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CITY COUNCIL

February 13, 1980

Mayor Marjorie Stewart called the meeting to order aE 7:30 p.m.
Councilmen Noel Ferry and Jack Harper were present. Councilmen
Earl Parrott and Lloyd McFall were absent. CÍty Attorney Derryck
Dittman, Gary Buford, Todd Dugdale, Mr. & Mrs. Jerry Neill, LaVerne
WiIl, Chief of Police Stanislowski, City Administrator Tad Milburn,
and Recorder Pol1v Blankenbaker \^/ere also present.

Ï. MINUTES APPROVAL
Mr. Harper moved the minutes of January 2, 9, and 23 be
approved as submitted. Mr. Fercy seconded the motion. The
motion carried.

ÏI. APPROVAT, OF BTLLS AND ACCOUNTS
Mayor Stewart, quest,ioned how the City would get reimbursed
for the engineer's fee on Whitmore Estates. The Recorder
explained that, when the developer got a building permit for
utility and street improvement,s, hê would pay an extra fee
for inspection. Mr. Harper moved the bills be paid. Mr.

: Ferry seconded. The mot,ion carr j-ed.

Iïï. ANNOUNGI'IENTS AND CORRESPO¡üDENCE
There were none.

IV. REPORTS
A. Polj-ce Department - Chief Stanislowski presented a written

report. Mr. Harper questioned the number of alarms at, the
j-ntermediate school. Mayor SÈewart asked Íf the MIP and
Possession of a Controlled Substance v/ere in connection
with a tavern. Chief Stanislowski replied no.

B. Leqal Counsel - Mr. Dittman reported the closing is
complete on the HUD property.

C. Public Works - Mr. Neill presenÈed a written report of the
Publi-c Vüorks act,ivities for the month. Mr. Nei11 said
he would like to Ïrire another CETA utílity worker and put
the present CETA employee on the city payroll. Mayor
Stewart felt this would have to be considered in with the
budget as a whole.
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IV. D. Planninq Department - Mr. Dugdale said included in his
report is a letter to LCDC requesting a planning extension
with a revised work schedule. The plan is expected to be
ready for adopt,ion in June. MSD has completed their draft
plan review on Parts 1 and 2. The staff is now incorpor-
atíng the revision for compliance with the regional plan.
Mr. Dugdale suggested a joi-nt Public Hearing on the final
draft. Mr. Ferry moved to approve the let.ter t,o LCDC
asking for an extension. Mr. Harper seconded the motion; the
motion carried. Mr. Dugdale said the attorney will review
the draft, ordinances before publishing. The Planning
Agreement with the Countlz should be ready for the Council's
February 27Eh meeting.

E . Librarv - There was no Lilorary report.

F. Citv Administrator - Mr. Milburn reported that the offer
to N. L. VanDolah of ç9,545 which was the assessed value
plus 15% has been accepted. Mr. Harper moved that, the
VanDolah lot, be purchased. Mr. Ferry seconded; the motion
carried.

G. Park - Mr. Milþurn said he had set February 19th at l0 a.m.
for a Park Board meeting.

V. AGETIDA TTEMS

A. Arts and Crafts Show, Pat Bither - Mrs. Bíther explained
that what we would like to do would be to acquire a city
license to shut, the street off in front of the flower shop
for the Saturday of the Robin Hood Festival. Mrs. Bither
saj.d booths will be set up on both sides of the street
and down the center. Mr. Harper was concerned that the
aisle left between loooths would not, be large enough. Mrs.
Bither said the booths would be set up at B:00 a.m. and
taken down by 9 p.m. Mr. Harper felt tTrere should be
someone there from the City. Chief of Police St,anislowski
commented you can't block off the whole street,. Mrs.
Bither said they had a petition signed by all the merchants
affected. Mayor Stewart felt this mi-ght take the place of
the carnival t-hey once had. Mrs. Bither said they had a
mailing 1íst of 2,AOO. She said we want the street filled
by June 2 and we need to get our feelers out now. She
said they wanted to bring in approximately 100 craf t,s.
Council decided to postpone the fínal decision until
February 27 wtrLc}r will be after the next Robin Hood Festival
Asso. meeting.
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V. B. V'Ij-llamette St. LIÐ Method of Assessment - Mr. Buford
referred to the map and letter of transmittal dated
February J-zL}:. He explained the City Attorney and City
AdminÍstrator had met and discussed the possible methods
of assessment. They all concurred this was the fairest
and most, equitable method of assessmenL. He explained
the shaded area on ttre map indicates a Type I assessment;
the remainder will bear a Type II assessment. Mr. Ferry
moved the Vfillamette St. method of assessment be approved.
Mr. Harper seconded the motion. The motion carried.

