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635 Capitol Street, Suite 150 
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NOTICE OF ADOPTED AMENDMENT 

04/26/2011 

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

FROM: Plan Amendment Program Specialist 

SUBJECT: City of Sandy Plan Amendment 
DLCD File Number 001-11 

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: Tuesday, May 10, 2011 

This amendment was submitted to DLCD for review 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 Acknowledgment or 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. NO LUBA 
Notification to the jurisdiction of an appeal by the deadline, this Plan Amendment is acknowledged. 

Cc: Tracy Brown, City of Sandy 
Gloria Gardiner, DLCD Urban Planning Specialist 
Jennifer Donnelly, DLCD Regional Representative 
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N o t i c e o f J A d o p t i o n _ 

This Form 2 must be mailed to DLCD within 5-Working Pays after the Final 
Ordinance is signed by the public Official Designated by the jurisdiction 

and all other requirements of ORS i97.615 and OAR 660-018-000 
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Jurisdiction: City of Sandy Local file number: 10-032 
Date of Adoption: 4/18/11 Date Mailed: 4/19/11 

Was a Notice of Proposed Amendment (Form 1) mailed to DLCD? x Yes • No Date: 
1/6/11 
• Comprehensive Flan Text Amendment O Comprehensive Plan Map 
Amendment 

• Land Use Regulation Amendment • Zoning Map Amendment 

X New Land Use Regulation • Other: 

Summarize the adopted amendment. Do not use technical terms. Do not write "See 
Attached" 

Ordinance 2011-01 creates a process by which owners of property in which a planned ur ; t development or 
subdivision tentative plat was previously approved and the approval has expired can apply to have the approval 
reinstated. 

Does the Adoption differ from proposal? No, no explaination is necessary 

Plan Map Changed from: to: 

Zone Map Changed from: to: 

Location: Acres 
Involved 

Specify Density: Previous: New: 

Applicable statewide planning goals: 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 l i 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 

X X • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

DLCD File No. 001-11 (18669) [16616] 



Was an Exception Adopted? • YES x NO 

Did DLCD receive a Notice of Proposed Amendment. 

45-days prior to first evidentiary hearing? x Yes . No 
If no, do the statewide planning goals apply? • Yes l No 
If no, did Emergency Circumstances require immediate adoption? Q Yes | No 

DLCD file No. 
Please list all affected State or Federal Agencies, Local Governments or Special Districts: 

Local Contact: Tracy Broun Phone: (503) 668-4886 
Extension: 

Address: 39250 Pioneer Blvd. Fax Number: 503-668-8714 

City: Sandy Zip: <>7055 E-mail Address: 
tbrown@cityofsandy.com 

ADOPTION SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS 
This Form 2 must be received by DLCD no later than 5 working days after the ordinance has 

been signed hv the public official designated by the jurisdiction to sign the approved 
ordinance(s) 

per ORS 197.615 and OAR Chanter 660, Division 18 

1 T1 s Form 2 must be submitted by local jurisdictions only (not by applicant). 

2. When submitting the adopted amendment, please print a completed copy of Form 2 on 
light green paper if available. 

3. Send this Form 2 and one complete paper copy (documents and maps) of the adopted 
amendment to the address below. 

4. Submittal of this Notice of Adoption must include the final signed ordinance(s), all supporting 
finding(s), exhibit(s) and any other supplementary information ("ORS 197.615 ). 

5. Deadline to appeals to LUBA is calculated twenty-one (21) days from the receipt (postmark 
date) by DLCD of the adoption (ORS 197.830 to 197.K45 ). 

6. In addition to sending the Form 2 - Notice of Adoption to DLCD, please also remember to 
notify persons who participated it the local hearing and requested notice of the final decision. 
(ORS 197.615 ). 

mailto:tbrown@cityofsandy.com


ORDINANCE 2011-01 

AN ORDINANCE PERMITTING THE REINSTATEMENT OF CERTAIN 
TENTATIVE PLAT OR PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT APPROVALS 

WHEREAS, due to the difficult economic conditions in the State of Oregon and the City 
of Sandy a number of planned development and tentat . e plat approvals have exp'ed; 

WHEREAS, the City Council desires to allow those approvals that were approved :n 
compl" nee v th current app'icable code prov! : ~>ns to be re istated; and 

WHEREAS, the City Council believes permitting re' istatements in accordance v th th s 
ord' lance may s mulate development ac ivitj in the c y and reduce the burden placed on 
staff to re ew these pr< ects ag_ n. 

