City of Sherwood
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
85 No. Sherwood Blvd.

August 15, 1988
1:20 p.m.
AGENDA

Call to Order
Minutes of July 18, 1988
Status Report from Bilet Products

Approval request for a Preliminary Development Plan of Orland
Villa Planned Unit Development Phase 2

Discussion
a. A Citizen Involvement Plan for Periodic Review

b. Biennial review of the Washington County-Sherwood Urban
Planning Area Agreement
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CITY OF SHERWOOD CASE NO. ¥ f:_’if‘si:« -
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[ @ype_of Land Use Action Reguested

I __ Annexation — Conditional Use
e Plan Amendment . Minor Partition
. Variance — Subdivision
X_ Planned ''nit Navelopment — Reslian Review

— Other

Owner/Annlicant Information
NAME ADDRESS PHONE
Applicant: __David_Callahan 10804 N.E. Hyy, 99 Van. Wach, 20605745000
Ouner: David Callahan _UBA8A
Contac. Sor
Additcional Info:__Hap Arnold 2RA-ORGA _nr_ N6 s o
| NE=8T4a50
. |
Strect Location:__S.E. Orland and Orecon Street
Tax Lot No. _200_Sherwood 25 1 _32AA _Acoxeage__5.94
Xisting Stractures/Usa: '
Muisting Plan Designation: P.U.D.. Phase IT 30 Lot _Sub-divigion |
Proposed MAcocion !
15
5 se_30 Tmoroved lote faor _manufacturad homec
| ) A=A
*_AA Designation
“fOpCuPi No. of Phases (one yecar each)_ Phase II of TIr Phases
Standnrd to ke Varied and Mow Varled (Variance Only)
|
|
} Purpose and Description of Proposed Action: _To rencw city aperoval
l m(?r Phase II | ad villa which wa S AN L =S AIVRE I o X+ R
l L&meuv}de an agd1t1ﬁnn L_thirty SQ._AmQLQQLJ lote_ for manufactured

\

housing unit: wcommercial lot for tuture development.
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ORLAND VILLA IX
PUD

ATTACHMENT

A THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT IS IN SUBSTANTIAL CONFORMANCE WITH THE

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR THE CITY OF SHEXWOOD.

THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CALLS FOR THE PARCEL TO EE DESIGNATED MDRL S-&8
UNITS PER ACRI. THE FARCEL IS S.92 ACRES.

2.92 ACREZR (- 0.31 ACRES OF COMMERCIAL) = 4.69 ACRES OF RESIDENTIAL.,
4.69 ACRES TIMES & UNITS PER ACRE = 27.58 UNITS.
IO UNITS ACTUAL ON SITE.

zZ EXCEPTIONS FROM THE STANDARDS OF THE UNDEPRLYING DISTRICT ARE
WARBANTED BY THE DESIGN AND AMENITIES INQORPORATED IN THE DEVRLODMENT
DLAN AND PROGRAM.

THE PUD HAS THREFE AMENITIES-
L= LOT ZXZF HAS BEEN RREDUSED TO ACCOMNODATE REALTSTIC SIZING FOR
FREMANUFACTURED HOUSING.
2= A LARGE AMOQUNT OF O0EN SPACE IS IN UXISTANCE IN PHASE ONE.
3= THE PUD INCLUDES A 0.%1 ACRE WRIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL STTE.
THIS SITE WILL REDUOSD VEHICULAR TRAFFIC FOR TRHE OCCUPANTS 0OF THE
MUD SYITE.

2 THE FROPOSAL IS IN HARMONY WITH THE SURROUNDING AREA, AND IT
INCORPORATES UNIFIED ARCRITECTURAL TREATMENT.

THE PROPELTS 13 LOCATED EAST OF A DEVELOPED LDR AREA. THE COMP. PLAN
MAP INDICATES THE AREA TO THE NORTH a8 L1, TO THE EAST AS LDR aAND TO
THE S0UTH A3 MDRL. THE PRE-MANUFACTURED HOUSING SUBDIVISON FALLS
WITHIN THE MDRL ZONE WITHOUT CREATING MULTI-FAMTILY LIVING UNITS. THE
PORPOSED COMMANOTAL SITH wILL REATNILY SERVE A LARGE AREA OF HOUSING
WITHIN WALKING DISTANCE, THE OPIN SPACE PROVIDES ARCHITECTURAL AND
AESTHETIC VALUE TO THE DROPERTY. THE  MOMEOWNERS RESERVE THE RIGHT OF
REVIEW PRIGR TO PLACEMEDNT 0F ALL 1OMES.

4 THE SYSTEM OF OWHNERWHIP AND THE MEANS OF DEVELOPING, PRESERVING
AND MAINTAINING OPEN SPACES IS SUITARLE. ALL O%EN SPaCE TC BE HELD IN
COMMON OWHNERSHIP BY A HOMLOWNERS ACCOCIATION TO BN GOVERNID BY A
COVENANT OF PLAT RESTRICTIONS ESTARLISHED BY THR DEVELOPER.  THE
RESTRICTIONS WILL INCLUDE SUCH REQUIREMENTS A OPEN SPACE MAINTENANCE
RESPONSIBILITIES, HOUSING REVIEW, CARPORT DESTIGN REVIZW AND VARIOUS
OTHER ITEMS.

S THE APPROVAL WILL HAVYE A BEREFICIAL EFFECT ON THE AREA WHICH MAY
NOT BE ACHIEVED UNDER THE SROMARY PLANNING DESTGNATION FOR Tu% AREA.
THE PRIMARY DEVELOPHMENT UNDER THE CURKENT DLAN DESLGNATION JOULD
INDT™ATE 2ZERO LOT LINE (DUPLEX)Y OR MULTI-FAMTILY DEVELOPMENT. THE
PROPOSED PHASE II IS A MORE RCONOMTO AND PRACTICLY APPROACH IN THE



PAGE 2 ORLAND VILLA IT

CURRENT MARKET. IT ALSO OFFERS A SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE WHICH IS MUCH
MORE DESIRABLE TQ THE MAJORITY OF THE BUYING POPULATION.

6 THE PROPOSED STREETS AND IMPROVEMENTS CAN BE COMPLETED WITHIN ONE
YEAR OF THE DATE OF FINAL APPROVAL.

7 ADEQUATE PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE TO THE
CONSTRUCTION PROJECT.

12" WATER MAIN IN ORFGON STREET

10" SANITARY SEWER

STORM QUTFALL IS AVAILARLE.

8 GENERAL OBJECTIVES OF THE PUD DISTRICT-

A  THE INTERIOR WALKWAY SYSTEM IN THE OPEN SPACE WILL SEPAFRATE
PEDISTRIAN AND VEHICLE TRAFFIC.

I THE SMALL LOT SIZE WILL ALLOW SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTS IN A MED-
LOW DENISTY DESIGNATION AND STILL DROVIDE DENSITY WITH THE RANGE
ESTAPLYISHED FOR THE SITE.

