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April6,2010 

To: City Commissioners 

From: Deborah Stein, District Planning Manager 

Subject: Revisions to Schoo/s and Parks Conditional Use Code Refinement Proiect -
Recommended Draft 

Following publication of the Schools and Parks Conditional Use Code Refinement Proiect -
Recommended Draft - March 18,2010, staff determined that four sections of recommended code 
language needed revising. This memo serves to provide revisions to the recommended code 
language for clarity; however the substance and intent of the Planning Commission's 
recommendations ¿¡l'e not being changed. Code language to be added is underlined and code 
language to be removed is shown in striketh+eug¡h. Please let me know if you have any questions. 

REVISION #1 -

Commentory:
 
This chonge clorifies thot the ollowonce of onenew field is meqsured frorn the eff ective
 
dote of this ordinonce os oppos¿d to when th¿ use become q conditionol use. The chonges
 

olso removø repetitive longuogeond providø odditionol clarity.
 

33.279.030 Review Thresholds for Development 
This section states when development related to recreational fields is allowed, when a 
conditional use review is required, a¡rd the type of procedure used. 

A. 	Allowed. Alterations to the site that meet all of the following a¡e alloweci
 
without a conditional use review provided the proposal:
 

L Does not add more than one new field for organized sport$-es-measured 
frerrr the Hme thc use-be 
rnore e¡dsHng appreve 	 ' Up to one new field may 
be added once per site, after the effective date of this ordinance. without a 
Conditional Use Review. The new fìeld must: 

a. 	 Meet the development standards of Section 33.279.04O: 

b. 	 Not include lighting, a voice amplification system, or spectator seating 
in excess of 2lO lineal feet; 

c. 	 Be located within 3OO feet of an one or more existing on-site fìeldg 
approved for organized sports; and 

d. 	 Be esnstrneted approved under a Building or Znning Permit that 
identifìes the existing development and the new fìeld that is being 
added, per tl.is seetien pa¡a{raph. 



REVISION #2 _ 

Commentory:
 
Thereoregrode level chonges in 33.281030.8 thot oreallowed by right or through o Type fI
 
CU. The intention wcs thot thesegradelevel changes not reguireaType fff reviøw when
 

reestoblishing thø school use within the t}-yeor period.
 

33.281.O55 Loss of Conditional Use Status on School Sites. 

B. If the school use has been discontinued for less th¿rn 1O years, and the proposed 
new school use includes any of the Type III changes listed in 33.281.030.8 or 
33.28f .050.C, the conditional use is reviewed through a Type III procedure" 

REVISION #3 -

Commentory:
 
This code languoge clorif ies thot the Field Permitting Orgonization olso includes oll public
 

school districts for the purposes of public notif icotion reguirements.
 

2O.O4.OlO Definitions 

H. F'ield Permitting OrÉanization 
An]¡ entitv that perrnits or assiqns permittinq duties for or{anized sports use (as defined 
in section 33.910.030ì on public parks and schools. Sections 20.04.050 throu9h 
2O.O4.O8O of this Chapter shall apply to any site owned or operated b-v any school 
dlistrict in the Citv of Portland. whether or not Portland Parks and Recreation is the field 
oermittins orÉanization for that site. 

nrvìsrol.r +¿ -
Commentory:
 
This chonge clorifi¿s thot the Field Permitting Orgonizqtion (FPO), which moy or moy not be
 

PP&R, is responsible f or sønding public notice.
 

2O.O4.O5O Pubtic Noticing - Recreational Fields 

B. The notice shall describe in detail the tyþe of improvements or change in use 
proposed. The notice shall include the type, size, location, and setbacks proposed 
for itre field as well as the current (if any) and proposed sports user groups. The 
public notice of proposed field improvement will provide contact information for the 
neighbors to call or send written questions, comments, or concerns within 2l 
calénda¡ days. If these written comments can be addressed to the neightror's 
satisfaction, no further action is necessar¡r. pP&R The FPO shall respond to these 
written comments in writing within 2l days. 

