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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT 

December 4, 2006 

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 Fax: (503) 378-5518 

Third Floor/Measure 37 Fax: (503) 378-5318 
Web Address: http://www.oregon.gov/LCD 

TO: Subscribers to Notice of Adopted Plan 
or Land Use Regulation Amendments 

iEsA 

FROM: Mara Ulloa, Plan Amendment Program Specialist 

SUBJECT- City of Portland Plan Amendment 
DLCD File Number 003-06 

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: December 15, 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. 

Cc: Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist 
Meg Fernekees, DLCD Regional Representative 
Steve Oulman, DLCD Transportation Planner 
Phil Nameny, City of Portland 
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FORM 2 
D L C D NOTICE OF ADOPTION n i l 

This form must be mailed to DLCD within 5 working days after the final decision« o 
per ORS 197.610, OAR Chapter 660 - Division 18 [[J 

(See second page for submittal requirements) <, O uj 
o q 

Q ^ go < < 
Jurisdiction: Portland Local File No. N/A 

(If no number, use none) 

Date of Adoption: Nov. 22, 2006 Date Mailed: Nov. 24, 2006 
(Must be filled in) (Date mailed or sent to DLCD) 

Date the Notice of Proposed Amendment was mailed to DLCD: July 21, 2006 

I I Comprehensive Plan Text Amendment Q Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment 

1X1 Land Use Regulation Amendment Q Zoning Map Amendment 

I I New Land Use Regulation • Other: 
(Please Specify Type of Action) 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See Attached." 
The Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2) is a collection of code amendments addressing 19 issues that 
require clarification, need technical fixes, address inconsistencies or propose minor changes of existing policy. Of the 19 issues 9 do 
not change underlying policy. The remaining items address minor policy issues, including: 
- Changing maximum setbacks from transit streets for institutional uses in single dwelling zones; 
- Reducing the minimum street setbacks in commercial zones: 
- Revising the regulations for existing non-residential uses in the CM zone; 
- Clarifying the appropriate use categories for Recording Studios and certain Trade Schools; and 
- Revising the purpose statement for Property Line Adjustments to conform with State Law. 

Describe how the adopted amendment differs from the proposed amendment. If it is the same, write 
"Same". If you did not give notice for the proposed amendment, write "N/A" 
The amendments addressing the Gateway Open Area requirement and the amendments removing references to police services from 
certain approval criteria, listed in the original notice, were not adopted. An amendment revising the Purpose Statement for Property 
Line Adjustments was added to the package but not included in the original notice. 

Plan Map Changed from: N/A to: N/A 

Zone Map Changed from: N/A to: N/A 

Location: N/A Acres Involved: N/A 

Specify Density Previous: N/A New: N/A 

Applicable Statewide Planning Goals: 1, 2, 5, 9 & 12 

Was an Exception Adopted? YesQ N o ® 

Does Adopted Amendment affect the areas in unincorporated Multnomah County where the Portland 

Zoning Code applies? Yes|Xl N o D 

DLCD File No. Q 0 3 " 0 ^ 



Did the Department of Land Conservation and Development receive a notice of Proposed 

Amendment FORTY FIVE (45) days prior to the first evidentiary hearing. Yes: [X] No: I I 

If no, do the Statewide Planning Goals apply. Yes: [I] No: I I 

If no, did The Emergency Circumstances Require immediate adoption. Yes: Q No: I I 

Affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: Multnomah County; Metro 

Local Contact: Phil Nameny Area Code + Phone Number: 503-823-7709 

Address: 1900 SW 4th Ave, #4100 City: Portland, OR 

Zip Code+4: 97201-5350 Email Address:pnameny@ci.portland.or.us 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This form must be mailed to DLCD 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 CONSERVATION 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 ANotice 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 paper only ; or call the 
DLCD Office at (503) 373-0050; or Fax your request to:(503) 378-5518; or Email your 
request to Mara.Ulloa@state.or.us - ATTENTION: PLAN AMENDMENT SPECIALIST. 