C THE SHALL LOTS AND PRE-MANUFACTURED HOUSING FROVIDE ECONOMIC
SAVINGS TO BOTH THE DEVELOPER AND CONSUMERS LOOKING FOR LOW COST SINGLE
FAMILY HOUSIRNG.

I THE OPEN SPACE PROVIDES FOR A PLEASANT AND AAESTHITIC
ATMOSPHERE NORMALLY NOT FOUND IN SUBDIVISTION DEVELOPHENTS .

THE PEIGHBORAOQOD COMMERCIAL SITRE PROVIDES THE POSSIBILITY OF A
LACAL STORE THAT CITIZENS CAN WALK TO FROM THIS AND OTHER EXISTING AND
FUTURE DEVELOPMENTS.

SUMMARY

1 COMP. PLAN DENSITY REQUIREMENTS HAVE BEEN MET.
2 LCDC GOAL #10- LOY CONST HOUSING- MET.

3 LCDC GOAL #13- ENEKGY CONSERVATION MET.

¢ PUL CRITERIA FOR DEVIATION FROM UNDERLYING ZONING =-MET,



70: City of Sherwood DATE TYPED: Augpust 3,1988
Planming Cormmission

FRON: Carole W. Connell FILENQO: PUDags-1
Mowminier Divector
SUBJECT: Toguest for approval of a Preliminary Deve‘ommf“v‘ Plan for
AVilla PUD Phas,e 2, 2 manufactured home pl= ;
Gpoiont with a ne,,,}rhmrhood commercial site,

¥. PROPOSAL DAT
Applizeni: TvTv Deavid Callahan
Ca04 N.X. Hwy 99
V ancouver, Washington 98823

Owaer: snme as apove
Representative:  Mr. Hap Arnold

Location: Located at S.E. Orland and Oregon Streets and further
described as "i" x Lot 200, Map 2S-1-322A.

1. PBACKGROUND DATA

In 1881 Orland Villa Residential PUD was approved by the city. Phase 1
was built and is now ncarly completed. Phase 2 was presented as 2 vart of
the development to be built later. Since construction of Phase 2 did not
occur within one year of anproval, the owner musé re-submit to the city for
approvai. The '*:eropODai is a slightly revised version of the crng‘vn"‘ Phage 2.
'The commercial site is expected to be built later as a third phase.

ITY. SHERWOOD CODE PROVISIONS

A. Chapter 2 Section 2.103 Medium Density Residential MDRL
3. Chapter Z Section ©.202 Planned Unit Development PUD

A Chapter 2 Section 3. 200 Public Notice Requirements ;
D. Chapter 4 Section 4.100 Application Content
JOF Chanter 7 Subdivision and Land Partitions
. Sherweod Community Development Plan

3
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A. '?‘ha foowing Plan policies ave relevant to and sunnertive of the

1. New housing will be located so as 4o be compatible with
existing housing,
2. The O ity will encourape tie use of the nlanned unit

develospm areels of {ive acros or more in all resideniial Iand use
cata ;ﬂomc in order to allow flexibility and innovation in site deve’opmunt
and land use conipatibility.

<3 Mobile homea housing will commrise up to 25% of the total
dwelling units in the Planning Area.
4, The City wil! rednes nonging coatg ‘ny all ocatm;r land for

sroaller 1ot single family uses, ;. while ho*nn parks and subdivisions by
miniezing the cosis as somatM WL th ronmred nublic i VRO LS,
3 4 be of 2 desipn and quality compatible with the
naighhorhood in wm\,’q m is lncated,

Neighboriood scaie !"rc?"'ﬁ:ﬂq such ae retail convenience
ws and elementary schools will ba nrovided in or near

Draas,

resideniial
7. Encourage the use of the planned unit development technicue
for larger vesidential, commercial and industrial sites.

. ourape (e use of energy saving techrigues in the design of
“teg and structyires.

9. Require site maintenance agreemants for multi-family and
reanufactured housing, ceormmercial and industrial development,

B. In Octoher, 198‘ the city aporoved Orland Villa PUD, a 60 unit
development with a 1.1 acre nmghbor‘moc commercial site. Phase 1,
includiny 30 re:;»ment*a} sites, has been built and the znplicant is requesting
rencwal of that approval Gr P hase 2, including 30 residential sites and
Phase 3, the commercial site, If af'fm' one year construction of any phase of
the der"elop ment is not complete, the Cowmigasion 18 required to hold a
hearing to consider reaewal of the aporoval,

3

C. The proposed Phases 2 and 3 have been slightly modified from the
original approval. The some number of lots are proposcd but the
commercial site and the commen areas have bheen reduced in size. This is
because the present owners believe the original lots were too narrow and so
they have pronosed to increase them from 40 to 50 feet wide. The
cominercial site and the common area have been reduced to accomodate the
wider lots.  Also, G&'T drive was originally planned to extend through the
site, eventually to connect to Murdock. The proposed plan deletes that road
extensiorn.

D. The original plan proposed narrow, substandard lots as 2 means to
reduce costs. Today, manuvfacsured homes are wider and ]_a.rg(.«“ than in

A9



1987 and often cannot be sited on 40 foot wide lnts. The current owners
belinve the vroperty will be more 1uarlatable with 50 foot wide lots. Tn the

‘val plan all of the Phase 2 lots were substandard, The proposed plan

tes four of the thirty lois are substandard.

E. The suhject property i zoned Medium Density Recidential Low
MDRL. A rmznuvfaziured housing subdivicion s an outright permitted use
in the zone and the minimum lot size is 5000 square feet. All of the lots in
Phase 1 are under 5000 squ.are feet and four of the Jota i Phase 2 are under

the minimum,

I, The total parcel size is 10.92 ncres. Phase 2 is 4.69 acres, permitting
up to 40 lots, Phase 3, the commereial site, is .31 aeres. The common area

13 entirely within ihase 1.

G.  Building sethack standards and height ¥mitations of the MDRY zone
apply te building placemeni oo each parcel.

H.  The PUD process allaws creativity and flexibility in site design which
cannot L achieved througi strict acherasce to zoning and subdivision
standards. The PUD disirict is inte..ded to achieve the following objectives:

1. Encourage efficient use of land and resovrces that con result
in savings to the communiiy, consumers und developers.

2 Preserve valuable landscape, terrain and other environmental
amenities.

3. Provice diversified, and innovative living, working or shopping
environments that take into consideration coramunity needs and activity
patterns.

4, Achieve maximum energy efficiency in land uses.

The merits of Orland Villa 25 a PUD were reviewed and approved by
the city in 1981, including all phases.

1. Site topography slopes in a northeast direction towards Rock Creek.
There is a 50 foot drop from Lot 2 to Lot 20. Ynilsin the arca are Aloha Silt
Loam which are generally wet with 2 severe rating for excavations. Siting
of the manufactured homes will reguire winimal grade changes.

J. The site wis once used for farming and is now grass envered with no
significunt vegetation or natural features. The property is outside of the
Rock Creek {loodplain.