C. If PP&Rls the FPOs written responses tc¡ the written concerns received after the 
public notice are not satisfactory, a public meeting can be scheduled if requested by 
a neighborhood associatíon within 1,OO0 feet of the subject site. The request must 
be made within 45 calendar days of the date of the last PP&R FPO written response 
to comments. A Good Neighbor Agreement (Grun¡ may be proposed by PP&R, PPS, 

both organizations jointly, or other appropriate field permitting entity if there are 
remaining concefïìs after the public meeting. Neighborhood associations within 
I,OOO feet of the subject site may also request a GNA, in writing, within 1O calendar 
days of the date of the public meeting. GNAs can be linked to sports fìeld use 
permits and may address a variety of compatibility issues such as: 
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ORDINANCE No. 

Improve land use regulations related to schools as part of the Schools and Parks Conditional Use Code
 
Refinement Package (Ordinance; amend Title 33)
 

The City of Portland Ordains: 

Section 1. The Council finds: 

General Findings 

1. This ordinance represents one of two components of the Schools and Parks Conditional Use Code 
Refinement Project and addresses regulations associated with schools only. Regulations associated 
with recreational fields used for organized spotls are addressed in a separate Ordinance (No. ). 

2. On October 28,2008, the Planning Commission held a public discussion on schools-related issues 
that had been raised during a previous Planning Commission hearing on the City's periodic review 
work plan. Time did not allow for everyone to speak. 

3. On December 4,2008, Planning Commission held an additional meeting to discuss school-related 
issues and invited those who were not able to speak at the Oct 28tl'meeting. 

4. In January 2009, a project website was established to provide the public with updates on the project, 
staff contact information, and access to project materials. 

5. On March 23,2009, staff presented their initial recommendations on the Schools and Parks 
Conditional Use Code Refinement Project to the Citywide Land Use Chairs and asked for their 
feedback. 

6. On April 17,2009, notice was sent to the project mailing list and all persons interested in legislative 
projects city-wide (approximately 1,100 addresses) announcing the availability of the Schools and 
Parks Conditional Use Code Refinement Project - Public Review Draft and an open 
house/discussion/community meeting on May 7 ,2009. 

7. On April 28,2009,the Schools and Parlcs Conditional Use Code Refinement Pro.iect - Public Review 
. 	Draft was published and posted on the project website. The public review comment period extended 

to May 29,2010. 

8. On May 7,2009, an open house and community discussion was attended by approximately 20 people. 

9 . On July 28, 2009 , the Planning Commission held a proj ect briefing/discussion and invited interested 
parties to discuss their ideas and concerns about the Schools and Parks Conditional Use Code 
Refinement Project. Plamring Commission supported staff s suggestion that, due to its complexity, 
code language for recreational field uses be separated from the package of code amendments related 
to schools. 

1 0. On August 5, 2009 notice of the proposed action was mailed to the Department of Land Conservation 
and Development in compliance with the post-acknowledgement review process required by OAR 
660-r B-020. 

1 1 . On August 19, 2009, the Schools and Parlcs Conditional Use Code Refinentent Project - Report to 
P lanning Commis s ion was published. 
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12. On August 21,2009, uotice was seut to the project mailing list and all persons interestecl in legislative 
projects city-wide (approxirnately 1,100 addresses) announcing the Plamring Commission public 
lrearing on Septemb er 22, 2009 ancl an open house on Septemb er 15, 2009. 

13. On September 15, 2009 staff helcl atì open house. 

14. On September 22, 2009, the Portlancl Plamring Commission helcl a public hearing on the proposecl 
school-related amenclments to the Zoning Code ancl consiclered conceptual changes to recreational 
fielcl regulations. 

15. On November 10,2009, the Portland Planning Commission helcl a public hearing on the proposed
 
school-related amenclnents to the Zoning Code.
 

16. On January 12,2010, the Plamring Commission held a hearing and adoptecl the schools component of 
the project. 

17. On March 23,2010 notice was sent to all those who testifìecl, wrote, or asked for notice, as well as 
other interested persons to notify them of the City Council hearing on the Plamring Commission's 
recommendations for the Schools ancl Parks Conclitional Use Code Refìnernent Project. 

18. On April22,2010, City Council helcl a public hearing on the Schools ancl Parks Conclitional Use 
Code Refinement Project. 

19. On City Council voted to aclopt this ordinance ancl amend Title 33 Portlancl Zoning 
Cocle ancl T'itle 20 Parks ancl Recreation.-,2010 

Findings on Statewide Planning Goals 

20. State platrring statutes recluire cities to adopt ancl amencl comprehensive plans and lanci use 
regulations iu compliauce with state lancl use goals. Only the state goals aclclressed below apply. 

