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I . Narne of lnitiator

Sylvia Cate

2. Telephone No,

503 823 1171

3. BLrreau/Oflice/Dept.
BDS/Lancl Use Services

4a. To be filed (hearing clate)

Novenrber 21 ,2013,2:00 TC

4l¡. Calendar (Check One)

Regular Consent 4/-5thsXTT

-5. Date Subrnitted to
Commissioner's office
ancl CBO Budget
Analyst:

Novernber 21 ,2013

6a. Financial lmpact Section;

ffi Financial irnpact section cornpletecl

6b. Public Involvement Section:

X puUlic involvement section completecl

l) Legislation Title:
The request is not 1òr a legislative action, but instead is a Type IIi Quasi-Judicial Comprehensive
Plan Map amendment from Industrial Sanctuary to Central Employment, and current Zoning
Map Amendment from R5a to R2.5.

2) Purposc of the Proposed Legislation:

The request is not for a legislative action, but instead is a Type III Quasi-Judicial Cornprehensive
Plan Map amendment to change the current designation and zoning on the site frorn High
Density Single Dwelling Residential fdesignation] and R5a fzoning] with Alternative Design
Density overlay zone to AR, Attached iìesidential fdesignationl and R2.5, fzoning]. Legislative
Procedures described in Zoning Code Chapter 33 .7 40 are handled by the Bureau of Planning &
Sustainability. Quasi-Judicial Procedures described in Zoning Code Chapter 33.730, commonly
known as "Land Use Reviews" are handled by the Bureau of Development Services. Quasi-
judicial pt'ocedures specifically describe the City Council as the decision-maker fòr Type III
Cornplehensive Plan Map Amendment and concurrent review requests, per 33.730.030.8.3.

In this case, the Land lJse Review includes a Comprehensive Plan Map Amendment and Zoning
Map Arnendment. The Flearings Officer has submitted a recommendation of approval. Stafl'
will be presenting the Hearings Officer's recornmendation at the hearing.

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

E City-wide/Iìegional XX Norlheast I Northwest
E Southwest

nNorth
I lrasttr Central Northeast

f, Central City
f Southeast
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,$) Rçvç¡¡lll): Will this legislation gener¿¡tc or recluce current or f'ufune revenråe coming to
the Cit3'? !f so, by trE-¡w' ¡nucle? {f so, ¡llcusc iclcnfify thc ss}urce.

'Ihere is no impact on current or luture revenue as a re sult of this legislation.

5) Expense : What are the costs to the City as a result of this legislation? What is the source
of funding for the expense? (Pleuse include costs in lhe current.fiscal year as well as' cr¡sts in

.future year, including Operations & Mainlenance (O&M) costs, if known, and eslimaÍes, if-nor
knc¡wn. If the crclion is related lo a granl or conlrüc[ please include the local contribution or
mcttch requirerl. I/'there is cr proiecl esÍimale, please idenlify lhe level af conJîdence.)

This is not a legislative action. There al'e no costs to the City associated with this Quasi-Judicial
land use review. The City resources nccessary to review the Comprehensive Plan Map
Amendment and Zoning Map Amendment are fully covered by the land use review fees paid by
the applicant.

6) Staffine llequircments:

This is not a legislative action, and so there are no stafÏng "requirements". No positions will be
created, elirninated or reclassified as a result of this quasi-judicial land use review.

Stafflresponsibilities involved in processing Land Use Reviews include: The assigned Planner(s)
liom IIDS/Land Use Services (LUS) Division, Records Management staff from LUS,
supervisory oversight, staff from PBOT, BES, BPS and potentially other city agencies who have
been involved in this land use review.

o Will any positions be created, eliminated or re-classified in the current year as a
rcsultofthislegislation? (lfnewpositionsarecreatedpleasei.ncludeu,hetherrheyv,ill
be parrlime,.full-time, limiled lerm, or permunent positions. I.f the position is limiÍed
Íerm please indicate the end of the rerm.)

No.
o Will positions be created or eliminated infuture yeürs as a result of this legislation?

No.

(Complete tltefollowing section only d an umenrlment to the budget is proposed")
None.

7) ÇhaUee- iq Apprqp-riatiqnp (Il the ûccompanyÌng ordinance amends lhe budget please reflect
the dollar amounl to be appropriated by fhis legislation. Include lhe appropriale cost elements
lhat ctre to be loaded by accounting. Indicate "new" in Fund Cenler column if new cenler needs
to be created. Use additional space i/ needed.)

Fund Fund
Cente r

Commitment
Ite¡n

Functional
Arca

Funded
Propram

Grant S¡ronsoretl
Program

Amounl
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8) Was public involvement included in the development of this Council item (e.g"
ordinance, resolution, or report)? Please check the appropriate box below:

X YES: Please proceecl to Question #9.

E INO: Please, explain why below; and proceed to Question #10.

9) trf "YES," ploase ¿rns\ryer the following questions:

a) What impacts are anticipatecl in the community from this proposed Council
item?
'fhe impacts fì'om this proposal are what the Comprehensive Plan Map and Zoning Map
Amendment will allow, as considered in this review. StafT ancl the l{earings Ol1ìcer have
analyzed the anticipatecl impacts. The Flearings Oflicer's recommendation speaks to
these under the applicable approval criteria. In summary, the I'learings Officer l'ound the
requested amendment was, on balance, eclually or more supportive of the relevant
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies than the existing designation on the site. The
I-Iearings Olficer f'ound the request will have no impacts to public services.

b) Which community and business groups, under-represcnted groups,
organizations, external government entities, and other intercsted parties were
involved in this effort, and when and how were they involved?

'fhe Zoning Cocle requires fòr a T'ype III Lancl Use Review that public notice be mailed to
property owners within 400 fèet of the subject site and that the site be posted for a
minimum of 30 days prior to the first hearing before the Hearings Oflicer. The notice
also goes to the neighborhood association and any city-recognized business associations.
Notice of the City Council hearing was also rnailed to all the individuals and
organizations described above. Hearings are also posted on the BDS website. There are
no other public involvement eff-orts on the part of city stafÏ.

c) I{ow did public involvement shape the outcome of this Council item? Interested
persons were encouraged to write and/or testify at the hrst public hearing conducted
befi¡re the Ilearings Oflicer. Public input is also welcome at the hearing beftrre City
Council.

d) Who designecl and implemetrted the public involvemcnt related to this Council
item? City Council adopted the procedures outlined in the Zoning Code. T'he Bureau of
Development Services implements these land use review procedures.

e) Prirnary contact for more inforrnation on this public involvement process (namc,
title, phone, email): Sylvia Cate, Senior Planner is the assignecl planner f'or this quasi-
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judicial land use review. Staff prepared the public notices used for mailing and posting.
Sylvia's phone is 503-823-7771, her e-mail address is: s)¡lvia.cate@portlandoregon.gov.
However, these procedural activities are not a public involvement plqsç!! per se.

10) Is any future public involvement anticipated or necessary for this Council item? Please
describe why or why not.
No. Once City Council conducts the hearing and makes their decision, the official maps will be
changed, if approved. If the City Council decision is appealed it will be heard by the State Land
Use Board of Appeals (LUBA). Public involvement is not a component of the review done by
the higher review bodies.

!

ii
Paul L.

.l

Scarlett, Director, Bureau of Development Services

APPROPRIATION LINIT HEAD (Typed name and signature)
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