K. The siie is about 1/4 mile frem the Roy Strent nark, an undeveloped
neighborheod park.

L. Services in the area include a 12 inch water main in Oregon Strect
and a 10 inch sanitary sewer Iae in Oregon and Murdock. There are no
developed <rainage facilities in the arsa. The extensior of a 86 inch drain
in Oregon Suceet frorn Orland Street along (1o reninder of the oronerty




fronineoe on Oregon should be constructed in conjunction with development
of Phase 2.

M.  The arca is sorved by the Sharwood Police and Tualatin Fire District.
'The Five District was notified and have stated that fire fighting water
supply shall e provided whizh reguives that all buildings and
intersections be no further than 500 feet from a hydrant. The Sherwood
School Listrict was notified and rasponded with no eoncerns, Washington
County responded witis road imprevement requirements to the old
Mhrdock Rond, which abuts the sulysect nronarty.  That leiter is sttached
25 a part of this epnort.

N.  DPrivate utilities in the area include gas, telephone and power.

0. Primary access to the site is from QOregon Street, a collsctor street
which requires a &4 foot vight-of-way. The aporovriate right-of-way in
“hase 1 has been dedicated to the city and imnroved to city standards.
Apvroval of Phuze 2 will require dedication of 7 feot of right-of-way for the
remainder of the property's Cregon Street frontage. Since development of
the commercial site ig uncortain, rocused i L Street,
consistent with those already made, should occur concus rel

development of Phase 2.

P. Additiona! access will also become available from G&T Drive,
Construction of that portion of G&T Drive in Orland Villa is proposed to be
the same 50 foot width as is G&T Drive. The interior street, Orland Circle,
is proposed to be a substandard 40 foot width consistent with the original
plan and Orland Strect. The original plan proposed that G&T Drive be
extended through the property to eventnally connect to Murdock Road. The
proposed nlan has eliminated that connection.

Q. The Transportation Plan indicates a proposed collector lin¥ from
Qregon Street through Orland Villa to Murdock Road. That plan was not
implemented in the 1981 approval of Orland Villa. Further, in 1584 the city
realignod Mardock Road and created a new T intersection at the
nutersection of Oregon Street. Those decisions hove caused the proposed
transpertation plan in this area, which would have evertually closed the
section of Oregon Street fromy Crland Villa o0 Murdock Yoad, to be no longer
feasible,.

R. The original Murdock Road, which abuts the subject property, has
been replaced by the 1584 improvement. However, the right-of-way is still
uader the county's jurisdiction. TTnless the road is vaciied, the couanty
requires improvements as specified in their letter dated Augrust 2, 1988,
The city and the connty believe the road should be vacated.

S. Surrounding zoning includes Light Industrial to the north across
Oregon Sireet; Low Lensity Residential to the south and wess and Medinm,

Density Residential Low to the cast. Land is undeveloped on three sides and



on the fourth side is Orland Villa Phase 1. The proposed use is compatible
with existing and proposed uses in the area assuming reasonahle
measures are taken to screen the development and vreserve privacy within
the development. The Yhace 2 area is openly exposed to Murdock Road.

1 The original common area has been reduced where the pathway
connects to Pliase 2 in ovder to retain the same number of lots and make
then: wider. The elimination of this connection inhibits 2ccess into the
common area from ¥ins: 2. Since the common area is the primary
amezity in the development, that access should be restored. The eight, foot
bike path constructed in Phase 1 should be exterded as a part of this
proposal. Three foot wide sidewalks should be provided on one side of
Orland Circle and sidewalks on the portion of C&T Drive should be to city
standard.

U. A ten foot wide huffer strip is proposed along the south vroperty line,
consistent with the original plan. The landscaping details shall be
indicated in the Final Developrent Plan. Extension of the required ten foot
visual corridor alony Oregon Street should be completed as a2 part of this
proposal,

V. Al open space is to continue to he held in common ownership by 2
Homeowners Association to be governed by CC&R's established by the
developer,

W.  The development shall comply with a'l reouirements of the
Subdivision: and Zoning Ordinances except as provided below:

1. Four (4) of the thiiiy (30) lots in Phase 2 are less than 5000
squars feet in size.

2. Osland Circle is to be built forty (40) fzet wice and main fained
as a private street rathes than foriy-eight (483) feet v ide and dedieated to the
city.

3. Building sethacks for each unit shall comply with the zone
MDRL standards except for the twenty (20) foot rear setbark which 18 t0 be
reduced to ten (30) fuet.

X. The city finds the following in response +0 the PUD review criferia:
*. > =

1. The proposed development is in suhstantial conformance with
the Comprehensive Plan, F'his conclusion was reachad in the original 1981

N )

aporoval. Further, the developmont will not exceer the residentiul
inveniory limitation of 25% alloted to manuvfarctured housing. Including
Quantum Meadows and the Driftwood Park ex pansion (but not inciuding
the expired Saxony Hills) the invento ry of manufactuced homes in
Sherwood will be 19.4% if this proposal is approved and recorded.

2 The exceptions to the underlying zoning standards are
warranted in order to reduce the cost of housing and compiete the
developmert if the improvements specified in the conditions are required.

3. The proposal is consistent with the established patiern of
development in Phase 1 and will erente a unified ne ghborhood. Since thig



is the only manufactured home development in this sector of the city,
compatibility with surrounding properties will be enhanced by the specific
landscaping rrquirements proposed.

4, The syster of ownership and maintenance will continue in the
same manner as providad for in Phage 1 and should be adequate. Pronosed
changes to the current CC&R's should he provided with the final plan.

5. The corapleted project will have a heneficial effect on the
community ae it becomes an established moderate income neighborhood
with privacy, a usahle common area, adequato serecning from adjoining
properties and a workable system of ownership and maintenance.

6. The anplicant proposes to coroplete Phase 2 in one year. Phase
2 will be reviewed by the city at o ater date.

7. Adequate public facilities are available and shall be improved
as required by the city.

8. As concluded in 1981, the general objectives of the PUD concept
have been met with the added conditions proposed by this report.

V. RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends thot thie shove findings of faet be adopted and that the

application for a Praliminary Development Plan for Orland Villa PHD
Yhase 2 be approved subject to the followi: 1y conditions:

1. The owner shall dedicate to the city seven (7) foot of road right-
of-way to Oregon Strect for the remuinder of the site's Oregon Street
frontage. Consistent with the Phase 1 improvement, the street shall be
paved the full depth of widening, an overliy provided to the centerline and
the sidewalk and bike nath extended to the property's eastern edge on
Oregon Street.

P The existing 36 inch storm drain shall be extended the length
of the Oregon Street, frontage.

3. The ten (19) foot wide landscape corridor shall he extended
along the Oregon Strect frontage and planied with materials similar in
type and size with the existing corridor improvemonts.

4, A ten (10) foot wide landscape sereen shall he provided along
h |

the property's southern perimeter, ths details of which sha'l ho nresented
perty's so ] ]
as a pu. ., of the final plan.,

E. The pathway connection from the center of Phase © to the
commion area shall be restored and prosented as a part of the final nlan.

a. Cidewalks (3 feet wide) within Phase 2 shall he provided on one
side of Orland Circle at the time of individual home placement. Sidewalks
on C&T drive to the pronosed eul-de-sae sha!l ho provided in accordance
with city sidewalk standards.