Frank's Disposal Service, Reguest for Rate Increase -
Mr. Milburn explained Mr. Frank will be at the February 27Eh
meeting to present his request for rate increase. Mayor
Stewart asked IvIr. Milburn to check with Tualatin and Tigard
to see if they have made any agreement on rate increase.
Council al-so asked for an expl-anation of the call back
charge.

Comments on Alternatives to Open Burninq of Domestic Yard
Debris - Mr. Milburn explained that DEQ tras requested some
ideas about, how we will handle leaves and so forth if they
cut out back yard burning. The options Council came up with
were hiring a private hauler and making alcohol for vehicle
u.se. No final decision was made.

Reguest for Liguor License Renewal, Round Table - Mr. Harper
moved the liquor license for the Round Table be approved
for renewal. Mr. Ferry seconded the motion. The motion
carried.

1980-Bl Budqet Revi-ew, Emplovees' Request for lVaqe and
Benefit Increase - Mr. Harper felt the Council should meet
in Executive Session to discuss wages. Mayor Stewart
said we have got to the point where if we loose Revenue
Sharing we would be in real trouble. She said salaries
have got to be ín the proper placer oo matter what. we
have to do otherwise. We have to get, a broader tax rate
or let employees go.

Mr. Dugdale said the employees who are signatores to this
request asked me to be spokesperson on this request. We
wish to open a line of communicatÍon and simply to communi-
cate to you our evaluation as regard to wage and benefit
package. He explained the employees met at lunch time to
discuss the budget and cost of living increase. The LO%

cost of livíng increase would not address the erosion of
buying power. The benefit package is really the most cost
effective to the employee and City. The employees' request
is LO% wages and dependent medical coverage paid by the
City, and dental and vision coverage for employees paid by the
City.

c.

D.

E.

F.
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The meeting in

The meeting was

Mayor Stewart said she wanted all the salaries moved back
into the General Fund. She suggested that as the Reserve
Building Fund could be used for Public Vüorks buildings,
the üIater and Sewer Funds should contribute to the Building
Fund.

The need to increase water rates was discussed.

Mayor Stewart requested Recorder gather information on how
many employees cities of about 25OO have. She felt we
should perhaps have more money in printing for the Compre-
hensive p1an.

Polly Blankenbaker explained to the Council some of the
changes in the budget law due to the t,ax relÍef IegisIat,ion.

Council decided to meet in Executive Session on Tuesday,
February 19th aE 7 p.m. to discuss wages and benefits.

Mr. Harper moved Ron Garand be appointed to the Budget
Committee for a term of four years. Mr. Ferry seconded the
motion. The mot,ion carríed.

Beaverton on Cable TV was discussed.

adjourned at 11:00 p.m.

Marj j-e Stewart, Mayorankenbaker, Recorder
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Checks Dated Deeemliër
5562 Publc Employ. Retirement System, PERS

(This check was approved ,January 9 and subsequent,ly voided) -1,563.55
5629 Public Employ. Retirement System, PERS 1,548.03

Checks Dated January
5631 Timothy Birch, Bail Refund 35.00
5632 Pet,ty Cash, Postage 4L.7I, Unj-form Cleaning L5.2O,

Li-brary Book I.95, Equipment Repair 5.97, Library Periodicals
4.5O, Shop SupplÍes 11.01, Water Right,s Application 20.00
FíIm, L3.49, Lj-brary Supplies 3.25, City Ha11 Supplies ., | '

10.75
5633 U. S. National Bank, '64 Sewer Coupons
5634 Dept. of Motor Vehicles, License Suspension
5639 First American Title Ins. Co. of Oregon, Escrow Comm.

