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AMENDMENT 
Motion 3-20-13 

Motion to conduct a pilot project on the $250 fee; BDS to report on number of 
applications received and costs; any shortfall to be reported in summer or fall 
BUMP for the purpose of Council funding from source to be determined: Moved 
by Fritz and seconded by Fish (Y-4; N-l Novick) 
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FII{AI{CIAL IMPACT ANd PUBLIC INVOLVEMBI{T STATEMENT
 
For Council Action Items
 

Dclivcr original to lrinancial I) nnrng lJlvrsron. l(clalr'ì 

I . Name of Initiator 2. Telephone No. 3. tsureau/Office/Dept.
 
BDS/299l5000
Denise Kleim 503-823-7338 

4a. l'o be filed 316113: 4b. Calendar (Check One) 5, Date Submitted to 
Conrmissioner's office 

Iìegular Consent 4/5ths and FPD lìudget Analyst: 'l'o bc heard 3120113.9:30'fC XTT 3l6lt3 

6a. Financial hnpact Section: 6b. Public Involvement Sectioll:
 

Financial irnpact section cornpleted X puUtic involvement sectiotr completed
 I 

1) Legislation Title:
 
Amend Bureau of Development Services (BDS) Land Use Services fee schedule to establish a
 

fee for the new Type I l-Iistoric Resource Review (Ordinance)
 

2) Purpose of the Proposed Legislation: 
l'his orclinance establishes a IIDS l'ee forthe¡ new'l'ype I IJistorio Resource Review prooedure. 'fhis fee 

orclinance is in anticipation o1'City Council adoption of amendments to Title 33, specifically, the 

ncw 'l'ypc I review proccdure fbr Ilistoric Iìeviews, first reading heard by City Council on 

lìebruary 27 ,2013, 'l'his ordinance is a companion piece to thc regulatory and prooedural 

changes to Title 33 proposed in the Historic Resources Code Improvement Pro.iect (llRCIP). 

3) Which area(s) of the city are affected by this Council item? (Check all that apply-areas 
are based on formal neighborhood coalition boundaries)? 

X City-wide/Regional n Norlheast I Northwest J North 

I Central Northeast f] Southeast I Southwest I East 

I Central City 
f Intemal City Government Services 

FINANCIA[, IMI'ACT 

4) lìevenue: Will this tegislation generate or reduce current or future revenue coming to 

the City? If so, by how much? If so, please identify the source. 

Tlre bureau proposed fee was $475,00 for a new Land Use Review procedure type, '['lie current fee is 

$966. This fee was expected to recover 100% of BDS'costs. 

On March 20,2013, the Cily Counoil put l'olth a motion to amend and reduce the proposed fee l'r'om $475 

to $250, T'he City CoLuroildirected tlDS to conduot a pilot project to monitor and report on the number ol' 
applications leccivccl anclassociated oostsl any shortfallwill be reportecl il-l sulllrerof 2013 orthe IrY 
2013-l4lìall tlMP f'olthe purpose ol'Council fìrnding fi'om a source to be detenninecl. 

l'he fì250lèe will sigrrifÌcautly reclur:e revenue even though thele is an anticipatecl recluotion in costs 

incurred to do these reviews resulting in a 53o/o cost reoovel'y level. 
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It is estirnated that approximately 35 of these Type I reviews witlbe done annually' The estimatecl 

$25,060 loss of revenges is illusirated as taking the cnrrent fee of $966 less the revised fee of $250 which 

equals $716 multiplied by 35 reviews per year' 

The Flistoric llesource Code Amenclment package that was heaLcl by City Council on February 27 ,2013 

fi;'r"uAing¡ proposed to change the review pro""drlr"t reqtrired of a variety of restoration/remodeling 

projects and àxempts solne prãjects lì'om Fli.storic Resource Review, For example' solne pro-iects 

curientty reviewed throughäf Vp. II review procedure will be cxempt from review, arclothers will bc 

sLrbject îo th" T'ype ireview pro"edure, änd others will rernain sub.ject to a'l'ype Il review procedure' 

'e* 
'l'he fee will be paicl for by customers submitting applications for'fype I Historic Resource Reviews' 

5) Bxpense: What are the costs to the Cify related to this legislation? What is the source of 

únrling for the expens e? (Please include costs in the current /iscal year as well as costs in 

.future yorr, If theàdion is related to a grant or contract please include the local contribution 
"or *aírh reqiired. Lf there is a project e,stimate, please identifu the level of conJidence') 

None. 