7. Street lights shall be installed consistent with the type located
in Phase 1.

8. A petition to vacate Murdock Road shall be submitted and
approved by the county prior to installation of any manufactured homes.

9. The proposed Codes, Covenenants and Restrictions (CC&R's)
for property ownership and maintenance shall be submitted with the final
development plan.

10. A street tree plan shall be submitted with the final
development plan.

11.  All improvements shall be installed prior to issuance of a
manufactured home placement permit, unless the improvements are
secured by a performance bond or other acceptable security.

PUD8E-1
cwe



AUG 15 1988

August 10, 1988

Sherwood City Council
20 ML W. FPark Averue
Sherwocod, 0OR 37140

Dear Council Members,

Although I am urnable to attend the hearing on August 135,
1988 regarding the Orland Villa Fhase 11, I would like te have my
concernse be heard.

I live at 30 Ray Street. My property Joins the tern foot
comman area o the west side of rlanmd VYilla Flhase 1.

Originally 1 favered this develapment. The plan seemed like
an asset to this community. However, the plan differs from
reality. The ten foobt commorn area betweern Orland Villa Fhase 1
and the homee on the east side of Roy Street was to be
"beautifully landscaped". Instead, Mr. Cardinal planted a row of
red leaf lauwrel-type shrub right i the midst of tall weeds. The
tractor used to mow the empty lote carnmot get close to these
shyrubs (the few that are still there), so those of us whose
properties meset this common area are forced to maintainm this
additicnal tern feet with cuwr cwn mowers, or let the urnsightly
mess continue to grow. Recently, this ten foot commorn area has
turned imto an "RV parking lot" with a few travel trailers parked
there.

I have no objection to the rew owner of this property
developing Phase II. I simply am suggesting cleaning up and
landecaping the common area of Phase I before exparnding.

Tharnk you for you time and comsideraticn inm this matter.

Sircerely,

Aans /77&&%&/

Diarne McDuffee
30 Roy Street
Sherwood, DR 97140



AUG 3 1998
WASHINGTON
COUNTY,
OREGON

August 2, 1988

Carol Connell, Planning Director
City of Sherwood

90 NW Park Avenue

Sherwood, Oregon 97140

RE:  ORLAND VILLA #2, PUD 88-1
SW MURDOCK ROAD

SW Murdock Road is a County urban major collector. The following requirements
are applicable to this request based upon County standards:

il Dedicate additional right-of-way to provide 33 feet from centerline of
SW Murdock Road frontage, including adequate corner radius. The
dedication deed shall be prepared by the County Survey Division.

2. Sign a waiver not to remonstrate against the formation of a Local
Improvement District or other mechanism to naintain and improve SW
Murdock Road between Tualatin-Sherwcod Road and the south Washington
County border to County standard. The waiver form shall be prepared by
the County Survey Division.

3. Establish a one foot, non-access reserve strip on SW Murdock Road
frontage. The document establishing the non-access strip shall be
prepared by the County Survey Division.

4, Submit plans, obtain Engineering Division approval, provide financial
assurance, and obtain a facility permit for the following public
improvements:

1. Sidewalk to County standard along SW Murdock Road frontage (CNC
502-8),

2.  MAdequate roadway drainage on SW Murdock Road frontage.

If you have any questions about these requirements, please call me or Scott
King at 648-87¢1.

q 4 .
;1911/$~—w-x,/'yzafZ/C&i,/
Joanne Rice

Associate Planner

carconjr/ja

Department of Land Use And Transporiation, Land Develonment Servicns Nivision
150 North First Avenue Hillsi oo, Oregon 97124 Phone:503 / 64R-8761



MEMORANDUM

Date: July 26, 1988

To: Sherwood City Council
Planning Commission

From: Carole W. Connell, Planning Director
Subject: Periodic Review Notice

The following is a summary of the 24 page comprehensive plan
periocdic reviecw notice received from the Department of Land
Conservation and Development. The City requested early notice so
that we could begin working on the economic development and
transportation elements in advance. The submittal due date is
still October 31, 1989,

The City of Sherwood has a DLCD approved citizen involvement
program which is to serve as the method for obtaining citizen
input and feedback during periodic review. If the City finds the
program inadeqguate, any amendment to the citizen ianvolvement
program must be processed before periodic review begins. Dlease
roview the attached citizen involvement program for discussion in
Avgust.

There arc four periodic review factors in the following
summary that must be considered by Sherwood. If the factors
apply, the City must bring the ploan and land use regulations into
campliance.

Factor 1

n Circumstances

The City should evaluate whether or not the advancements
in planning and approving the Western Bypass are major
cvents which impact the City's comprehensive plan and
ordinances. Consider this question in two parts:

Bypass segment from Hwy 99W to I-5
Scgment from Hwy 99W to Hwy 26.

'
[
——

s

B. Cumulative effects resulting from plan amendments

Although DLCD has discovered no significant cumulative
effects from amendments and implementation actions, the
annexations, changes to the UGB, plan, zoning and text
amendments since 1981 have changed our land use



inventory data. Staff believes it is important to
identify all changes, update the inventory and determine
whether or not there have been significant cumulative
effectsz,

Unfulfilled Plan Policies

DLCD has determined that the City neceds to carry out the
following policies of the City's plan or explain why the
policies have not been carricd out:

1. Growth Management Policy (p. III-6, Comprehensive

Plan

Policy 1 - The City will periodically review and
propose to the Metropolitan Service District {MSD)
appropriate revisions to the UGCP in conformance w.ith
applicable MSD policies and procedures and the need
to accomodatc urban growth to the year 2000.

Policy 4 - The City will periodically review and
propose to Washington County appropriate revisions
to the Immediate Crowth Boundary (ICRE) in

conformance with County policies and procedures and
consistent with the need to accomodate urban growth
to the year 1985.

DLCD has determined that the following inventory
intormation needs to be reviewed and incorporated into
comprehcnolve plan and land use regulations as
appropriate and when applicable to the jurisdiction.

1. ODbOoT: Highway inventory updates from Highway
Transportation PPlan, Highway Prescrvation Study and
Six-Year Highway Improvement Program.

~d

. DEQ: REiennial Water Quality Assessment Reports: 19e
Major Water Table Aquifers with Sensitive Arcas Map;
Hazardous and Solid Waste Report.

w

. Economic Developmcent Department: State and National
rend information to assist in compliance with ORS
197.712.

4. PSU: Annual population estimates.

New or Revised Statutes

Local periodic review findings must address new statutes
adopted since initial acknowledgement and explain how the
pPlan and land use regulations continue to meet the
statutory reguirements. The following is a list of
amended statutes:

ro



FACTOR

A

a
PP CWOO S W)

[ Ry Y

[£5]

Correction Facilities

Nondiscrimination

Needed Housing

Mobile Home Park Definition

Mobile Home Parks

Goal Exceptions

Lands Available for Urban Development

Wetland Definition

Application Fees, Consolidated Procedures, etc.
Local Appeal Procedures

Public Use Airports

Final Action on Permit or Zone Change Applications
within 120 days.