Center Access Lot

JAMIARY, 1980 PAYROLL AND VüITTTHOLDTNG

5630 ftrashington County Empl. Credít Union
5635 Dj-st. Court Coos County, Cain Garnishment
5636 Washington County Empl. Credit, Union
5637 VOÏD
5645 U. S. National, Federal W/H
5646 Dept. of Revenue St. of Oregon, State V'I/H
5649 Social Security Revolving Account, Social Security
5650 Public Employ. Retirement, System, PERS
5651 League of Oregon Cities
5652 Oregon Administration, Accident Ins.
5653 League of Oregon Cit,ies, Salary Plan
5654 League of Oregon Cities, Life Ins.
1574 T. Milburn
7575 P. Blankenbaker
L576 C. Henderson
L577 L. Kosatka
1578 L. Will
L579 D. l{esterlund
1580 H. T. Dugdale
1581 J. Neill Sr.
L5B2 M. ZunLga
t5B3 M. Myers
]584 C. HaII
1585 VOTD
1586 D. Stanislowski
1587 J. Cain
1588 L. Pedersbeck
1589 ,J. North
1590 I. Milburn
1591 P. Blankenbaker
l-592 C. Henderson
1593 L. Kosatka
L594 L. Will
1595 D. V'Iesterlund

L27 .83
24I.25

5.00

B, 000.00

155.00
90.45

155.00

I,8L7 .7O
783 . O0

L,934.LO
1, 548.03
I, O4L.65

30.94
38.78
33. 70

501.11
247.8L
262.48
4I4.70
324.98
236.43
ALO.34
467.LO
347 .94
367.18
238.99

462.6L
334.54
387 .52
347.Or
501.12
247 .AO
262.48
4I4.70
324.97
236.43



1596 H. T. Dugdale
L597 J. Neill Sr.
1598 M. ZunLga
1599 M. Myers Jr.
1600 c. Ha1I
1601 D. Stanislowskí
1602 J. Cain
1603 L. Pedersbeck
L6O4 J. North

ACCOUIüIS DUE FEBRUARY, 1980
5638 U. S. National Bank, '72 Watrer Bonds & Coupons
5640 U. S. National Bank '72 Water Coupons
564L First American Title Ins. Co. of Oreg¡on, Escrow Commun-

ity Center 74,804.82
5642 George Andrews, option on Com. Center Property l-00.00
5643 City of Forest Grove CATV 30.00
5644 U. S. Nat,ional Bank, '64 Sewer Coupons 112.50
5647 U. S. National Bank, '72 t¡laEer Coupons 634.50
5648 OMFOA Conference attended by City Admin. & Recorder 87.00
5655 Sherwood Lumber Yard, Equip Repair 4.OO, Street Signs

6.96, Street Maint. 4.5O, Water Maint. 9.79, Sewer
Maint. 7.5O, Park Maint. L2.24, City HalI Maint. 20.83,
Shop Supplies 74.52

5655 Franklin vfatts, Library Book
5657 The Baker & Taylor Co., Library Book
5658 The Chílds Inlorld, Library Book
5659 outdoor Eduquip, Library AV
5660 Vüashington County, Street Signs
566L Union Oil, Gas
5662 Unified Sewerage Agency, Utilities
5663 Tualat,in Photo, Inc., Film
5664 Southwest office Supply, Police Supplies 3L.77, office

Supplies 26.84
5665 Sherwood True Value Hardware, Casette Recorder 48.54,

Equipment Repair 8.96, Sewer Maint. 3.32, Park Maint - 2-4O
City HaIl Maint. 79.66

5666 Les Schwab Tire Center, Equipment Repair
5667 Six Corners TV Lab, Police Supplies
5668 Six Corners Chevron, Equipment Repair
5669 Rainbow Laboratories, lVater Tests
567O Susan E11iott, OACA Treasurer, membership
567L Portland Concrete PÍpe Co., SLreet Maint.
5672 Public Contract Review Board, Forms
5673 PGE, City & Shop 7L.66, Street Lights 852.07, Water Pumps