21. Goal 1, Citizen Involvement, recluires provision of opporlunities fbr citizens to be involvecl in all 
phases of the plamitrg process. The preparation of these amenclments iras provided numerous
 
opportunities for public involvement, inclucling:
 

o O.r:, October 28,2008, the Planning Commission held a public cliscussion on schools-relatetl 
issues that had been raisecl cluring a previous Planning Commission hearing on the City's periodic 
review work plan. Time dicl not allow for everyone to speak. 

o Ott l)ecember 4,2008, Planning Commission helcl an additional meeting to discuss school-relatecl 
issues and invited those who were not able to speak at the Oct 28rr' meeting. 

o 	Iu January 2009, a project website was established to plovicle the public with updates on the 
project, stafT contact infonnation, and access to project materials. 

¡ Ou March 23,2009, staff presented their initial recommenclations on the Schools ancl Parks 
Conditional Use Code Refìnement Project to tlie Citywide Lancl Use Chairs and asked i'or their 
Ièeclback. 

¡ On April 17, 2009, notice was sent to the project rnailing list and all persons interested in 
legislative projects city-wicle (approxirnately 1,100 addresses) announcing the availability of the 
Schools ctnd Parlcs Cr¡ndittonul Use Cocle Refinement Project - Pttblic Ret¡iew Drul't and an open 
house/cliscussion community meeting on May I ,2009. 
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' On April 28, 2009, the Schools antl Purlcs ConclÌtionul use Cocle lle/inement Project pnblic-
Review Drafi was published and postecl on the project website. The public review cornment 
period extended to May 29,2010. 

o 	On May 7,2009, an open house comrnunity discussion was attended by approximately 20 people. 

r 	 On July 28, 2009, the Pianning Commission held a project briefing/cliscussio¡ ancl invited 
iuterested parties to cliscuss their icleas/concems about the Schools and Parks Conclitional Use 
Cocle Refìnement Project. 

o 	On August 5, 2009 notice ol'the proposed action was nailecl to the Department of Lancl 
Conservation ancl Developtnent in compliance with the post-acknowleclgement review process 
requirecl by OAR 660-18-020. 

o 	Otr August 79,2009, the Schools ctnd Parlcs Conditir;nal Use Corle Refinement Pro.ject - Report 
to Planning Commission was publishecl. 

¡ On August 21,2009, notice was sent to the project mailing list and all persons interested tn 
legislative projects city-wide (approximately 1,100 addresses) utrnornõing the planning 
Commission public hearing on Septemb er 22,2009 and an open house on Septemb"t 15, 2009. 

o On September 15,2009 staff held an open house . 

o 	Ou Septernber 22,2009, the Poftland Planning Commission helcl a public hearing on the proposed 
school-related zoning cocle proposals ancl considerecl conceptual chãnges to recreational fìeld 
regulations. 

o 	On November 10, 2009, the Portlancl Plarning Commission helcl a public hearing on the proposed 
school-relatecl zoning proposa ls. 

o 	On January 72,2010, the Plar-rning Commission helcl a hearing and acloptecl the schools 
component o1' the project. 

o On March 23,2010 notice w¿is sent to all those who testifiecl, wrote, or askecl for notice, as well 
as other interested persorÌs to notily them of the City Council hearing on the Planning 
Commission's l'ecort-ìlnenclations for the Schools ancl Parks Conclitional Use Cocle Relinement 
Project. 

o 	On Aprll22,2010, City Council lielcl a public hearing on the Schools ancl Parks Conclitional Use 
Code lìefìnement Pro.;ect. 

o 	On City Council voted to aclopt this orclinance and amencl Title 33 Portland 
Zoning Code.-,2010 

22. Goal 2,I'and Use Planning, requires the developrnent of a process ancl policy t'amework that acts as 
a basis for all lancl use decisions ancl assul'es that decisions and actions aie based on an understancling
of the facts relevant to the decision. The amendments support this goal because: 'l'itle 33, planni'g 
alld Zoning, implements the policies of Poftlancl's Comprehensive Plan. Proposed amenclments 
elìsure that there are processes that act as a basis fbr lancl use clecisions. See ãlso fìndings for 
Portlancl Comprehensive Plan Goal 1, Metropolitan Coordination, ancl its relatecl policies ancl
 
objectives.
 