NOW, THEREFORE THE CITY OF SANDY ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS 

Section 1 An owner as that term is defined n Sandy Municipal Code 17,10.30, 
whose detailed planned unit development ("PUD") and/or tentc ve plat 
approval expired between November 1, 2007 and Ap 1 15, 2010, may 
apply for and be granted a reinstatement of those approvals as provided 
her n. The Planning Director will re istate such an approval pursuant to 
a Type I process under Sandy Municipal Code 17.12 10 if an apt, cant 
si isfies the follow _,ig clear and oLjective criteria: 

A. Except as allowed under subseel >n (B) below, a reinstated approval 
v II comply with any relevant provision of Chapter 17 of the Sandy 
Municipal Code adopted after the approval of the appl' ;a1 in to be 
reinstated including but not m ;d to applicable mir imum lot s>7es 
and den ' ty requ ements. 

B. No changes are proposed to the exp' ed approval to be reinstated 
except that the Planning Director may approve a reduction of up to 
five lots ti order to meet the Sandy MunicHal Code's current 
maximum den: y standards. 

C. An expired approval that does not comply with these criteria requires 
submittal of a new land use appl ;ation in order to be re-approved. 

Sec"-'on 2. A.n applicat _n for reinstatement of a tentative plat or detailed PUD 
approval shall submit the following: 

A. A completed Land Use Appl ation Form and payment of a fee to be 
set by Council resolut'm; 
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B. Two copies of the tentative plat or det?;led PUD approval to be 
reinstated drawn to scale and fully < mensioned: 

C. A w'tten narrative addressing the approval sriteria contained 1 i 
Section 1 above; and 

D. A calcula on of net dens y (number of units per net acre after 
excluc1' ig areas dedicated for pufc c use). 

Section 3. Any reinstated approval will be effective for the period of time specified 
in 17.64 140(B) or 17 100.60(H). as applicable 

Sec on 4. This ordinance will be automatically repealed three years after ;s adopuon 
by the City Council. An applicant seeking a reinstatement under this 
ord nance must submi t an application within three years of the ore nance's 
adop 'on. 

Section 5 T ;:s ordinance is supported by findings, attached as Exl b t A and 
i icorporated by reference. 

THIS ORDINANCE IS ADOPTED BY THE COMMON COUNCIL AND 
APPROVED BY THE MAYOR THIS 18th DAY OF APRIL, 2011. 

ATTEST: 

Karen Evatt, City Recorder 
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Exhibit A - Ordinance No. 2011 -01 

ORDINANCE NO. 2011-G1 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

11 Issue and Purpose. 

Between 2007 and 2010, volatility n the credit markets caused an economic recession 
accompanied by rising unemployment, stagnating incomes, and falling property values. 
These circumstances forced many property owners and developers, through no fault of 
their own, to postpone approved land development pro :cts. In recogn;+:on of this severe 
hardsl p, many local governments have granted, or established a process to grant, 
extensions or re nstatements of land use approvals that exi red due to the econom a 
recess )n. 

In the City of Sandy (the "City"), between November 1, 2007 and April 15, 2010, at least 
l l d ; 'ferent approved tentat /e plats or detailed planned unit developments ("PUD's") 
ex[ .red before they could be finalized, implemented, or extended. The C ty Counc (the 
"Council") finds that ; is in the public interest to estab'" sh a clear and objec ve process 
to permit reinstatement of these expired approvals. The Counc il further finds that 
reinstating such approvals may stimulate economic development activity in the C:*y and 
reduce the adm.a^tra ve burden on C ty staff and pr ate landowners alike. For these 
reasons and as further expla _ied below the City has proposed and adopted the following 
ordnance. 

2. Procedural Status. 

The Sandy Municipal Code ("SMC") < stinguishes between leg:.la ve and quasi-
judicial decisions. SMC 17.26.30, entitled "Legislative Amendment Procedures," states 
that the change is a "le^slal /e act" "it "applies uniformly to all properties "n the C ty or 
to a sufficiently large number of propewies as determined by contemporary legal 
p:inciples." The Ordinance applies to all lands in the City subject to detailed PUD and/or 
tentat. e plat approvals that expired between November 1, 2007, and April 15, 2010 
Thus, the Ordinance auaufies as leg'ilative n nature. 

