page two, Section 8: 1. and
3., which are: placing a period () after "the banks" in the first sentence of each section, deleting the
remamderofthesentenceandaddmgasecondsantencewhmhstates, *The area within the banks will be
protected as well.". MayorCarlsonca]ledforthevote, themotwnwascamed, and the ordinance title and

'amendmentsreadbythecnyAdmxmstrator

FATRVIEW CITY CODNCIL-May 5, 1993



c. APPI.ICATION 'I'O SUZBMIT-NATIONAL POILUTION DISCHARGE ELIMINA’IION STUDY

JeﬁeySmsrepwﬁdthatthe&tdemwwpmﬁnmahdwc&apphmtsw&hthe%dGr&hm
and Multnomah County on both Part I and Part IT of the NPDES process, with the Oregon Department
‘of Transportation participating in the second phase. Warksesmonsandpubhcmvolvementhaveoocurred ‘
_throughout the application process, Mr, Sarv:snotedthattheapphmhonaddressesthequeshonof
. drainage of stormwater from adjoining jurisdictions which did not partitipate in the NPDES process'and

ﬂresmthenghtwr&remwprmdmuaﬁathenwebmgcomd@peddemnmgming _
stozmwaterfeesmhandeddownﬁ-omtheCourtoprpea]s. '

Dmumfeﬂowdre@ardmg&eapph%nprommdtheswmmttmgwm&mokplweapm
of the process, In response to questions regarding Section 8 of the application, Jeff Sarvis explained the
Best Management Practices and the proposed stormwater ordinance to address stormwater problems and
' togzvetheC:tyadequatelegalauthumytoenforeethesereglﬂahons. At the end of the discussion Ted
. Hockaday and Len Edwards seconded the motion to authorize staff signature and submittal of Part 2 of

. the NPDES apphmi'mntoDEQ MayorCarlsoneanedforthevoteandthemohonwasearned
unanimously.

VL CITYADIEN]STRATORREPORT - -
MarﬂynHok&mmpmtedthaitheChMawaowmmnhadrmedacopydmeﬁrstdmﬁof
the charter and was scheduled to meet May 10th to discuss it. May 19th is the scheduled date for the

water rate increase Public Hearing, Anmformahonalpamphletwmbemaﬂedtoanf‘amewwater
' customersaweekpnortothehearmg. -

M&Holstrommtedthai.Mavor Carlsonandshehadrecenﬂvsnmtthedavaalemtoattendalegmamve

~ informational me-dayconferencewhmhwasheldforthemtxes. She had testified before a Lottery -
Subcommittee regarding various federa! water quality regulations which have been and will require even

small cities to spend large amounts of revenue to achjeve compliance. Ms. Holstrom staied that she had

been asked questions regarding the jssue ofstormwaterﬂow&umoneymsdmuontoanother,thhthe
former oftenresponsible for the water qua]:by ofthe latter..

This portion of the session endedwd.habnef&scusmononthe upcoming Four Cities Council retreat
scheduled for May 22nd. ‘

'VIL MAYOR/COMMITTEE REPORTS AND COUNCIL CONCERNS

Ted Hockadsy stated that he is pleased that members oflnter}a;hen,lmareﬁnanyindimﬁngtha:they
are willing to work with: the City of Fairview and not continue to confront the City whenever an issue

pertaining to that area arises. Henotedthatth:s:stheﬁrstpomtwetmnghehasseenﬁ-amlnterlachen
‘ mmanyyearsandhehkesthe:rposxhveattxtude :

DenmsBaystatedtha.tafewyearsagoameehngwasheldbetweenthe&tyandlnteﬂachenremdents
todmcussmaﬁt&rswhmhconcemedbothparhes. The meeting had gone well, with committees bemng
formed to address various issues. However, there was no follow up meetings and no committee meetings
occurred after this time. He stated that he views this new positive approach from Inter]anhen, Ine. with
mixzed feehngs but he sees it as preferable to contmumg litigafion over every izsue that arises.