23. Goal 11, Public Facilities and Serviccs, requires planning ancl clevelopment of a timely, orclerly, and 
effìcient al'rangemetlt o1'pr"rblic facilities ancl services to serve as a fi'amework for clevelôprne't. 

-The 

ametlclments sttpport this goal because they provide the school clistricts with neeclecl tlexibility to 
acconrmodate fluctuations in the number of stuclents attencling a particular school, while ensuiing
public review of changes that rnay have a signilicant efl'ect on thã sunounding area. In aclclitiol, 
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these amencllnt:nts exteud the time a school site rnay rernain vacant and still be vestecl. l'his 
combination of fìexibility ancl ceilainty allows the school clistricts ancl the City to plan f-or-schools and 
related facilities. 

24. Goal 12, Transportation, requires provision of a safè, convenient, and econornic transportatio¡
system' The proposecl cocle amendments are consistent with this goal for the leasons statecl in the 
findings aclclressing Portlancl Comprehensive Plan Goal 6, Transporlation, ancl its related policies a¡cl
objectives. 

25. The Oregon Transportation Planning Rule (TPIì) was acloptecl in 1 991 a¡c1 a¡renclecl in 1996 ancl 
2005 to implement State Goal 12. The TPR requires certain finclings if the proposed fComprehensive
Plan Map ameudtnent, Zone Change, regulation] will signifìcantly afTect an existing or plamrecl 
transportation fàcility. 

This proposal will not have a significant effèct on existing or plannecl transportation facilities because 
the amenclments will maintain the requirement in the existing code that schools in Portland that are 
expancling in physical size above a minimum tlreshold unclergo a conclitional use review. Within an 
existing school facility, where no expansion is proposed, the amenclments will allow day to day
fluctuations in eiuollment and some variation in the grade levels being taught at the elementary level. 
These changes may result in some changes to the composition of the sludent Uoay at a school, but no 
iucreases in the nurnber of students so extensive that they will result in changes tå the fulctional 
classifìcation ofany streets, change the City's standards for classifying streeis, or result in levels of 
school or park uses that will negatively afïect the perfonnance or classification of existing facilities. 
As a resttlt, the proposecl code amendments will not significantly affect existing or planned 
transportation fàcilities. 

Findings on Metro [Jrban Growth Management Functional plan 

26. Titlc 1, Requirements fbr llousing and Employment Accommodation, requires that each 
juriscliction contribute its fair share to increasing the clevelopment capacity of la¡cl within the Urban 
Growth lSoundary. This requirement is to be generally irnplementecl ihrough citywicle analysis basecl 
on calculated capacities from land use clesignations. The arne¡drtents are consistent with this title 
because they do not significantly alter the cleveloprrrent capacity ol-the ctty. See also fìncli¡gs uncler 
comprehensive Plan Goals 4 (Housing) and 5 (Economic l)eveloprnent). 

Findings on Portland's Comprehensive plan Goals 

27. Oriy the Comprehensive Plan goals addressed below apply. 

28. Go¿rl 1, Metropolitan Coordination, calls for the Comprehensive Plan to be coorclinatecl with 
fecleral atrcl state law ancl to support regional goals, objectives and plans. Policy 1.4, 
Intergovernmental Coordination, requires continuous participation in intergovermrental afTàirs 
with public agencies to coorclinate metropolitan planning and project developinent ancl maximize the
efÏcient use of public funcls. The amendments support this goal ancl this poii"y because a number of 
other govetnment agencies were notifìed of this proposal ancl given the oppor-tunity to cornment.
'Ihese agencies include Metto, Multnornah County, ancl the f-ollowing prùii" schoól clistricts: 
Portlancl, centennial, Reynolds, Parkrose, David Douglas, ancl Riverãále. 

29' Goal 2, Urban f)evelopment, calls for maintaining Portlancl's role as the major regional employment 
ancl populatiou center by expancling opportunities f'or housing and jobs, whilà retaiìi¡g the chaiacter 
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o1'establishecl resiclential neighborhoods and business centers. The amenclments support this goal 
because tltey support flexibility f'or schools, while ensuring an appropriate level of review f-or tirose 
chatrges that might have signifìcant impacts on the surouncling area. Strong and nimble school 
systems are integral to maintaining Portlancl's role as the major regional ernployment ancl population 
center in the State . 