J:\pa\paa\forms\form2-noticead.frm revised: 01/01/2000 
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ORDINANCE No. A 8 0 6 1 9 

Improve land use regulations through the Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 
(Ordinance; amend Title 33) 

The City of Portland Ordains: 

Section 1 The Council finds: 

General Findings 

1. This project is part of the Regulatory Improvement Workplan, an ongoing program to improve City 
building and land use regulations and procedures. Each package of amendments is referred to as a 
Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package (RICAP), followed by a number. 

2. More information on the Regulatory Improvement Workplan is in Appendix A of Exhibit A, 
Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2): Recommended Draft Report, 
dated October 26, 2006. 

3. During the Fall of 2005, Planning and BDS staff worked with the Regulatory Improvement 
Stakeholder Advisory Team (RISAT) to propose the second Regulatory Improvement Code 
Amendment Package (RICAP 2) workplan. The RISAT includes participants from city bureaus and 
the community and advises staff. They also communicate information about each RISAT to those 
they represent and invite comment. 

4. On December 13, 2005, the Planning Commission held a hearing to discuss and take testimony on 
the RICAP 2 workplan. The workplan consisted of 32 issues proposed for further research in order 
to find potential solutions. The Planning Commission voted to approve the workplan as presented 
by Planning staff. 

5. During the spring of 2006, Planning staff worked with BDS and members of the RISAT to address 
the 32 issues in the workplan. In addition, two items, a clarification for the South Waterfront Urban 
Design Framework and a clarification to property line adjustment regulations, were added to the 
workplan, resulting in 34 items to be addressed. 

6. After preliminary work on the 34 issues, staff proposed deferring several items to future RICAPs to 
allow time for further research. Staff also felt that several other items did not warrant a code 
amendment. The resulting amendments to Title 33, Planning and Zoning, address 19 of the 34 
issues identified in the workplan. 

7. On July 21, 2006, notice of the proposed RICAP 2 code amendments was mailed to the Department 
of Land Conservation and Development in compliance with the post-acknowledgement review 
process required by ORS 197.610. 

8. On October 10, 2006, the Planning Commission held a hearing on the Regulatory Improvement 
Workplan: Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2), Proposed Draft 
Report. Staff presented the proposal and public testimony was received. The Commission voted to 
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recommend that City Council adopt the staff recommendation with the exception that they directed 
staff to continue to research the issue on Zoning Map Amendments. 

9. On November 15, 2006, City Council held a hearing on the Regulatory Improvement Workplan: 
Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2), Recommended Draft Report. 
Staff presented the proposal and public testimony was received. 

10. On November 22, 2006, Council voted to adopt the Regulatory Improvement Workplan. Regulatory 
Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2), Recommended Draft Report and amend the 
Zoning Code as shown in the report. 

jgnfliljgs on Statewide Planning Goals 

11 State planning statutes require cities to adopt and amend comprehensive plans and land use 
regulations in compliance with state land use goals. Only the state goals addressed below apply. 

12. Goal 1, Citizen Involvement, requires the provision of opportunities for citizens to be involved in 
all phases of the planning process. The preparation of these amendments has provided numerous 
opportunities for public involvement: 

• During 2005 and 2006, staff from Planning and BDS met monthly with the RISAT to review the 
selections proposed for the Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2) 
workplan and the proposed amendments to the Zoning Code. 

• On November 10, 2005, notice was sent to all neighborhood associations and coalitions, and 
business associations in the City of Portland, as well as other interested persons to notify them of 
the Planning Commission hearing for the RICAP 2 workplan. 

• On November 21, 2005, the Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package2 - Proposed 
Workplan was published. The report was available to City bureaus and the public and mailed to 
all those requesting a copy. An electronic copy was posted to the Bureau's website. 

• On December 13, 2005, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the RICAP 2 
Proposed Workplan and heard testimony from citizens on the proposed issues. The Planning 
Commission voted to adopt the workplan, directing staff to work on code amendments on the 32 
issues listed in the workplan. 