6) Staffing Requirements: 

o 	\ryill any positions be created, eliminated or re-classified in the current year as a 

result of this legislation ? (l/'new positions are crealed please include whether they will 

be part-time, .fuit-time, t¡m¡ìect term, or permanent positions. If the position is limited 

term please indicate the end o,f the term') 

No positions will be created, eliminated, or re-classified in the current year as a result of 

this legislation. 

Will positions be created or elimina ted, infuture yeflrs as a result of this legislation?r 
No. 

(complete the fottowing section only if øn amendment to the budget is proposed') 

7) Change in Appropriations (l/'the occompanying orclinance amends the budget please reflect 

therJollaramountfuffipríarcdhythiilegislation,[ncludetheappropriatecostelements 
that are to be loadert by åicounting. In-dicate "'new" in Fund Center column if new cenler needs 

to be createrJ, Use additional space i/'needed') 

Commitmcnf I Functional Funtled Amount 

Item -Erq-gtl"! 

[Proceed to Public Involvement Section IIBQUIRED as of July l,20lll 
-
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PUIìI,IC INVOLVEMBNT 

tl) Was public involvement included in the development of this Council item (e.g. 

orclinance, resolution, or report)? I'lease check the appropriate box below:
 

X YES: Please proceed to Question #9.
 

I NO: Please, explain why below; and proceed to Question #10.
 

9) If "YBS," please answer the following questions: 

a) t/Vhat impacts are anticipatcd in the community from this proposed Council 
item?
 
'fhis ordinance will establish a f'ee lor the new Typc I l.listoric I{esource lìeviews,
 

Applicants will have a lower application lee than the ourrent lbe. 'l'his will make the
 

reviews more affbrdable for property owners subject to these reviews and timelines will
 
be shorter, No impacts are anticipated in the larger community'
 

b) which community and business groups, under-reprcsented groups, 
organizations, external government entities, and othcr interestcd parties were 

involvcd in this eff'ort, and when and how wcre fhey involved? 
BDS ancl IIPS have partnered on the I'IRCIP (see the lìinancial Impact anci Public 
Involvement Stalement fbr that project submitted by BPS), As part of that pr<rject, the 

property owners in historic districts and historic preservation advooates and stakeholders 

asked that the fee for the new Type I Review Procedure be reduoed from $966. As part 

of the HRCIP code amendment process, BPS and BDS staff inforrned the project 

stakeholders, the I-Iistoric Landmarks Commission, ancl the Planning & Sustainability 

Cornmission that BDS planned to reduce the fee substantially. IIDS is providing 

information about the proposed fee to regular customers and stakeholders via email, and 

informing them of the healing date at City Council, pending Council adoption of the new 

Type I review procedure. 'Ihe bureau will publish inl'ormation about the proposecl Ièe on 

its website, 

c) FIow did public involvemcnt shape the outcome of this Council itcm? 
'l'he public's oonoerns with the fèc, the timeline for review, and the types o1'projects 

subject to review came to light more with the public and BDS staff as a result ol'the 
expansion of the Irvington Flistoric District in 2010, which increased thc number o1' 

properties subject to Flistoric Resource Review. One ol'tho reasons the BPS and BDS 

initiated the HRCIP was to adclress the procedures and resulting City oosts associated 

with Flistoric Resource Reviews. Tlie fee for sirnple projects was high, and was a 

clisincentive for property owners to go through the lequired review, resulting in property 
owners choosing to do work on their hornes/property withor,rt review or permit, to avoid 
paying the Ièes. 'l'he IIRCIP code amendment project also addressed stakeholder 

concerns regarcling slow revicw proce<Jure, ancl the types ol'projects subjccl to lJisloric 
Iìesouroe lìeview. -l'hc 

coclc amendment pacl<age includecl excmptions from llistoric 
l{esource Iìeview fbr some types o1'work and maintenance, and made the lirneline f'or the 

Type I review 1àster by changing the review proce<1ures. 

d) Who designed and implemcnted thc public involvcment related to this Council 
itcm? 