30. Policy 2.1, Population Growth, calls for allowing for population growth within the existing city 
bounclary by providing land use opporlunities that will accornmoclate the projected increase in city 
householcls. Policy 2.19, Infïll and lledevelopment, encourages infill and reclevelopment as a way 
to accommoclate expected increases in population. These arnenclments allow l'or fluctuation in school 
enrollments without cumbersotle land use reviews, while requiring review for changes that will have 
a significant effect on the surrounding area. In acldition, it extencls the time school sites may remain 
vacant without losing their vesting as schools. f'he effect of these amendments is to suppor-t these 
policies by allowing schools to be rnore flexible and so accornmodate a growing ancl clynamic 
population. 

3l. Policy 2,23, Central City Plan; Policy 2.26, Albina Community Plan; ancl Policy 2.27, Outer 
Southeast Community Plan: All of these plans call for strong neighborhoods ancl schools; these 
amendtnents suppoft these policies because they will strengthen the school systems by allowing more 
flexibility-with an appropriate level of review-and extending the time school sites may rernain 
vacant without losing their vesting as schools. 

32. Goa,l3, Neighborhoods, calls for the preservation and reinforcement of the stability ancl diversity of 
the city's neighborhoods while allowing for increased density. The amendrnents support this goal by 
allowing schools needecl flexibility while ensuring an appropriate level of review for change s that 
rnight have a siguificant effect on the surrouncling area ancl by allowing vacant school sites to remain 
vested f'or a longer periocl of time. This increases the ability of the school clistricts to retain school 
uses in existing builclings, which reinf'orces and strengthens neighborhoocls. 

33. Policy 3.2, Social Conditions, calls for tl-re provision of'programs to minimize the social irnpact of 
laucl use clecisions. Iìy clarifying when a lancl use review is required for adcling grades to an existing 
school, the potential impacts of the additíon can be adclressed and rnitigatecl, thus rninirnizing the 
impacts and supporlirrg this policy. 

34. Goal 6, I'ransportation, calls 1'or developing a balanced, equitable, ancl eflìcient transpoftation 
systetn that provides a range of transportation choices; reinfiorces the livabìlity of neighborhoocls; 
supports a strong and cliverse econorry; recluces air, noise, and water pollution; ancl lessens reliance 
on the autornobile while maintaining accessibility. This proposal will not have a significant effect on 
existing or plamecl transportation fàcilities because the amenclments will coffinue to require that 
schools in Portland that are expancling in physical size above a minimurn thresholcl unclergo a 

conditional use review that wiil inclucle a review to delermine if the expansion meets the City's 
adopted level of service perfbrmance standards for transportation. If'the level of service standarcls are 
fbund to be exceeclecl by the proposecl expansion, this will be grouncls for the city to cleny pennits for 
the expansion or to requirc rnitigation so that the level of service stanclarcls are met. Within an 
existing school hcility, where no expansion is proposed, the arneudments will allow day to day 
fluctuations in enrollment and some variation in the gracle levels being taught at the elementary level. 
These changes may result in some changes to the composition of the stuclent bocly at a school, but no 
increases itr the number of students to the extent that they will have any significant afl'ects on existing 
or plamed transporlation fàcilities. 

35. Goal 9, Cìtizen Involvement, calls fbr improvecl metl'rods and ongoing opportunities for citizen 
involvement in the lancl use decisiotr-making process, ancl the implementation, review, ancl 
alnenclment of the Comprehensive Plan. 'Ihis projeot followecl the process ancl requirernents specifiecl 
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in Chapter 33 .7 40, Le gislative Procedure. -lhe 
amenclments support this goal f'or the reasons f'ouncl in 

the finclings for Statewide Planning Goal l, citizen Invorvernent. 

36. Goal 10, Plan Review ancl Administration, calls for periodic review o1'the Cornprehensive Plan, for 
itrrplementation of the Plan, and acldresses amendments to the Plan, to the Plan Map, and to the 
Zoning Cocle ancl Zoning Map. The arnenclments support this goal by updating ancl clarifying the 
processes used when the number of students enrollecl at a school change, ancl when the gracles at a 
particular school change. In adclition, the goal is supportecl by the changes to allow sohool sites to 
remain vacant for a longer periocl without losing their vesting rights. 