Review of Action on Permit Application
Regional Economic Devoelopment Act

Family Day Care Providers

Residential Homes

Residential Care Facilities

Mobile Home Definitions

Other Issues

1.

[y

"
3

New or Amended Goals or Rules

Any person may raise other issues or objections
involving the "substantial change in circumstances"
factor.

National Flood Insurance Program requirements.

9]

A

fo¥

opted ince

[en

i
1

Acknowledgement

The

following new or amended goals and administrative

rules were adopted after the City of Sherwood's
acknowledgement :

il

]
Low

[5;]

Goal 2 - Land Use Planning Rules (Exceptions)

Coal 5 - Open Spaces/National Resources (Inventory
and ESEE requirements)

Goal 2 - Commercial and Economic Development Rule

Coal 10 - Housing Rules and Metropolitan Housing Rule
(Inventory and standards)

CGoal 11- Public Facilities Rule (Requires Public
Facilities Plan if over 2,500 population)

New or Amended State Agency Plans or Programs

W



Several state agencies have adopted mandated programs
related to land use since plan acknowledgement, as listed

below:

1. DEQ (alir, water, solid waste and noise regulations)

25 ODOT: (airport and hichway program updates and parks
inventory)

FACTOR FOUR

A. Additional Planning Tasks Reguired at the Time of

Acknowledgement or Agreed to in Receipt of State Grant
Funds

DLCD states that this factor does not apply to Sherwood.
NONMANDATORY PROGRAMS

DLCD strongly recommends consideration of the following
agency programs

1. ODOE: update energy conservation element.
2. DEQ: recommends additional pollution controls.
3. 0DOT: -~ Land use regulations arcund airports.

- Protection of mineral and aggregate sites.

- Access management and agency coordination.

- Recognize need for bikeways, footpaths and
public transit.

- Permit parks as outright use.

4. Dept. of Water Resources: Update water resource
information, hydroelectric rules, develop water
conscrvation plan, and project water demand and
supplies

5. Dept. of Human Resources: Identify health hazard
areas

6. DLCD: Evaluate plan policies

Please refer to the complete notice for details and an
explanation of each of the above requirements.



II.

CITIZEN PARTICIPATION AND THE PLANNING PROCESS

The City of Sherwood is committed to maintaining a creative

and responsiv
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n which was designated by the City Council as
ttee for Citizen Tnvolwvement (CCI). LCDC
Shexrwood's CIP ond designated the Planning

n as the CCI in TPebruary of 1976. A revised OTD
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vod Ciltizen Planning Advisory Committee (SCPAC)
Lsion for the activation of six subcomnittees on
ded basis (see Hxhibit IT-1). By laws for SCPAC
ted in December 1978. (See Exhilbit II-2).
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A CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM

Vi

" City of Sherwood

i

by

i

ik COATS: To insure the opportunity for citizens to be involved in
5 all phases of the development and implementation of

X Shexrwood's Comprehensive Plan.

i To provide information that enable citizens to identify
o the issues and suggest alternative approaches to solving
i) identified needs and problems.

v

ﬁ To provide a local citizen participation structure which
v may be used by federal agencies, LCDC, MSD and other agencies
i involved in the Sherwood urban area.

';'fn;x

) . . i o

L To assure effective two way communication between citizens
el and elected officials on planning rclated matters.

RELATION TO_THE PLANNING PROCESS:
The citizen involvement program is related directly to the
forms and bhasis of the Sherwood planning process. Citizens
are to be invelved in the six stages of the planning
pProcess namely,

1. Dath Collection:; determining the way things are.

2. PElan Preparsticn: determining needs, goals, policies,
and alternative approaches.

2 3. Plan Adopftion: final review and approval of the plan.

“ 4. Iwplementation: determining the legislation and Prograuns

{ ted Lo carry out the plan.

i 5. Nvaluation: periodical review of the plan.

i 6. Revision: making changes in the plan in response to new

[ S e

§ conditions or information.

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE (See attached chart) .

§ Citizen Planning Commnittee The Sherwood Citizen Planning ang
Advisory Committec (SCPAC) shall be open to all.

ot

4 The main functions of SCPAC are to:

il L. Provide information to Sub-Committees

!} 2. Assess and reconcile Subcommittee reports
! 3

Recommend plan policy to the Planning Commission and

City Council.
4.  Moake recommendations on all on-geoing rlanning related

activities,



Exhibit II-1(cont.)
SHERWOOD CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT STRUCTURE

rm.;;;YL'- T -__] CiTY 1. Reviews Recommendad Plan Elezents
ADMINISTRATOR l | counciL i. R?COTCL[ES and a§?pt> plan elaments
SR : » Adopts Comprehensiive Plan.
T — —
i - — N PLANNING 1. Reviews SCPAC Reports and Recommandations
—_——— — ot COMMISSLON 2. Adopts Recommended Plan Elemeats
l. Prepares Plad Elements i 3. Directs Citizea Iav. Progran
2. Collect, analyze, preseat
in formation .
3. Lliaison to LCDC, MSD staff
'\
SN H s e
Yy A S
___jtli:lyﬂﬁixgz' 1. Recommend Plan Policy to the Planning
P o Commission
2. Provide informa:ica to subcormittess
3. Assess & reconcile subcormitiee reporis
4., Make recommendations on the on going
planning r=lated activities
EXECUTIVE CCMMITTEE
l. Coordinate the subcormittees
2. Ke2p an ageada going \
3. Act as a liaison \
N
N— e
SUB-COM{ITTEES 1. DMake recommeadstions to SCPAC on
T e = respective plancing matters

I1I-3



Exhibit II-l(cont.)

Organization The Sherwood Citizens Planning and Advisory Committee
(SCPAC) shall elect a chairman and adopt by-~laws.

!
Subcommittees From SCPAC subcommittees shall be appointed upon &
necd. Mive standing committees shall be delegated to address the
Plan elcments and the zoning ordinance. ‘They are: X
1. Envivonmental Xescurces .
2. Land Use '
3. Transportation/Community Facilities and Services ?
4. Crowth Management &

5. Zoning Ordinance Revision
Neighborhood Communication Committee. One or more starding com- j
mitteces shall be delegated to aid input to and from the neighborhoods. ’

s

The main functions of the subconmittees shall be to: E
1. Determine needs and sul issues -

2. Make recommendations to SCPAC on respective planning )
matters. §
3. Recommend Plan eclements and revisions. .
Fxecutive Committeo The SCPAC cfficers and one member at large %
Lrom SCPAC shall comprise the executive committeeo. h
The mr in functions of the executive committee are to: ?
1. Co-orxdinate the subcoumittees -
2. Organizec and kXeep an agenda going.
3. Liaison between SCPAC, the Planning staff, Planning
Commission and City Council.
Plannina Commission The main functions of the Commission are to: 5
1. Dircct the Citizen Involvement Program
2. DEvaluate SCPAZ reports and recommendations
3. Consider and recommend Plan policy E
4. Mssess informacion needs and direct staff support.