• On August 11, 2006, notice was sent to all neighborhood associations and coalitions and 
business associations in the City of Portland, as well as other interested persons to notify them of 
the Planning Commission hearing for the proposed code changes for RICAP 2. 

• On August 9, 2006 the Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 Proposed Draft 
Report was published. The report, explained the proposed amendments to the Zoning Code. 
The report was available to City bureaus and the public and mailed to all those requesting a 
copy. An electronic copy was posted to the Bureau's website. 

• On October 10, 2006, the Planning Commission held a public hearing to discuss and take 
testimony on the report. At the close of the hearing, the Planning Commission recommended 
that Council adopt staffs proposal with the exception that they directed staff to continue to 
research the issue on Zoning Map Amendments. 

• On November 15, 2006, the City Council held a public hearing to discuss and take testimony on 
the recommendations from the Planning Commission. 
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13. Goal 2, Land Use Planning, requires the development of a process and policy framework that acts 
as a basis for all land use decisions and assures that decisions and actions are based on an 
understanding of the facts relevant to the decision. The amendments support this goal because 
development of the recommendations followed established city procedures for legislative actions, 
while also improving the clarity and comprehensibility of the City's codes. 

14. Goal 5, Open Space, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Natural Resources, requires the 
conservation of open space and the protection of natural and scenic resources. Clarifying soil 
disturbance expectations when nuisance and prohibited plants are removed from environmental 
overlay zones, and correcting a reference in the approval criteria for the removal of a historic 
designation, support this goal because they provide clarification to existing regulations pertaining to 
natural resources and historic areas, without changing policy or intent. 

15. Goal 9, Economic Development, requires provision of adequate opportunities for a variety of 
economic activities vital to public health, welfare, and prosperity. 

All of the amendments support Goal 9 because they update and improve City land use regulations 
and procedures that hinder desirable development. Improving land use regulations to make them 
clear and easily implemented has positive effects on economic development. 

The following amendments are directly supportive of Goal 9: 

• Amendments to Mixed Commercial (CM) Zone. These amendments allow greater flexibility for 
existing businesses to expand and to convert to other uses. 

• Minimum setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment reduces the minimum setbacks in 
commercial zones to allow greater flexibility for the siting of buildings, especially along Transit 
Streets. 

• Trade School Use Classification. Clarifying that certain Trade Schools are in the Industrial 
Service use category allows these uses to locate in industrial areas, giving them more appropriate 
options for locations where there will not be conflicts with neighboring businesses. 

16. Goal 12, Transportation, requires provision of a safe, convenient, and economic transportation 
system. The amendments are consistent with this goal, because they do not change the policy or 
intent of any of the existing regulations pertaining to transportation. 

The following amendments are directly supportive of Goal 12: 

• Maximum Transit Street Setbacks for Institutions. This amendment directly supports Goal 12 
by allowing the setbacks to be modified through the conditional use process instead of through 
an adjustment. The conditional use review contains a more comprehensive review of 
transportation impacts than the adjustment review. 

• Minimum setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment reduces the minimum setbacks in 
commercial zones to allow buildings to be placed closer to the street, especially along Transit 
Streets, encouraging greater transit use. 

• Garage entrance setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment establishes garage setbacks 
for houses and duplexes in the commercial zones to ensure that vehicles parked in front of a 
garage do not block the public sidewalk in the neighborhood. Clear sidewalks are advantageous 
to pedestrians, and so support walking and transit use. 
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The Oregon Transportation Planning Rule (TPR) was adopted in 1991 and amended in 1996 and 
2005 to implement State Goal 12. The TPR requires certain findings if the proposed regulation will 
significantly affect an existing or planned transportation facility. 

This proposal will not have a significant effect on existing or planned transportation facilities 
because the amendments do not result in increases in jobs, housing units or density. For the most 
part, they clarify existing regulations. 