37. Policy 10.10, Amcndments to the Zoning ancl Subdivision Regulations, calls for amendments to 
the regulations to be clear, concise, and applicable to the broacl range of clevelopment situations I'aced 
by a growing, urbau city. These amenclments are clear ancl concise; they provicle clear clistinctiols 
about what is required for each change ofgrade level at a school, ancl they are clear that review is not 
requirecl for changes in the enrollment at a particular school. The amendments address present and 
future land use problems by clarifying the regulations applicable to certain changes at schools, and 
balatrce the benefìts of regulation against the cost of irnplernentation by allowing some changes to 
schools without laud use reviews, but requiring review when appropriate. The amenclments use clear 
and objective stanclards, rnaintain consistent proceclures, ancl are written clearly and organized
logically. 

38. Goal 11, Public Facilities, includes a wide range of goals and policies: 

39. Goal 11-I calls for enhancing the eclucational opporlunities of Portland's citizens by supporting the 
objectives of school clistricts thlough assistance in plaming educational facilities. T'he amencliuents 
support this goal by clarifying what changes to schools are allowecl without review and what changes
require a lancl use review. In adclition, extencling the tirne that a school site may rernai¡ vacant 
without losing vesting rights gives school districts more flexibility f'or planning to accommoclate 
changcs in population and enrollment. 

40' Policy 11.58, City Schools Policy, calls lòr maintaining on-going coorclination with Porllancl School 
District #l (Portland Public Schools) to achieve the goals ancl policies of the adopted City Schools 
Policy. The City Schools Policy was adopted by the City in 1979 as part of tlie oì,litrut adopting

"êthe Comprehensive PIan, but was not acloptecl by Pofllancl School District #1 (Portlancl Public 
Schools). 1'he Council interprets Policy I 1.58 to express the City's aspiration to supporl Portlancl 
Public Schools tlrrough plamring assistance ancl ongoing coorclination. This policy àòes not state a 
manclatory reqltirement. 'Ihe cocle amenclments give flexibility to the school clistricts and private : 

schools to accommoclate fluctuations in the number of students attencling a particular school and are 
cousistent wìth this policy's call for ongoing coorclination between the City ancl Portland public 
Schools. 

4l ' Recent statutory amenclments to ORS Chapter 195 establish requirements for school facility planning 
involving both the City and large school clistricts within the City's boundaries. These r-equirements aie 
rnore specilìc than Policy 11.58 and describe a cooperative process for clevelopment and adoption of 
school facility plaus. In pafiicular, the school facility plans requirecl by ORS Chapter 195 are focusecl 
ou iclentifying clesirable new school sites, necessary physical irr-rprovements to existing schools, 
financial planning, capital improvement plaming, ancl increasing the effìcient use of existing schools 
f'or educational purposes. 'Ihe Bureau of Plannrng ancl Sustainability ancl the large school districts 
within Poflland's bounclaries are in the process of implementing these statutory provisions. ORS 
Chapter 195 is rlot clirectly applicable to the proposecl cocle alnenchnents and, in any event, tire 
proposecl cocle amenclurents will not inipecle ongoing school facility planning efforts to achieve 
compliance with OIìS Chapter 195. 
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42. 'I'he City Schools Policy, I'olicy State¡nent 2, School Closures, speaks to preventing school closures 
ancl the process for closing them. Although these amendments do not relate directly to this Policy 
Statement, extending the time schools may rernain vacant without losing their vesting rights will 
make it easier to avoicl permanent closures of schools. 

NOW, TIIEREFORE, the Council clirects: 

a. Aclopt Exhibit A, the Planning Commission's report entitled Schools antl Parlrs Conditional Use 
Cocle llefinernent Project --- Recontntentlecl Drufi,, dated March l B, 2010. 

b. Aclopt Exhibit B, Memorandum to City Commissioners, dated April 6,2010, regarding Revisions 
to Schools and ParJcs Conclitional Use Cocle ll,efinenrent Pro.ject - Recomntended Draft. 