A. Ir-"tiation of Legislative Change 

A legislative change may be ir it ated by a m o ty vote of the Sandy Plani ng 
Commission ("Planning Commission") or the Council upon the finding of a sufficient 
cause to initiate a change. SMC 17.26.30 A. On December 13,2010, a majority of the 
Planning Commis; 'on found such sufficient cause and voted to init ate the Ord lance. 

B, Notices of Public Hearings 

1 



Exhibit A - Ordinance No. 2011 -01 

The ( ty considered the Ordinance pursuant to its procedures for leg- dative text 
amendments. As such, the City followed certain procedures to pro1 -de sufficient notice 
to the public and to allow for pubL.: involvement. 

On January 6, 2011, the C ty provided no ce on the applicable form to the Oregon 
Department of Land Conservation and Development ("DLCD"), more than 45 days pri ir 
to the initial legislative public hea ng for the Ordinance before the Planning 
Comn ..ss.on. This m iling sa sfied the City's pre-heaimg obligations for no'ce to DLCD 

On February 16, 2011, the City published a nctice in the Sandy Post for the 
Planning Commis; an's public hearing on the ordnance and a notice for the City 
Coun< Fs hearing was published on March 23, 2011 The published not -;es sted the 
dates, limes, and places of the Planning Commission and Council hear^igs. 

C. CommissioL Action 

On March 14, 2011, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing to 
d cuss the Ord lance. Tracy Brown, Planning Director presented the City Planning & 
Development Department staff report ("Staff Report"), wl included a recommendation 
to approve the Ore lance. Follow lgpresental hi of the Staff Report, IV JkeRoHnson, 
represent ig Holt Homes gave a presentation in support of the Ordinance 

At the conclus '^n of the hear ig, the Plann: g Comn.-ss'on closed the public 
hear ig and d cussed the Ordinance. Commis^oner Carlton made a motion, seconded 
by Comn.Iss-oner Jenkins, to recommend that the Council approve the leg*' >lat:' e change 
and adopt the Oruinance based upon substantial evidence in the record as a whole. The 
Plann" g Commission unanimously voted to approve the mot' )n. 

D. Council Action 

On April 4, 2011, the Council held a public hearing to take public testimony on 
the proposed Ordinance. Tesimony was heard from Dale Hult, All County Surveyors and 
Seth King, represeni' ig Holt Homes. At the conclusion of the hear: ng the Counci. 
approved the first reading of the Ordinance by an unanimous vote. On April 18, 2011 the 
Coun( I read and approved the second reai :ng by an unan- nous vote. 

E. Record Before the Council 

The record before the Counc: cons ts of the Staff Report to the Council dated 
March 24, 2011 including all exl bits thereto, and, all materials entered into the record on 
the evei ngs of March 14, 2011 and April 4, 2011 The entire C' y Planning & 
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Exhibit A - Ordinance No. 2011 -01 

Development Department file was phyReally before and not re :cted by the Council prior 
to the close of the record. 

3. Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 

Leg jlative changes are rev ;wed to determ-ie thur effect on C 'ty fawimes and 
sen/ jes and to ensure con stency with the purposes of the SMC, the policies of the 
Sandy Comprehensive Plan (the "Plan"), the Statewide Planning Goals (the "Goals"), and 
any other applicable po cies and standards adopted by the Council. SMC 17.26.30.B. 
For the reasons set forth below, the C y finds the applicable approval enter a met and 
adopts the Ordinance. 

A. Effects on City Facilities and Services. 

The Council finds that t) s standard is sat fied for three reasons. F -st, the 
Ordinance merely provides a process for reinstatement and does not autho^ze any 
spec'lc development at this t tie. Because the Ordinance does not authorize any specific 
development, there i no direct or immediate ' npact to C ty facilities or ser ces. 
Second, the C" y would have ensured that any approved tentative plat or detailed PUD 
provided adequate public facilities and services. The Ordinance requ es that appl' :ants 
not have changed theii expired approvals (except to reduce dens .y by up to five lots to 
meet the SMC's current ma?, mum density standards). Thus, the Counc il finds that the 
reinstatement of such approvals wi I necessarily provide adequate publ ' fat iliti is and 
services as well. I nally, all such reinstatements must necessai y comply v ith all 
relevant provisions of the SMC adopted between the original approval of the now-ex] red 
tentative plat or det£ led PUD and the date of applica on for reinstatement. Therefore, 
the C ty finds that the Ordnance satisfies thi'i criterion. 