- Marilyn Holstrom informed the Mayor that Robert Simon had requested that he be able to address the
Count:il. It was the consensus of the Council that he doso Mr. Smonrelteratedthathemauthomed

FATRVIEW CITY COUNCIL-May 5, 1983



V]Il'. PNB&ENTOFBIIIS

- DenmsRaymmedandLenEdwardssecondedthemohuntopaywan-anxsmtheammmtof$2705382_ ‘
,MayorCarlsoncalledforthevoteandthemohmwasmmedlmannnously ’

X ADJOUENMENT

DenmsBaymovedandLmEdwards secondedthemotrmtoad}om Themohonwaspassedunammously :
andthzsRegu]ar Sesswnofthe Fmrvwaﬁty Councilad;mu'nedat 9:20- pm, May5, 1993

- Fred Cerlson, Mayor
date aﬂopted

Naney DiDonato, CMC

© FAYRVIEW CITY COUNCIL-May 5, 1993



Page 2 of 2
July 16, 1980 -

Gardmpropertymybethc exception that prava the nzleand I lmderstand
that there are some other lots of record contained wholly within a riparian

dm:u:age corrider. These are mmsual cases and are by no. means the normal
cxrcmstance., ' . e

M:.tzgat:mn—-sane areas and stat&s are now requ:.nng more than ene-far—one

mt:.gat:.cn. The logic being that since we have had such a short time work:.ng

in this process that we are not sure that newly constructed or “enhanced"

~wetland will ever achieve the fimctions and values of the original article.
_We bave had fair success with the creation and enhancement of ‘emergent

- “wetlands but little or no experience with the replacement of forested
 wetlands. It can take from 20 to 100 years for a forested wetland to develop

- 50 we should not be too ready to write them off in favor of development and

replacement. What appears to the human eye as a pretty decent newly created
wetland may be totally lacking in food chain values, water quality, grcund
water mterchange, and such, not read:.ly apparent wetland ftmct:.m

Water Qual:.ty-We all know that the loss. of wetlands ‘has been a’ major

'cantr:.butor to the correspending loss of water qual:.ty in our streams and

rivers. The Department of Envirommental Quality is taking a much more active
role in wetlahd permit . appl:.cat:.m review these days and Lake Oswego should

. similarly take aharder line regarding the less of wetlands and npanan

stream corriders.” Water quality alang with wildlife habitat should be
sufficient :easmrtﬁ gc the .extra miie for wetland protection. I know from

personal” expenence, that there are meny, many Lake Oswego residents who value

the City's“remmining wetlands and open spaces very highly and they are willing
to go to bat :Ecr them You do have pubhc suypcrt.

Best Wishes,

Jack Broome



_ February 18:, 17'994 - ‘7 L FEB 2 2 1994

v . REMAND ORPER FOR 1[2MHEARNG

- RECEIVED

‘ . - DEPARTMENT OF
RECORDERS OFFICE - a
CITY OF FAIRVIEW LAND I

_The Honorable Pat Hockaday - L fi o e 3'ff | -": CONSERVATION ;

 Dear'Mayer'Hoeka¢ayi

‘Mayor, City of Fairview

. S SRR ~AND .
300 Harrison Street a o ‘ :
Fairview, Oregon - 97024 DEVELOPMENT

On January 21, 1994, the Land Conservation ahd'Development'

- Commission took action rgarding the Clty of Fairview’s request

for approval of 1ts flnal perlodlc revzew order.

. The Commission’s decision was to sustain the majority of the
~city’s periodic review order and to direct the city to amend its

comprehens;ve plan and land use regulatlons to address certaln
issues.

© The- caty is obllgated ‘under SB 97 to develop a work program to

complete the tasks listed on the attached order. This work
program will need to address the tasks, subtasks and timeframe
for completing this work. The completion dates need to be
determlned by the city and submltted to us by March 15, 1994,

If you have any questlons please contact Mcl Lucas at 378-2472 or
Jim Hlnman at 373 0088

Sincerely,

/eum

Richard P. Benner
Director

- RPB:JH/deb

<order>-

Enclosures

-cc: John Pettis, Planning Director

Scott Pemble, Multnomah County
Dorothy Cofield '

Jane Graybill

Robert Simon

Nell Kagan

Multnomah County Parks Department
Mel Lucas, Field Representative

Jim Hinman, Periodic Review Team Leader
PR Fi}es (OF (2))

Sy 1175 Court Street NE
EXHIBITH = Giom OR 973100590
06-03-ZC (503) 373-0050

FAX (503) 362-6705



 IN THE MATTER OF THE pninzonic

)
PLAN AND LAND USE REGULATIONS = ) " 94-PR/SUSTAIN-927
FOR THE CITY OF EAIKYIEW ) B -

BEFORE THE ~ '
LAND CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
‘ " OF THE STATE OF OREGON o

REVIEW OF THE COMPREHENSIVE' COMMISSION'S REVIEW ORDER

This matter came before the Land Conservatlon and '
Development Comm1551on (Comm1551on) ‘'on .January 21, 1994, as a -
final periodic review order pursuant to former ORS 197 644,
Oregon Laws 1991 Chapter 612, Sectlon 8(1) and the«Commlss1on’s
Periodic Review Rule, OAR 660, DlVlSlon 19. The‘CommiSSion,
havmng fully con51dered the Clty of Faerv;ew s perlodlc review
order, comprehen51ve plan and land use regulations, comments and
objections of interested‘parties, and:the written report of the-
Director of the Department of Land Conservation‘and Development,
now enters its: - | |

| Flrernga or Fact

1. On July 10, 1980, the Land Conservation and Development

Comm1831on,acknowledged the Clty of Fairview’s comprehensive plan

and land use regulations to be in compllance with the Statewide
Planning Goals (Exhibit A).