City Council The main function of the Council shall be to:

1. Review Planning Commiszsion and SCPAC recommendations.

2. Adopt plan elements

3. Reconcile plan elements and adopt the Comprehensive
Plan.

INVOLVEMENT OF PUBLIC AT LARGE :
The Planning Commission shall assure that the public

at Jlarge is informed of major activities in the planning i
Process and given opportunity for direct involvement. g
p
4
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Exhibit II-1(cont.)

Public Hearings: Public Hearings shall be held by the Planning
Commission and City Council on major proposed plan clements,
implementation pProposals, plan evaluations and broposed plan revi-
sions. Hearings shall be held according to procedures set forth
in the Sherwood Z2oning Ordinance.

Workshops Public Workshops on matters relating to the Sherwood
Comprehensive Plan shall e held at the descretion of the Planning
Commission on recommendation of the Citizens Committee, staff or
City Council. The Purpose of the workshop shall be to give in
depth consideration of a Planning issue which involves more than
one citizen committee work area and has special information
reguirements,

Speakers Nureau City staff, appointed and elected officials shall
be available as appropriate, to inform local organizations on
matters related to the pPlanning process.

Mass Media The Planning Commission will assure proper press cover-
age of meeting and agenda information by local and regional news-
Papers and organizational newsletters and by dircct mailings and/
or other means.



Date

To
From

Subject

150 North First Avenue

WASHINGTON

M5~ COUNTY,
Nitn? OREGON

i

July 15, 1988

City Planning Directors

Brent Curtis, Planning Manageré%kf/

ORDINANCE NOS. 332 AND 333

Pursuant to the coordination requirements of the Urban Planning
Araa Agreement, the following items are enclosed for your in-

formation/review:

1. Copies of land use Ordinances 332 and 333 filed with the

County Recording Section on June 17, 1988;

2. Attachments to Ordinance 332:

Exhibit "A" - Amendments to the Comprehensive Framework

T . | |, SO
(/ Exhibit "B" - Urban Planning Area Agreement. The only
changes that have been made at this time
are to the dates referenced in the documents
and to the maps that are nart of the agreements.
Exhibit "C" - Public Hearing draft of the new Transportation
Plan

(o8]

Attachments to Ordinance 333:

Exhibit "A" - Amendments to the Rural/Natural Resource Plan.

Exhibits "C" and "D"- Amendments to the Exception Statement
Document of the Rural/Natural Resource Plan.

4. Notice of public hearing mailed to property owners.

If you have any questions or comments regarding the Transportation Plan,
please call Mark Brown. If you have questions or comments about the
The phone number is 640-3519,

other exhibits, please call Kevin Martin.

BC:KJIM:mb

Enclosures

Depaitnent of Land Use And Transportation, Planning Division
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124

Phone:503 / 648-8761
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WASHINGTON COUNTY - SHERWOOD
URBAN PLANNING AREA AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT is entered into this day of , 19

by WASHINGTON COUNTY, a politice! subdivision of the State of Oregon,
hereinafter referred to as the "COUNTY," and the CITY OF SHERWOOD, an incorpor-
ated municipality of the State of Oregon, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY."

WHEREAS, ORS 190.010 provides that units of local governments may enter into
agreements for the performance of any or all functions and activities that a
party to the agreement, its officers or agents, have authority to perform; and

WHEREAS, Statewide Planning Goal #2 (Land Use Planning) requires that City,
County, State and Federal agency and special district plans and actions shall be
consistent with “he comprehensive plans of the cities and counties and regional
plans adopted under QRS Chapter 197; and

WHEREAS, the QOregon Land Conservation and Development Commission requires each
Jurisdiction requesting acknowladgement of compliance to submit an agreement
setting forth the means by which comnprehensive planning coordination within the
Regional Urban Growth Boundary will be implemented; and

WHEREAS, the COUNTY and the CITY, to ensure coordinated and consistent compre-
hensive plans, consider it mutually advantageous to establish:

1. A site-specific Urban Planning Area within the Regional Urban Growth
Boundary within which both the COUNTY and the CITY maintain an interest
in comprehensive planning;

2. A process for coordinating comprehensive planning and development in
the Urban Planning Arei;

3. Policies regarding comprehensive planning and development in the Urban
Planning Area: and

4. A process to amend the Urban Planning Agreement.

NOW THEREFORE, THE COUNTY AND THE CITY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

[. Location of the Urban Planning Area

The Urban Planning Area mutually defined by the COUNTY and the CITY
includes the area designated on Exhibit "A" to this agqreement.
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II. Coordination of Comprehensive Planning and Development

A.  Amendments to or Adoption of a Comprehensive Plan or Implementing
Regulation

1.

Definitions

Comprehensive P'an means a generalized, coordinated land use map
and policy statement of the governing body of a local government
that interreiates all functional and natural systems and activi-
ties relating to the use of lands, including, but not limited to,
sewer and water systems, transportation systems, educational
facilities, recreational facilities, and natural resources and
air and water quality management programs. “Comprehensive Plan"
amendments do not include small tract comprehensive plan map
changes.

Implementing Requlation means any local government zoning ordi-
nance, land division ordinance adopted under ORS 92.044 or 92.046
or similar general ordinance establishing standards for imple-
Menting a comprehensive plan. "Implementing regulation” does not
include small tract zoning map amendments, conditional use per-
Mits, individual subdivision, partitioning or planned unit deve-
topment approval or denials, annexations, varjances, building
permits and similar administrative-type decisions.

The COUNTY shall provide the CITY with the appropriate oppor-
tunity to participate, review and comment on preposed amendments
to or adoption of the COUNTY comprehensive plan or implementing
requlations. The CITY shall provide the COUNTY with che
appropriate opportunity to participate, review and comment on
proposed amendments to or adoption of the CITY comprehensive
plan or impiementing regulations. The following procedures shall
be followed by the COUNTY and the CITY to notify and involve one
another in the process to amend or adopt a comprehensive plan or
implementing regulation:

a. The CITY or the COUNTY, whichever has jurisdiction over the
proposal, hereinafter the originating agency, shall notify
the other agency, hereinafter the responding agency, of the
proposed action at the time such planning efforts are ini-
tiated, but in no case less than 45 days prior to the final
hearing on adoption. The specific method and level of
involvemant shall be finalized by "Memorandums of Under-
standing" negotiated and signed by the planning directors of
the CITY and the COUNTY. The "Memorandums of Understanding"
shall clearly outline the process by which the responding
adgency shall participate in the adoption process. If, at
the time of being notified of a proposed action, the
responding agency determines it does not need to participate
in the adoption process, it may waive the requirement to
negotiate and c<ign a "Memorandum of Understanding."”
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b. The originating agency shall transmit draft recommendations
on any proposed actions to the responding agency for its
review and comment before finalizing. Unless otherwise
agreed to in a "Memorandum of Understanding," the responding
agency shall have ten (10) days after receipt of a draft to
submit comments orally or in writing. Lack of response
shall be considered "no objection" to the draft.