B. Consistency with Purposes of the SMC. 

The provi":ons :n the SMC are ntended to ensure that development' 5 of the 
proper type, der'gn, and locat >n and serviced by a proper range of pub cfac ies and 
services" and is otherwise consistent w h the goals and policies of the Plan. SMC 
17.00.10.A. The Ordinance allows the Plann gE rector to reinstate certain expired 
tentative plat approvals or detailed PUDs. Further, the City would only have approved a 
tentative plat or detE led PUD if ensured that development of affected land was of the 
proper type, dergn, and location and ser iced by a proper range of public facilities and 
servx^es. Therefore, the reinstatement of such approval will necessarily do the same. As 
described below, the Ord fiance is consistent with the goals and policies of the Plan 
Accordingly, the C'ty finds that the proposed Ordinance satisfies this criterion. 

C. Consistency with Plan Goals and Policies. 
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This section addresses cons ¡tency w,+h applicable goals and policies of the Plan. 
For the reasons set forth below, the City finds that the proposed Ore -aance satisfies these 
approval ci te ia. 

a. Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement 

Goal 1 of the Plan seeks to estab-sh standards and polic :s that ensure c .zens the 
opportun y to participate in every phase of the planning process. The City has an 
acknowledged citizen nvolvement program and an acknowledged process for securing 
c _ en iput on all proposed text amendments. The process by which this part ular 
Ordinance was adopted s consistent with the procedures provided in the Plan and in the 
SMC. The City held duly noticed public heai lgs before the Planiling Comir issictn, on 
February 28,2011 and the Council, on March 21,2011, i compli nee with all 
applicable C ' y procedures under ^'tle 17 of the SMC. 

Therefore, the Ci y finds its re- -ew and nplementation of the Ordinance 
consistent w^h Goal 1 of the Plan. 

b. Goal 2 - Land Use Planning 

Goal 2 of the Plan requires consistency between land development proposals and 
applicable local requirements. The language of the Ordnance states that only expired 
approvals that remain unchanged, with certain minor changes to be consistent with new 
SMC requirements, may achieve remstatement, thus ensuring that those approvals 
comply with all local regula ons and provisions i effect when the applications were first 
submitted. Further, the expired approvals must meet all subsequent applicable 
regulations and pro\ _olons. Lastly, the Ordinance allows the Planning Director to reduce 
the number of approved lots by five to ensure that any reinstated approval meets the 
City's current max num density standards. 

The ( ty finds the Ordinance consistent v, :h Goal 2 of the Plan. 

c. Goal 10 - Housing 

Goal 10 of the Plan seeks to "establish policies to prov' le for the housing needs of 
the state." Policies 1 and 2, respectively, seek to "[ajssure an adequate supply of 
developable iand for low. meuum, and h *h den: ty hou: ng" and to "[e]ncourage the 
private sector to provide adequate hous ig choices." The Ordinance encourages p vate 
bu; inesses and id dduals adversely i t ipacted by the recent economic recession to apply 
for the re istatement of th< r expired approvals. The re ^statement process provides an 
exped'f-'-ius way to ensure compliance wuh app.icable law as well as to reduce the 
administrative burdens on local plann'ng autho • -ss and applicants. The language in the 
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On "nance also ensures that reinstatements do not allow any development that exceeds 
current maximum density standards and that the expired approvals nclude fewer lots 
when necessary to comply with those standards. Th \ 11, for example, help further the 
Plan's policies requiring that residen al den; is "generally decrease w. di d5ctance from 
village centers" (Policy 8) and that they "are approp ately related to site conc'l ::ons, 
ncluding slopes, potential hazards, and natural features" (Policy 9). 

Therefore, the City finds the Ordinance consistent with Goal 10 of the Plan. 

Dc Consistency with Statewide Planning Goals. 