2. Oon August 28, 1987, the. department issued notice

llnformlng the City of Fairview of the requlrements under perlodlc

review and lnltlatlng the periodic review process {Exhibit B).

3. On July 10, 1989, the department recelved the Clty of
Fa1rv1ew's proposed periodic review order (Exhlblt ). A

4, The department’s review of the Clty of Fairview's
proposed periodic review order was mailed to the city on ‘
October 3, 1989. (Exhlblt D). '

5. Oon Aprll 1, 1991, the City of Fa:rvmew submltted ltS
final periodic review order, including amendments to its
comprehensive plan and land use reguiatione (Exhibit E). The

departmert’s notice to interested parties of this submittal was



City of Fairview ‘ =3~

";eviev} order and comprehensive plan and land use regulations meet
, statu‘t_oryv_and' rule requirements for periodic review and can be
's'usta'ined pursuant to OAR 6660-19- 090 (5) (a), except for poftions

of the city’s order that are subject to the Comm:.ss;.on’s requlred :

vamendments order (84- RA—928)
THER.EFORE, IT IS HEREBY QORDERED. TH.AT

The CJ.ty of. Fa:.rv1ew 5 perlodlc review order :Ls sustalned,
except for portlons cf the c:Lty’s order that are subject to the
Comma.ssn,on s required amendments order (84— RA—928)

DATED THIS lBTH DAY OF FEBRUARY 1894,

. FOR‘ THE COMMISSION:

O

\.

‘Sustai:n Order .

Richard P. Benner, Director
Department of Land
Conservatlon and Development

NOTE: You are entltled to judlClal rev1ew of this order. ‘
"~ Judicial review may be obtained by filing a2 petition for review
within 60 days from the service of this final order. Judicial

reviewis pursuant to the’ provisions of ORS 183.482 and 197.650.

'** Coples of all exhibits are ava:.lable for review at the
, Department’s office in Salem.

RPB:JH/deb
<orders> '

et



BEFORE THE e
LAND CONSER“AEION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIQN
_ p  -OF THE SﬁAIE OF OREGON
IN THE MRITER OF PERIODIC REQUIRED AMENDMENTS

AND IAND USE REGULATIONS: FOR

: 94—RA—928
THE CITY OF FAIRVIEW :

: )

'REVIEW OF TEE COMPREEENSIVE PLAN )  REMAND ORDER
)
)

Thls matter came before the Land Conservatlon and
Development Comm1551on (Commlsslon) on January 21 1994, as a
final periodic review order pursuant to former ORS 197, 644,

Oregon Laws 1991, Chapter 512, Sectlonhsfl) and the Comm1~SLonA

Periodic Review Rule, OAR 660 Division'19 The Commission,
havmng fully considered the Clty of. Fa1rv1ew 5 perlodlc review

- order, comments and objectlons of 1nterested parties and the

written reports of the Dlrector of the Department of Land

:_Conservatlon and Development, now enters its:

A Flndlngs of Fact’
1. For the reasons set out in the Department of Land
Censervation and neverepment Director’s October 2o,_l993 and

December 30, 1993 reports, considered,'amended and adopted by the
Commission on January 21, 1994 and incorporated herein (Exhibits

I and J), the CommiSSion finds that the City of Fairview's
periodic review order, comprehensive plan and land use '
regulatlons adequately address the perlodlc revrew factors

- (94- -SUSTAIN-827) except as prov1ded below"'

Requlrements

' In order to comply w;th Pariodic Revxen Factor two, ‘Goal 5, and

OAR 6660-16-000 "Requirements and Application Procedures for

Complying with Statewide Goal 5, the c;ty of FaerLEW must

1. ﬂExpand the ESEE analys;s to add:ess agrzcultural usea on

site NR-14. Explain how the city’s implementing measures, -
the "Riparian Buffer Overlay" and "Significant Natural Arcas

- Overlay" are consistent with the Goal 5 program for thisg
szte and/or amend the overlay zones as necessary.