c. The originating agency shall respond to the comments made by
the responding agency either by a) revising the final recom-
mendaticns, or b) by letter to the responding agency
explaining why the comments cannot be uddressed in the final
draft.

d. Commen*ts from tie responding agency shall be given con-
sideration as a part of the public record on the propo<ed
action. If after such consideration, the originating agency
acts contrary to the position of the responding agency, the
responding agency may seek appeal of the action through the
appropriate appeals hody and procecures,

e. Unon final adoption of the proposed action by the origi-
nating agency, it shall transmit the adopting ordinance to
the responding acency as soon as publicly available, or if
not adopted by ordinance, whatever other written documen-
tation is available to properly inform the responding agency
of the final actions taken.

opment Actions Requiring Individual Notice to Property Owners

Development Action Requiring Notice means an action by a local
‘Jovernment which requires notifying by mail the owners of pro-
perty which could potentially be aifected (usually specified as a
discance measured in feet) by a proposed development action which
directly affects and is applied to a specific parcel or parcels.
Such development actions may include, but not be Timited to small
tract zoning or comprehensive plan map amendments, conditional or
special use permits, individual subdivisions, partitionings or
planned unit developments, variances, and other similar actions
requiring a hearings process which is quasi-judicial in nature.

The COUNTY will provide the CITY with the opportunity to review
and comment on proposed development actions requiring notice
within the designated Urban Planning Area. The CITY will provide
the COUNTY with the opportunity to review and comment on proposed
developinent actions requiring notice within the CITY Timits that
may have an :ffect on unincorporated portions of the designated
Urban Planning Area.
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3.  The following procedures shall be followed by the COUNTY and the
CITY to notify one another of proposed development actions:

al

The CITY or the COUNTY, whichever has jurisdiction over the
proposal, hereinafter the originating agency, shall send by
first class mail a copy of the public hearing notice which
identifies the proposed development action to the other
agency, hereinafter the responding agency, at the earliest
opportunity, but no less than ten (10) days prior to the
date of the scheduled public hearing. The failure of the
responding agency to receive a notice shall not invalidate
ait action if a guod faitnh attempt was made by the
originating agency to notify the responding agency.

The agency receiving the notice may respond at its discre-
tion. Comments may be submitted in written form or an oral
response may be made at the public hearing. Lack of written
o oral response shall be considered "no objection" to the
proposal.

If received in a timely manner, the originating agency shall
include or attach the comments to the written staff report
and respond to any concerns addressed by the responding
agency in such report or orally at the hearing.

Comments from the responding agency shall be given con-
sideration as a part of the public record on the proposed
action. If, after such consideration, the originating
agency acts contrary to the position of the responding
agency, the responding agency may seek appeal of the action
through the appropriate appeals body and procedures.

C. Additional Coordination Requirements

1.

The CITY and the COUNTY shall do the following to notify one
another of proposed actions which may affect the community, but
are not subject to the notification and participation require-
ments contained in subsections A and B above.

a.

The CITY or the COUNTY, whichever has jurisdiction over the
proposed actions, hereinafter the originating agency, shall
send by first class mail a copy of all public hearing agen-
das which contain the proposed actions to the other agency,
hereinafter the responding agency, at the earliest oppor-
tunity, but no less than three (3) days prior to the date of
the scheduled public hearing. The failure of the responding
agency to receive an agenda shall not invalidate an action
if a good faith attempt was made by the originating agency
to notify the responding agency.
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b.  The agency receiving the public hearing agenda may respond
at its discretion. Comments may be submitted in written
form or an oral response may be made at the public hearing.
Lack of written or oral response shall be considered "no
objection" to the proposal.

c. Comments from the responding agency shall be given con-
sideration as a part of the public record on the proposed
action. If, after such consideration, the originating
agency acts contrary to the position of the responding
agency, the responding agency may seek appeal of the action
through the appropriate appeals hody and procedures.

[IT. Comprehensive Planning and Development Policies

A. Definition

Urban Planning Area means the incorporated area and certain unincor-
porated areas contiguous to the incorporated area for which the CITY
conducts comprenensive planning and seeks to regulate development
activities to the greatest extent possible. The CITY Urban Planning
Area is designated on Exhibit "A".

B. The CITY shall be responsible for comprehensive planning within the
Urban Planning Area.

C. The CITY shall be responsible for the preparation, adoption and
amendment of the public facility plan required by OAR 660-11 within
the Urban Planning Area.

D. As required by OAR 660-11-010, the CITY is identified as the appro-
priate provider of local water, sanitary sewer, storm sewer and trans-
portation facilities within the urban planning area. Exceptions
include facilities nrovided by other service providers subject to the
terms of any intergovernmental agreement the CITY may have with other
service providers; facilities under the jurisdiction of other service
providers not covered by an intergovernmental agreement; and future
facilities that are more appropriately provided by an agency other
than the CITY.

E. The COUNTY shall not approve land divisions within the unincorporated
portions of the Urban Planning Area which would create lots less than
10 acres in size.
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Fo  The COUNTY shall not approve a development proposal in the Urban
Planning Area if the proposal would not provide for, nor be
conditioned to provide for, an enforceable plan for redevelopment to
urban densities consistent with the CITY's Comprehensive Plan in the
future upon annexation to the CITY as indicated by the CITY
Comprehensive Plan.

G. The COUNTY will not oppose any annexation of land to the City of
Sherwood within the CITY's Urban Planning Area.

IV. Amendments to the Urban Planning Area Aqgreement

A. The following procedures shall be followed by the CITY and the COUNTY
to amend the language of this agreement or the Urban Planning Area
Boundary:

L. The CITY or COUNTY, whichever jurisdiction originates the propo-
sal, shall submit a formal request for amendment to the
responding agency.

2. The formal request shall contain the following:
a. A statement describing the amendment.

b. A statement of findings indicating why the proposed amend-
ment is necessary.

C. If the request is to amend the planning area boundary, a map
which clearly indicates the proposed change and surrounding
area.

3. Upon receipt of a request for amendmnent from the originating
agency, the responding agency shall schedule a review of the
request before the appropriate reviewing hody, with said review
to be held within 45 days o the date the request is received.

4. The CITY and the COUNTY shall make good faith efforts to resolve
requests to amend this agreement. Upon completion of the review,
the reviewing body may approve the request, deny the request, or
make a determination that the proposed amendment warrants addi-
tional review. If it is determined that additional review is
necessary, the following procedures shall be followed by the CITY
and COUNTY:

a. If inconsistencies noted by both parties cannot be resolved
in the review process as outlined in Section III (3), the
CITY and the COUNTY may agree to initiate a joint study.
Such a study shall commence within 30 days of the date it is
determmined that a proposed amendment creates an incon-
sistency, and shall be completed within 90 days of said
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date. Methodologies and procedures reghlating the conduct
of the joint study shall be mutually agreed upon by the CITY
and the COUNTY prior to commencing the study.

b. Upon completion of the joint study, the study and the recom-
mendations drawn from it shall be included within the record
of the review. The agency considering the proposed amend-
ment shall give careful consideration to the study prior to
making a final decision.