Tt_s section addresses cons tency wi th the applicable Goals. As desc: bed below, 
the C ty finds the Ordinance consistent with the Goals. 

a. Goal 1 - Cr-zen Involvement 

Goal 1 requ es every c 'ty and county to develop and i nplement a cit./en 
wolvement program. As the State Land Use Board of Appeals ("LUBA") has 

recogi zed, Goal 1 does not prov le due process protections, nor does t dictate the 
conduct of local government hearings. Rather, the Oregon Revised Statutes govern the 
manner in whi^h local authorities conduct heaiings and the procedural reqi rements for 
such hearings. See ORS Chapter 227 When notice of a hearing is provided and public 
tes'"mony considered, LUBA w 11 find no Goal 1 \ : elation 

The C "ty has an acknowledged ci ,^en tvolvement program and an acknowledged 
process for secur:' g citizift put on all proposed plan amendments. These local 
processes thus comply with state mandates, and the Ore nance was processed l a manner 
cons itent with the Plan and the SMC. The Plant ng Commissi n and Counc held duly 
noticed publ 5 heai lgs i compliance with local law and v th the statutory procedures 
requ ed under ORS Chapter 197 Therefore, the City finds its review of the Ord lance 
consistent w h Goal 1 

b. Goal 2 - Land Use Planning 

Goal 2 requires con5 stency between local comprehensive plans and the Goals, 
that local comprehensive plans maintain internal consistency, and that the 

nplementation of ore lances remain cons tent with acknowledged comprehens. /e 
plans. Goal 2 also requires that planning authoril' ;s make land use decisions w th 
adequate factual bases and coordinate with affected jurisdictions. 

The Plan and the SMC, as well as the Goals and applicable statutes, proA de 
po: ;es and criteria for the evaluation of the Ordinance. Compliance with these 
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measures ensures an adequate factual ba_ s for approval of the Ordinance. As d cussed 
elsewhere in these findings, the Ordinance is consistent w h applicable polic ;s and 
standards. By demonstrat _ig such compliance, the Ordinance satisfies the cons'.stency 
element of Goal 2. 

The City is requ ed under ORS 197.610 to forward a not- :e of the Ordinance to 
DLCO at least 45 days before the first eviden iary hear lg on adopt.jn. The City 
pro\ ' led the requi te notice to DLCD on January 13, 2011 Under Goal 2, the C +y s 
not required to accommodate all of the concerns of iterested governmental agencies, but 
the City's fine ags did respond to the legitimate concerns of affected agences. 

The C ty finds its re\ îw of the Ordinance consistent with Goal 2. 

c. Goal 3 - Agricultural Lands 

The Ordinance does not affect any farm lands, and thus the C ty finds Goal 3 
lapp. ;able. 

d. Goal 4 - Forest Lands 

The Ord--îance does not affect any forest lands, and thus the City finds Goal 4 
lappi 'cable. 

e. Goal 5 - Open Space, Scenic and Historic Areas, Natural 
Resources 

The Ord" lance does not affect any open space, scenic and h.stor: ; areas, or natural 
resources. Thus, the City finds Goal 5 inapplicable. 

f. Goal 6 - Air, Water, and Land Resources Quality 

Goal 6 seeks to maintain and mprove the quality of the air. water and land 
resources n the state. Because the proposal does not authorize any specific development 
at thii time, there can be no d.. ect impact to a'1, water, or land resources. Moreover, the 
C y previously determ Led that all approved applications satisfied the applicable 
approval criteria of the SMC, wh :h mplements the Plan, which, in turn, has been 
acknowledged as con; stent with the Goals. Therefore, the City finds the Ordinance 
consistent with Goal 6. 

g. Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Hazards 

Goal 7 requires that plann' lg autho ss not locate development thai could result 
in damage or loss of Lié in known areas of natural hazards and disasters w..hout 
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appropriate safeguards. Because the Ordinance does not author 'ze any specific 
development at tl s t me, t allows no development planned or located in known areas of 
natural hazards and disasters. Moreover, the City previously determ. led that all 
approved applications satisfied the applicable approval criter a of the SMC, wh ;h 

nplements the Plan, which, in turn, has been acknowledged as consistent with the Goals. 
The City finds the Ordinance cons tent wi11 Goal 7 in this instance. 