644.7e 1, 568 . 51

5674 Anthony Pedlay, Municipal Court, iludge 200.00
5675 Oregon Asphaltic Paving Co., Street Maint- 15.50
5676 Dept. of Revenue, St. of Oregon, State Share of Citations 191.00
5677 Nelsen Printing, Police Records 45-00
5678 Nudelman Bros., Police Uniforms 154.00
5679 Northwest Natural Gas, City Hall & Shop 23L-79
5680 International Conference of Building Officials,

4LO.34
467 .t0
392.50
367.18
263.67
462.6L
2L4.94
359.4r
320.95

25, 138.00
2,759.00

L40.34
7 .O9

133.90
59.12
32.45
45.60

927 .34
48. 00
LO.29

58. 61

L42.88
37.40
16. 00
4. /5

45.00
20.00
97 .40
4.00

55.00
41.05

Membership $50., Book 5.00
5681 H & M Business Products, Copy Paper



January

L/7 /eo r/n/Bo
IVATER
Routine
Water Sample
Locate water line
Check water meter
Check h/ater leak
Service orders
Turn offs

SEWER

Repair sewer l-ine
Check ser,tter manholes
Check treatment plant

STREET
Check for i-ce spots
Sanding of streets
CLean storm ditches
Check st,orm ditches
Pump out storm ditch Lincoln
Patch holes

PARK
Cl-ean City ha1l & Library
Dump trash cans
Clean up around park
Fix toilet i-n Library

MATNTEIIANCE
Dump truck
GMC

I97O Dodge
Dump ready for sanding
1975 Ford
L972 Sewer Truck

MTSCELT,ANEOUS
Tua1at,in City Park
Pick up sand
Pick up parts for dump
Shop Maintenance
city HaII

PUBLIC üTORKS

1980 - February7, B, 1980

10.5 hrs.
2.
2

I
2

t
4 Total

10
3

1.5 Tot,al

hrs 22.5

L4.5

J

6
2

4
6
1

7.5
2

1.5
1.5

Total 22

Total l-2.5

Total 13

3.5
I
2

2

I
4

1
1
I
1.5
4 Total 18.5



L/L4/8o-r/rB/Bo
WATER
Routine
V'Iater Sample
Uncover water line lst & 2nd
Read meters
Rereads
Pump out water meters

SEWER

Checked manholes & measured
Sewer plug 3rd St,.
Clean sernrer lines
Sewer plug Park St.

STREET
Check storm drain backup
Clean storm drains
Repair holes

PARKS
Clean City Hall & Library
Dump trash cans
Check around Park
Take care of dogs City Hall

MATNTENANCE
L97O Ðodge
Ski11 saw
4X4Jeep

MTSCELLANEOUS
Move s\^Teeper
Pickup barricades
Paper work
Order parts
Pickup parts

L/2r/8o L/25/ea
VIAÍER
Routine
Service orders
Water samples
#3 PumP chart
Water leak
Locate water líne

SEWER

Lamp sewer lines
C1ean sewer lines

12 hrs
2

6

34
2

2

6
4
9
2

6
6
2

1.5
2

2

2

I

B

I
2

1

2

1.5
2

L2
3
1.5
1
3

2

11
L2

Total 2L.5

Total 23



STREET
Check storm drains
Patching
Install No U Turns
SÈraighten Signs No. She:¡n¡ood

PARKS
Clean City Hall * Library
Haul newspapers away
Dump trash cans
Clean up around bus stop
Check park
Cabinets for police
Plug holes City HaII

EQUTPMENT MAIIIflTENANCE
GMC

Check out sweeper
79 Plymouth
75 Ford
70 Dodge

MISCELI,ANEOUS
Pick up supplies for Police Dept.
Paper work time sheets & Bill
Clean shop
Pick up cold mix
PickLtp4X4post
.Tunk man

L/28/80 2/L/Bo
VüATER

Routine
Repair frozen pipe
Frozen meters
Locate water valve
Locate water line
Cover door #3 well
Frozen pipes
Nonpayment,
Check pump
Service orders
Repair City HalI frozen pipes

SEUTER

Check manholes So. Sher:v¡ood

STREET & STORM DRAINS
Pick up barricade off Washington
Barricade off Washington
Take measurement, storm drain
Sanding Roads
Check hill for ice

1

6
B

5

7

2

1
1
2.5
7

1

Total 20

Total 2I.5

Total 5

Tota1 9.5

1

l_

I
I
1

2

1
2.5
1.5
I
1.5

15
4
5
4
2

2

4
1
2

1
I

I

I
1
I
B

4



Clean storm drains
Patch St.