2, Amend the inventory of wetland sites to state that the eity'
. bas insufficient information (on functions and values with
the exception of fish and wildlife habitat) to complete the



bity’of_Fairview"_ - ~3-

“RA Order -

. Conclusion : -

' Based on the foregoing findings and the Dlrector s reports,'

as -amended, the Commission concludes that the comprehen51ve plan,
land use. regulatlons and perlodlc review order for the Crty of

'Falrv1ew requlre amendments as descrlbed in this order to meet
.;statutory and rule requ1rements for periodic rev1ew

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT

'1.'v The City of Falrv1ew must complete work on its
comprehen31ve plan, land use regulations and periodic review
crder to meet statutory and rule requirements for periodic revrew
as stated ln the Dlrector s reports amended and adopted by the

Commrssron

2. The plannlng work requlred by the order must be
resubmltted to the Director pursuant to thlS order and a perlodrc
review work program under ORS 197.633 to 197.644, and SB 97

- (OR Laws 1993, Ch 435) .

DATED THIS lBTH DAY, OF FEBRUABX 1994,

FOR THE COMMISSION

”5M

" Richard P. Benner, Dlrector
Department of Land
Conservatlon and Developmen

NOTE: You are entitled to judicial review of this order.

Judicial review may be obtained by filing a petition for review
within 60 days from the service of this final order. Judicial .
review is-pursuant to the provisions of ORS 183.482 and 197.650.

Coples of all exhibits are avallable for review at the
Department’s office in Salemn.

RPB:JH/deb
<orders>
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
1300 NE VILLAGE ST., EO. BOX 337

- (503) 674-6206 FAX 667-7866

 April 3, 2002

’ ‘Department of Land Conservatlon and Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Ste 150
‘Salem, Oregon 97301-2540 :

RE:" Order #001 368

- The Clty of Fall'VieW has completed the Penodic Review process, We are submitting the
necessary matenals o meet the requlrements as outlmed in your letter of February 6,

12002, -

Enclosed are c0ples of the new Development Code’ (adopted November 2001l a new
zoning map, and Orolnances 0-2001 and 8- 2001 :

Please call :fyou{we can be of further asslstance.

Cor mumty Development Director

Encl.: City of Fairview Development Cote
' Zoning Map
- Ordinance 8-2001
Ordinance 8-2001

 EXHIBIT |
106-03-2C

FAIRVIEW, OREGON 97024



&~ ’ J | Department of Land Conservation and Development -
v . regon 7 o _ ‘ 635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150

Salem, Oregon 97301-2540

John A. Kitzhaber, M.D., Governor Phone (503) 373-0050
' Director's Fax (503) 378-5518 -
. , o o . " Main Fax (503) 378-6033
. February 6,2002 ~ o Recelved . Rural/Coastal Fax (503) 378-5518
- : - : , R " TGM/Urban Fax (503) 378-2687
’ FEB 720 UZ : “Web Address: http:/ /www.lcd.state.or.us
The Honorable Roger Vonderharr Co R&thm;egaigfgcwe ) E m
Mayor, City of Fairview - . o | ===
- 1300 NE Village Street ' '
Farmew Oregon 97024

APPROVAL OF FINAL WORK TASK(s) and PERIODIC REVIEW COMPLETION
(ORDER # 001368)

Dear Mayor Vonderharr

] am pleased to mform you that the Departrnent of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD)
‘has approved the city's periodic review work task 1-4 regardmg Update Goal 5 Inventory, Plan&
Code. This letter constitutes the department's.order approvmg this task B

(OAR 660 025-0150( 1)(a))

No objections to this work task were recewed in response to the local govemment‘s notice.
' Therefore thls order approvmg your work task is ﬁnaI and cannot be appealed

I am pleasedto mform you that, based upon this approval DLCD has determmed the cxty has
satisfactorily completed all tasks on your periodic review work program (periodic review order
#00208). Upon finishing periodic review, OAR 660-025-0210(1) requires that local
governments submit complete and accurate copies of its comprehensive plan and land use
regulations bearing the date of adoption (including plan and zone maps) within six months
following completlon of penochc Teview. :

‘Documents must be accompamed by a statement srgned by the Planning Director, or other city
~ official, certifying that the materials are an accurate copy of current planning documents and that
tbey'reﬂect changes made as part of periodic review. These materials may be eithera new -
printing or an up-to-date compilation of the required materials, or they may be submitted to the

- department on a double sided high density 3.5 inch computer drsk in a format compatible with -
.Mlcrosoft Work 97.

Please submit one copy of a new printing or an up-to-date compilation, ora computer disk as
specified above with a signed statement certifying that the materials on the disk are accurate and

current planning documents by August 6, 2002 Please use the enclosed certification form as the
cover sheet for your subrmttal L

EXHIBIT J
06-03-ZC


http://wwwlcd.state.or.us