B. The parties will jointly review this Agreement every two (2) years to
evaluate the effectiveness of the processes set forth herein and to
make any necessary amendments. The review process shall commence two
(2) years from the date of execution and shall be completed within 60
days. Both parties shall make a good faith effort to resolve any
inconsistencies that may have developed since the previous review.

[f, after completion of the 60 day review period inconsistencies still
remain, either party may terminate this Agreement.

V. This Urban Planning Area Agreement repeals and replaces the Urban Planning
Area Agreement dated September 9, 1986.

This Agreement commences on , 19 .

IN WITNESS WHEREQF the parties have executed this Urban Planning Area Agreement,
on the date set opposite their signatures.

CITY OF SHERWOOD

By Date
Mayor

WASHINGTON COUNTY

By ' Date
Chairman, Board of County Commissioners

Date

Recording Secretary
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90 MW Park Stroet
Sherwood, Orepon 97140
625-5522 £25-5523

Mr. & Mrs. Hosler
Tualatin Vallev Nurserics
22822 SW racific Hwy .
sherwood, oR 97140

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hosler:

The City of Sherwood wants to fnlfill » dream. The dream is
to plant street treoes in the 0ld Town Commercial area. The 0Qld
Town Revitalization £lon (1983) identifies this as an  important
improvement project, scheduled to he completvod by 1985, Three
years later the dream is still unfulfilled.

As you know, the effect of trees in the concrete covered 014
Town would have a tremendous impact, one that will inspire other
improvements. We want to find a4 way to make it happen.

As Planning Director of Sherwood and o strong advocate of
landscaping and community aesthetics, I am rzquesting  your
involvement in realizing the dream nf a tiee canonied downtown.
In cooperation with the other nurseries in Sherwood, the City is
asking you to consider donating the trees.

In return, the City will identify the tree locations, cut
the cement, prepare the planting area and Plant the <“rees. We
.will then ask the merchants to maintain them.

We sincerely hope vou will consider thic request and help us
improve the image and appearance of Sherwood, I would appreciate
Yyour response soon so that the coming ftrec planting season can be
utilized,.

I can be reached on Monday, Tuesdav, and Wednesday at City
Hall, 625-5522, I look forward to hearing from you.

S€incernly,

Ot/

Carole W. Connell
Planning Direcctor

c: City Counci?
Jlanning Commissiony
Parlks Board



Marion B. Thompson
Chick-A-Dee Gardens
24130 SW Grahams Terry Rd.
Sherwood, OR 97140

Mr. Wayne Ficken
Ficken Farm & Nursery
24600 SW Ladd Hill Rd.
Sherwood, OR 97140

Mr. & Mrs. Allen Rogers NPT Nursery
Caprice Farm Nursery Rt. 4, Box 407
15425 SW Pleasant Hill Rd. Sherwood, OR 97140

Sherwood, OR 97140

Mr. Norman Brush
Hidden Acres Nursery
Rt. 4, Box 278
Sherwood, OR 97140

Mr. & Mrs. Hosler
Tualatin Valley Nurseries
22822 SW Pacific Hwy.
Sherwood, OR 97140

Mr. & Mrs. Vern Hass
Windmill Nursery

Rt. 4, Box 285
Sherwood, OR 97140



APPROVED
MINUTES



City of Sherwood
Planning Commission Meeting
August 15, 1988

1. Call to Order: Chairman Glen Warmbier called the meeting to
order at 7:30 p.m. Those present were: Vice Chairperson
Marian Hosler, City Planner Carole Connell, Grant McClellan,
Joe Galbreath, Jim Scanlon, and Gene Birchill.

2. Approval of Minutes: Grant McClellan moved to approve the
minutes of July 18, 1988, Marian Hosler seconded and the
motion carried wunanimously. Mr. Warmbier advised the
Commission that the City Council enforced the condition that
a shared access be used by the new True Value location on 99W
and Driftwood Mobile Home Park.

3. Bilet Products Status Report: Mr. Blakeslee of Bilet
Products said that they had been turned down for the grant by
Bonneville Power. Therefore, he is continuing with AB

Pneumatics in finding ways to buffer noise. He said that
they are having an internal fan fabricated which should
produce less noise. He noted that they are now having a
problem with particulate. Mrs. Connell advised there had
been one complaint about sawdust, but the complainant did not
leave a name. Mr. Blakeslee said he would like to talk with
anyone who complains, so that he can better determine how to
solve the prcoblem. He said they plan to turn the weather
elbow in hopes that this would redirect the particulate back
into the blower which should also help with noise. He plans
to have the fan completed and DEQ back for testing before
reporting at the next Planning Commission meeting.

The Commission agreed that Mr. Blakeslee continue to try to
bring his plant into compliance and asked him to return for
an update at the next meeting.

4. Approval request for a Preliminary Development Plan of Orland
Villa Planned Unit Development Phase 2. There was no one
present representing Orland Villa, so the Commission agreed
to move this item ahead on the agenda.

5. Discussion:

a. A Citizen Involvement Plan for Periodic Review:

Mrs. Connell explained the information included in the
packet on the current adopted program which the City
has at present. She advised that if this plan is
changed, the LCDC must be informed. She felt it was
important to get a broad representation of citizens,
but that rather than having numerous committees, some
could be combined perhaps with the Planning Commission
overseeing the committees.

Planning Commission Meeting
August 15, 1988
Page 1



Mr. Warmbier suggested a citizen's committee with a
chair and co-chair from the Planning Commission and
perhaps one of the City Council members. Mr. Scanlon
suggested that the City newsletter be used to solicit
participation and inform the community.

After discussion, Jim Scanlon moved to organize a
preliminary advisory citizen's committee co-chaired by
Planning Commission members which would consult with
Staff and the City Council regarding technicalities.
Gene Birchill seconded and the motion carried
unanimously. Mr. Warmbier volunteered to co-chair and
asked Jim Scanlon if he would also co-chair. Mr.
Scanlon agreed to this.

b. Biennial review of the Washington County-Sherwood
Urban Planning Area Agreement. Carole described the
biennial review procedure and stated that the only
changes purposed relate to map and date changes. Carole
asked the Commission to consider a plan being adopted
by Tualatin in an effort to simplify rezoning when land

is annexed by the City through the agreement. As it
stands, the owner must reapply for zoning. The new
plan would automatically adopt the current Sherwood
Zzoning for the 1land being annexed. Jim Scanlon

suggested that this be included and the wording be
changed and adopted when the new comprehensive plan is
adopted. The Commission agreed to make this suggestion
to the City Council.

The Commission tabled Item 4, Phase 2 of Orland Villa Preliminary
Development Plan to the next scheduled Planning Commission
meeting as no representative for Orland Villa was present.

Mrs. Connell asked the Commission if the date of the next meeting
could be changed to September 12th rather than the 19th at the
request of Ben Reid. The Commission agreed to this.

There be no further comments, Jim Scanlon moved to adjourn at
8:20 p.m., Joe Galbreath seconded and the motion carried.

Rebecca L. sSmith
Minutes Secretary

Planning Commission Meeting
August 15, 1988
Page 2