Findings on Metro Urban Growth Management Functional Plan 

17. The following elements of the Metro Urban Growth Management Functional Plan are relevant and 
applicable to the RICAP 2 amendments. 

18. Title 1, Requirements for Housing and Employment Accommodation, requires that each 
jurisdiction contribute its fair share to increasing the development capacity of land within the Urban 
Growth Boundary. This requirement is to be generally implemented through citywide analysis based 
on calculated capacities from land use designations. The amendments are consistent with this title 
because they do not significantly alter the development capacity of the city. As detailed above in 
addressing compliance with Statewide Goal 9 (Economic Development), several of the amendments 
in RICAP 2 foster economic growth within the City, in compliance with this Title. 

19. Title 4, Industrial and Other Employment Areas, limits retail and office development in 
Employment and Industrial areas to those that are most likely to serve the needs of the area and not 
draw customers from a larger market area. One amendment specifically complies with this Title by 
clarifying that trade schools where industrial vehicles and equipment are operated are classified as 
Industrial Service uses, thereby allowing the training facilities to locate in proximity to industrial 
employers. 

Findings on Portland's Comprehensive Plan Goals 

20. The City's Comprehensive Plan was adopted by the Portland City Council on October 16, 1980, and 
was acknowledged as being in conformance with the statewide planning goals by the Land 
Conservation and Development Commission on May 1, 1981 On May 26, 1995, the LCDC 
completed its review of the City's final local periodic review order and periodic review work 
program, and reaffirmed the plan's compliance with statewide planning goals. 

21 The following goals, policies, and objectives of the Portland Comprehensive Plan are relevant and 
applicable to RICAP 2. 

22. Goal 1, Metropolitan Coordination, calls for the Comprehensive Plan to be coordinated with 
federal and state law and to support regional goals, objectives and plans. The amendments are 
consistent with this goal because they do not change policy or intent of existing regulations relating 
to metropolitan coordination and regional goals. 

23. Policy 1.4, Intergovernmental Coordination, requires continuous participation in 
intergovernmental affairs with public agencies to coordinate metropolitan planning and project 
development and maximize the efficient use of public funds. The amendments support this policy 
because a number of other government agencies were notified of this proposal and given the 
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opportunity to comment. These agencies include Metro, Multnomah County Planning, and the 
Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development. 

24. Goal 2, Urban Development, calls for maintaining Portland's role as the major regional 
employment and population center by expanding opportunities for housing and jobs, while retaining 
the character of established residential neighborhoods and business centers. 

The amendments support this goal because they are aimed at updating and improving the City's land 
use regulations and procedures that hinder desirable development. By improving regulations, the 
City will better facilitate the development of housing and employment uses. The following 
amendments specifically support Goal 2 and its relevant policies by facilitating urban development 
and employment at levels that support transit: 

• Amendments to Mixed Commercial (CM) Zone. These amendments allow greater flexibility for 
existing businesses to expand and to convert to other uses. 

• Minimum setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment reduces the minimum setbacks in 
commercial zones to allow buildings to be placed closer to the street, especially along Transit 
Streets, encouraging greater transit use. 

• Trade School Use Classification. This amendment clarifies that trade schools where industrial 
vehicles and equipment are operated are classified as Industrial Service uses, thereby allowing 
the training facilities to locate in proximity to industrial employers. 

25. Goal 3, Neighborhoods, calls for the preservation and reinforcement of the stability and diversity of 
the city's neighborhoods while allowing for increased density. The amendments are consistent with 
this goal because they do not change the policy or intent of existing regulations relating to the 
stability and diversity of neighborhoods. 

Specifically the following amendments support Goal 3: 

• Garage entrance setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment establishes garage setbacks 
for houses and duplexes in the commercial zones to ensure that vehicles parked in front of a 
garage do not block the public sidewalk in the neighborhood. 