c. Amend Title 33, Planning and Zoning, as shown in Exhibit A, Schools ancl Parlcs Conclitional 
Use Cocle Refinement Pro.iect - Recommendecl Draft, dated March 18, 2010, and Exhibit B, 
Memorandum to City Commissioners, datecl April 6, 2010, regarcling Revisions to Schools and 
Parlcs Conclitional Use Cocle Refìnement Pro.ject - Ìì.ecomntentled Draft. The specific 
amenclments adopted by this action are to the flollowing provisions: 

o 33.100.100.8.3 through 6
 
. Table 100-1
 
. 33.281.020
 
.33.281 030
 
.33.281.030.8
 
. 33.281.030.D
 
. Table 281-1
 
. 33.281 .040.8.6
 
o 33.281 .050
 
c 33.281.050.z\
 
c 33.287.050.4.5
 
.33.281.050.8 
o 33.281.050.C 
o 33.281.050.C.1 
o 33.281 .055
 
. 33.815.040, 6thsentence
 

cl. Adopt the commentary and cliscussion in tsxhibit A, SchooÌ"^ emtl P(trlcs Conclitionul LJse Code 
Refinentent Pro.ject - Recomruended Drúi, dated March l 8, 2010; as further fìnclings ancl 
legislative intent. 

e. Aclopt the cotnmentary ancl cliscussion in Exhibit B, Mernorandum to City Cornmissioners, dated 
April6, 2010, regarding Revisionslo School,y cmcl Parks Conclilional Use Cocle Refìnement 
Pro.iect - Recontmencletl Drúi as lurther hndings and legislative intent. 

Section 2.If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase, cliagram, designation, or drawing containecl 
in this Orclinance, or the plan, map or code it adopts or amencls, is held to be delicient, invalicl or 
unconstitutional, that shall not aflèct the valiclity of the rem¿rining portions. The Council tleclares that it 
woulcl have adoptecl the plan, map, or cocle ancl each section, subsection, sentence, clause, plrrase, 
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diagram, designation, and drawing thereof, regardless of the fact that any one or rnore sections, 
subsections, sentences, clauses, phrases, diagrams, designations, or drawings contained in this Ordinance, 
may be found to be delicient, invalid or unconstitutional. 

Passed by the Council: LaVonne Griffin-Valade 
Mayor Sam Adams Auditor of the City of Portland 
Prepared by: Shawn Wood By
Date Prepared: April 7 ,2010 

Deputy 

P:,r¿ I ol'B 
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Agenda No. 
/ t 'l -{:} !,,ORDINANCE NO. 

Title 

lmprwe land use regulations and procedures related to schools as part of the Schools and Parks 
Conditional Use CodL Refinement Project (Ordinance;.Amend Title 33) 

INTRODUCED BY 
Commissioner/Auditor: 

Mavor Sam Adams 

COMMISSIONER APPROVAL 

Mavor-Fi nance ano eom#/drlðór. AItrdrd^' 

Position 1/Utilities - FriÞ 

Position 2Morks - Fish 

Position 3iAffairs - SalÞman 

Position 4/Safety - Leonard 

BUREAU APPROVAL 

Bureau: Planning and Sustainability 
Bureau Head: Susan Anderson .-
Prepared by: Shawn Wood 
Date Preoared:April 6, 2010 

Financial lm oact Statement 
Completed X Amends Budget I 
Not Required f]
 
Portland Policv Document
 
lf "Yes" requires Õity eolicy paragraph stated 

V33"TT"' No x 
Council Meetinq Date-April22,2009 

City Attorney Approval f-i 

AGENDA 
\"'TIMECERTAN X 

Start time: 3:00 PM 

Total amount of time needed: 2 hours 
(for presentation, testimony and discussion) 

coNsENT I 
REGULAR N
 
Total amount of time needed:
 
(for presentation, testintony and discrrssion)
 

CLERK USE: DATE FILED 

LaVonne Griffin-Valade 
Auditor of the City of Portland 

\ 
1i 

By: 
Deputy 

ACTION TAKEN: 

22 2010 C@F\åTð[ì{0JËE} TO ApR g g Z¡ttì J :1.! f' 
y'"' 

ll*ì'r" l'r'ri Ii{lt'l 

APR 2I 2010 FEB2$Zglt Ap.fi[. _ 

FEB 2$ 20fl s uE s rr r u r'p^s; o ro,uu(,í! l* Í::' ;i. 
r/|AR 0 2 20ll [9:301,ù?. 

t-

FOUR-FIFTHS AGENDA COMMISSIONERS VOTED 
AS FOLLOWS: 

YEAS NAYS 

1. FriE 1,,,o 

2. Fish 1,. Fish 

3. SalÞman 3. SalEman 

4. Leonard 4. Leonard 

Adams Adams 