Versiott effective Juty 1, 2011 3 
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BpS and BDS partnere{ on the outreach for the HRCIP project, and BDS will use that 

project's stakeholder mailing list and the BDS website to inform the public of the 

proþosea fee, once the new'fype I review procedure is adopted by City Council. 

e) primary contact for more information on this public involvement process (name, 

title, phone, email): 

Rebecca Esau, Land use services Division Manager, BDS, (503) 823-6966; 

rebecoa. esau(@po rtl andore gon. gov 

For informatiol about BPS' outreach on the HRCIP project, contact Jay Sugnet, Project 

Manager, BPS (503) 823-5869. 

l0) Is any future pubtic involvement anticipated or necessâry for this Council item? Please 

describe why or whY not. 
No future pu-t ti. invólvement is anticipated or necessary for this ordinance. 'fhe Planning & 

Sustainabiìity Co¡rmission will pr.r.nt a Progress Ileport in one year as stated at Council at the 

lìebruary 27 ,2013 hearing. The proposed fees would go into effect on May 1,2013. 

/ >., ,/ ./'t/;
t, .-

Paul L. Scarlett, Bureau of Development Services Director 

nUnEaU DIRECTOR (Typed name and signature) 

Version effective JulY 1' 201I 



Charlie Hales, MayorCity of 
Paul L. Scarlett, Director 
Phone; (503) 823-7300Portland,Oregon 

Fax: (503) 823-6983 

Bureau of Development Services TTY: (503) 823-6868 
www.portla ndoregon.govlbd s 
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Date: 	March 20,2013 

'fo: 	 Mayor Charlie l{alcs 
(lom missioncr Nick F'ish 

Com m issioner Amand a F ritz 
Commissioner Steve Novick 
Commissioner I)an Saltzman 

From: Paul L. Scarlett, Director lf I C 
Bureau of Development Services I G r' 

RE: 	Iìureau of Development Scrvices Historic Code Fee Ordinance 

lrr anticipation ol'the adoption of the Iìistoric llesource Code Lnprovement Projeot (I-IRCIP), the 

llureau 	o1'Development Services (tlDS) has prepaled an ordinance to establish a fèe forthe new 
'l'ypc Iprocecìure l'or Ilistoric Iìcsource Iìeviews.'l'he orciinalrce is solreduled to be heard bytho 
Council on tlre regular agenda on Wednesday, March 20,2013 at 9:30 time oertain, 'l'he proposed 

cllèctive{atelbrthetJistoriclìesouroecocJearnenclmentsarrdlbrthisnewl'eeisMay 1,2013. 

Background 
With the expansion of the Irvington Historic District in2010, many more properties became subject 

to the ZoningCode's I-listorio Resource regulations and mandatory Historic Resource lìeview. This 

expansion amplified the deficiencies of the systeÍn, especially l'or small projecls such as window 
replacements, front porch additions, dormer additions, eto. In general, the public was ooncerned tliat 
such minor projects triggered Historic Resource Reviews, and were frustrated by the review tirneline 

ancJtheapplioationfee, BDSsharecltheseconcerns,andwantedtofind away toexemptveryrninor 
projects, sinrplily arrcì clarify the oode to minimize confision fbr customcrs, and to have a làster 

rcview prooeclure in tlre zoning code, allol'which wor"lld keep IIDS oosls down so the application I'ee 

coulcl be reclu<;ecl. (UDS relies on fees to oover its t,and Use Iìeview costs.) Essentially, the zoning 

cocJe's rcgulalions and procedures resulted in revicws and costs out ol'proporticln with the scope of' 

tlre rninor rernodeling and restoration projects being done. 

'fhe Ilureau of Planning & Sustainability (BPS) partnered with IIDS to initiate a zoning oode 

amendment project to address the concerns about the historic l'esource regulations and review 

procedures. The I-IRCIP was passed by City Council on March 6,2013. It addressed the issues 

with the regulations and procedures in a valiety of ways, suoh as clarilying and defining terms, 

providing additional exemptions from I-listoric Resource lìeview, assigrrirrg some simple pro.iects to a 

llew, fàster'l'ype I review plocedure, etc. 'l'his fèe ordinancc is a companion picce to those 

rcgulatorychangcs,ancl cstablishcsafcclbrthencw'l'ypclllistoriclìesourcelìcvicw. Ductothc 
antioipatecl oost savings, the propctscd fèe is substantially reduced' 

IIDS is being proactive in keeping customers infòrmed about thc proposed 1'ee lòr the new T'ype I 

l-listoric Resource Review. 'Ihe bureau is publishing inltrrrnation about the proposed fee increases oll 

its website and sending out information to the stakeholders on the HIìCIP rnailing list. 

1900 5W 4th Avenue, Suite # 5000, Portland, OR 97201 

www.portla