• Maximum Transit Street Setbacks for Institutions. This amendment allows setbacks from 
Transit Streets to be modified through a conditional use review instead of through an adjustment. 
It will increase the compatibility of new institutional structures or campuses with single-
dwelling neighborhoods. Increasing building compatibility and pedestrian circulation make a 
neighborhood more attractive and livable, and thus more stable. 

26. Goal 5, Economic Development, calls for the promotion of a strong and diverse economy that 
provides a full range of employment and economic choices for individuals and families in all parts of 
the city. All of the amendments are consistent with Goal 5 because they update and improve City 
land use regulations and procedures that hinder desirable development. Improving land use 
regulations to make them clear and easily implemented has positive effects on economic 
development. 

Specifically, the following amendments support Goal 5: 

• Amendments to Mixed Commercial (CM) Zone. These amendments allow greater flexibility for 
existing businesses to expand and to convert to other uses, encouraging the growth of small 
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community-based businesses. They also will help existing businesses remain and expand in 
Portland. 

• Minimum setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment reduces the minimum setbacks in 
commercial zones to allow greater flexibility for the siting of buildings, especially along Transit 
Streets. 

• Trade School Use Classification. Clarifying that certain Trade Schools are in the Industrial 
Service use category allows these uses to locate in industrial areas, giving them more appropriate 
options for locations where there will not be conflicts with neighboring businesses. 

27. Goal 6, Transportation, calls for developing a balanced, equitable, and efficient transportation 
system that provides a range of transportation choices; reinforces the livability of neighborhoods; 
supports a strong and diverse economy; reduces air, noise, and water pollution; and lessens reliance 
on the automobile while maintaining accessibility. The amendments are consistent with this goal 
because they do not change the policy or intent of existing regulations relating to transportation. 

The following amendments are directly supportive of Goal 6. See also findings for Statewide 
Planning Goal 12, Transportation. 

• Maximum Transit Street Setbacks for Institutions. This amendment directly supports Goal 6 by 
allowing the setbacks to be modified through the conditional use process instead of through an 
adjustment. The conditional use review contains a more comprehensive review of transportation 
impacts than the adjustment review. 

• Minimum setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment reduces the minimum setbacks in 
commercial zones to allow buildings to be placed closer to the street, especially along Transit 
Streets, encouraging greater transit use. 

• Garage entrance setbacks in Commercial Zones. This amendment establishes garage setbacks 
for houses and duplexes in the commercial zones to ensure that vehicles parked in front of a 
garage do not block the public sidewalk in the neighborhood. Clear sidewalks are advantageous 
to pedestrians, and so support walking and transit use. 

28. Goal 8, Environment, calls for the maintenance and improvement of the quality of Portland's air, 
water, and land resources, as well as the protection of neighborhoods and business centers from 
noise pollution. One amendment, addressing environmental overlay exemptions, supports this goal 
by providing clarification to existing regulations pertaining to natural resources and erosion, without 
changing policy or intent. 

29. Goal 9, Citizen Involvement, calls for improved methods and ongoing opportunities for citizen 
involvement in the land use decision-making process, and the implementation, review, and 
amendment of the Comprehensive Plan. This project followed the process and requirements 
specified in Chapter 33.740, Legislative Procedure. The amendments support this goal for the 
reasons found in the findings for Statewide Planning Goal 1, Citizen Involvement. 

30. Goal 10, Plan Review and Administration, includes several policies and objectives. Policy 10.9, 
Land Use Approval Criteria and Decisions, directs that approval criteria of specific land use reviews 
reflect the findings that must be made to approve the request. Policy 10.10, Amendments to the 
Zoning and Subdivision Regulations, directs that amendments to the zoning and subdivision 
regulations should be clear, concise, and applicable to the broad range of development situations 
faced by a growing, urban city. 

All of the amendments are supportive of Policy 10.10 because they clarify and streamline many of 
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the regulations in the Zoning Code. They also respond to identified current and anticipated 
problems, including barriers to desirable development, and will help ensure that Portland remains 
competitive with other jurisdictions as a location in which to live, invest, and do business. 