h. Goal 8 - Recreational Needs 

The Ordinance merely provides a n ^statement process and does not involve any 
de; gnated recre?fional or open-space lands. Thus it does not affect access to any 
significant recreational uses in the area. The City finds Goal 8 i [applicable in this 
' istance. 

i. Goal 9 - Economic Development 

Goal 9 requires that local authorities base their comprehens 'e plans and pc "ies 
on an i lventory of areas suitable for ncreased economic growth and activity, includ "ig 
for specified land uses. Although the Ordi ance does not authorise any spe< fic 
development activity, t provides an exped »us process to allow those w ith exj. 'red 
approvals to apply for reinstatement. Therefore, the Ordinance fac ,-i.ates econom:' 
development consistent with Goal 9 TheC y finds Goal 9 i; sa' 'sfied l this nstance. 

j„ Goal 10 - Housing 

Goal 10 requires local governments to help prov le for an adequate number of 
needed hous lguii s and to encourage the effic ;nt use of developable land v thin urban 
growth boundai es. The r< nstatement process contemplated by the Ordinance provides a 
more efficient wa> in which applicants with certr n exj red approvals may resume their 
development activ ies, thus encourag ig more cost-effecti ^e development of land to 
meet the C y's housing needs as well as redu< ng administrative strain on local planning 
authoril ;s and pi vate landowners. The Or< nance also ensures that only those expired 
approvals that remain unchanged (or have up to five fewer lots) can gain approval from 
the planning Di-ector. Thus, the C ty finds the Ordinance consistent witll Goal 10. 

k. Goal 11 - Public Facilities and Services 

Goal 11 creates gi delines for the timely, orderly, and efficient prcn ' Ion of public 
faciliti s and sen 'ces, such as sewer, water, solid waste, and storm drainage. The 
Ordinance does not specifically propose any new development that would ui ze publ'c 
fac ities or services. Moreover, the City previously determined that all approved 
applica Dns satisfied the applicable approval criteria of the SMC, which implements the 
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Plan, which, in turn, has been acknowledged as consistent with the Goals. Therefore, the 
C ,y finds Goal 11 inapplicable in t i n s i [Stance. 

L Goal 12 - Transportation 

Goal 12 requ^es that local governments prcn de and encourage a safe, convenient, 
and economic transportation system. Because the proposal does not authorise any 
specific development at this time, there can be no d: set impact to transportation. 
Moreover, the City pre- ously detenr led that all approved applications satisfied the 
applicable approval criteria of the SMC, which implements the Plan, which, in turn, has 
been acknowledged as consistent witl the Goals. Therefore, the City finds the Ordinance 
consistent with Goal 12. The City further finds that OAR 660-012-0060, the 
Transportation Planning Rule ("TPR") implements Goal 12. The City addresses the TPR 
below 

m. Goal 13 - Energy Conservation 

The Ordmance does not impact any known or iventor 2d energy s es or 
resources. The City finds Goal 13 napp cable in this instance. 

n. Goal 14 - Urbanization 

The Ordinance does not involve a change n the location of the Urban Growth 
Boundary or a conversion of rural land to urban land. The City finds Goal 14 
[napp) ;able nthis "nstance. 

0. Goals 15 - 19 

Goals 15 through 19 apply to the Willamette F ver Greenway and the Oregon 
Coast and are therefore inapp^cable. 

E. Oregon Administrative Rules 

1. OAR 660-012-0060 (Transportation Planning Rule) 

The TPR mandates that local governments impose m igation measures when a 
land use regulal ijn would "sigr" ficantly affect an existing or planned transportat in 
facility," OAR 660-012-0060(1). The Ordinance is a land use regulation. A land use 
regulation that does not permit development that adds more traffic to the transportation 
system than could be permitted under zoning existing before the oroinance cannot 
"1 gi -ficantly affect" the transportat in facil y under the TPR. In the instant case, no 
specific development ; proposed. Therefore, the Ordinance will not add more traffic to 
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the transportation system, and the On nance will not have a significant effect on any 
transportat >n facilities 

F. Consistency with Other Applicable Policies and Standards Adopted by 
the Council 

No other pc cies or standards adopted by the Council relate to this Ordinance. 
Therefore, this req^iiement does not applj n tl s astance. 
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