Several amendments specifically support Policy 10.9 by clarifying and addressing the approval 
criteria for one type of Historic Review and for Conditional Use Reviews for Institutional uses. 

31. Goal 12, Urban Design, calls for enhancing Portland as a livable city, attractive in its setting and 
dynamic in its urban character by preserving its history and building a substantial legacy of quality 
private developments and public improvements for future generations. Policy 12.3 calls for 
enhancing the City's identity through protection of Portland's significant historic resources. The 
amendment addressing historic designation removal review supports this policy by providing 
clarification to existing regulations pertaining to historic resources, without changing policy or 
intent. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs: 

a. Adopt Exhibit A, Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2). 
Recommended Draft, dated October 26, 2006; 

b. Amend Title 33, Planning and Zoning as shown in Exhibit A, Regulatory Improvement Code 
Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2). Recommended Draft, dated October 26, 2006; and 

c. Adopt the commentary and discussion in Exhibit A, Regulatory Improvement Code 
Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2). Recommended Draft, dated October 26 2006, as 
legislative intent and further findings. 

Passed by the Council: NOV 2 2 2006 GARY BLACKMER 

Auditor of the City of Portland 

Prepared by: 

Mayor Tom Potter 
Phil Nameny, Bureau of Planning 
October 17, 2006 

Deputy 
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Tom Potter, Mayor 
Gil Kelley, Director 

1900 S.W. 4th Ave., Ste. 4100 
Portland, OR 97201-5350 
Phone 503-823-7700 
FAX 503-823-7800 
TTY 503-823-6868 
Email pdxplan@ci.portland.or.us 

www.portlandonline.com/planning 
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November 24, 2006 

Mara Ulloa 
Plan Amendment Specialist 
Dept. of Land Conservation and Development 
635 Capitol StNE,#150 
Salem OR 97301-2540 

Re: Form 2 - DLCD Notice of Adoption regarding RICAP 2 

Dear Ms Ulloa: 

Enclosed are the following: 

• Form 2, DLCD Notice of Adoption regarding Regulatory Improvement Code 
Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2) 

• Ordinance No. 180619 
• Regulatory Improvement Code Amendment Package 2: Recommended Draft 

Report (on CD) 

The recommended draft report was adopted as an exhibit to Ordinance 180619 by 
Portland City Council on November 22, 2006, without changes. If you have questions 
about the documents, please call Phil Nameny at 503-823-7709. 

iricerely, 

loan Hamilton 
Management Assistant 

End 
C: Planning Manager, Metro Planning Department, Community Development 

Multnomah County Planning Department 
(printed copies each) 
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http://www.portlandonline.com/planning


Tom Potter, Mayor 
Gil Kelley, Director 

1900 S.W. 4th Ave., Ste. 4100 
Portland, OR 97201-5380 
Phone 503-823-7700 
FAX 503-823-7800 
TTY 503-823-6868 
Email pdxplan@ci.portlandxir.us 
www.portlandonline.com/planning 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify tha t on November 24, 2006, I mailed a correct copy of 
Form 2, DLCD Notice of Adoption regarding Regulatory Improvement 
Code Amendment Package 2 (RICAP 2) to the following persons by first 
class mail a t the post office at Portland, Oregon. The following is a list of 
persons to whom a copy of this document was mailed. 

Name 
Mara Ulloa 
Plan Amendment Specialist 

Planning Manager 

S tuar t Farmer 

Address 
DLCD 
635 Capitol St NE, Suite 150 
Salem OR 97301-2540 

Metro Planning Department 
Metro Community Development 
600 NE Grand Ave 
Portland OR 97232-2736 

Multnomah County 
Land Use Planning 
1600 SE 190th s t e 116 
Portland OR 97233 

Title Joan Hamilton, 
Management Assistant 

t i ^ t '/Tf%- \ November 24, 2006 
Date 
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