PARKS DEPT.
Clean City HaIl & Library
Turn & wrap pipes Cíty park
Repair broken wj-ndow
Cabinet in police office
Lights in police office
Ðump trash can
Check City Park

MAINTENANCE
Ford dump truck
Start all equipment
Chain up 75 Ford
Take battery out of se\^rer cleaner
Load Ford with sand
Battery charger repair
Water pump
Jeep
Backhoe
I97O Dodge

MTSCELI,ANEOUS
Hêater for pump
Heat, tape for frozen pipes
Pick up extension cord
Battery for backhoe
Pick up tire for Ðodge
Buy part, for City Ha1l
Check on tapes for #3 pump

2/4/Bo 2/B/Bo
February 4 Holiday

VüATER

Rout,ine
üIater sample
Service orders
Locate water lines
Locate water service

SEWER

Locate sewer line & Tee
,r ,.--l-\ j

STREET
Check st,orm drains
Check storm drain manholes

2

1.5

6.5
3

2

2

1

1.5
1.5

4

1
1

1.5
I
1

2

2

1

1

1
.5

I
.5

1.5
I

I2
2

2

4
2

19

3

I



PARK
Clean City HalI &
Dump trash cans
Fix backhoe barn
Cut tree up
Check City Park

MAINTENANCE
Clean police car
Backhoe

MTSCET;LANEOUS
Order part,s for
Order part,s for
Pickup parts
Order parts for
Paper work

Library

door

Case
'79 Plymouth

'75 Ford

6
2

5

6
3

2.5
6

2

2

2
2

2



TO:) FRo¡r,
RE¡

MEMORANDUM February 12, 1980

City Council
Todd Dugdale, PlannS.ng Dj.rector
,January .Plannj.ng Department Report,

COMPRE¡IENSI\IE PI,ANNTNG

A. Planninq ExtensÍon Request - The staff has prepared a
request to LCDC for addltfonal tj.me t,o finish our work on
the PIan (see attached letter and revised work schedule.)
Act,ion Requested: AuthorizatÍon to forward the request

I.

B. Fina1 Draft RevÍsions:
preparÍng revisions to
of the Plan to address
their draft, plan review
comments) .

Part, landPart,2- Ttre
the final draft of Part,s 1
comments by MSD result,ing

(see at,tached letter and

staff is
and 2

from
summary of

c. Draft of Part 3 Communitv Development RequlatÍons.-- The
Planning Commisslon is current,ly reviewing draft port,ions
of tÏ¡e implementing ordinances for the P1an. In .fanuary
they revíewed new mobj-Ie home ordínances and in February
are reviewlng the admÍnÍstrative provisions port,ion of
Part, 3 (see attached prellminary draft portions of Part 3).

Urban Planninq Area AqreemenÈ wíth Washinqton CoUn!¡¿.-
The st,aff has drafted an agreement for discussÍon wlth
Yfashington County and MSÐ on February 20, 1980. The
agreement, must be completed before submission of City or
County plans for acknowledgement,. the agreement spelIs
out CitylCounty plannt,frg responsibilities inlthê
Urban Growtf¡ area. fhe staff will forward to the Councíl the
draft resultLng from next week's meeting wi.th the County
for your review at a later meeting.

Februarv Plan Related ivleetinqs
February 12 Planning Commission

Review and Revise Chapter I Adminístrat,ive
Provfsions, Part 3 CommunÍtv Development,
Recrulations.

D.

E.



II, PI,ANNING ADMINISTRATTON
I

A. Pending apptYcatÍons
February 11 Site Review Board

Site revíew for Phase Four of Adkins Offíce
Commercial development near Six Corners

February 13 Cfty Council
Willamette St,. Draínage LID - review metåod
of assessment,

February 19 Planning Commfsslon
- PUBLIC ¡IEARING - Request by Donna Baron for a

zone change from R-3 (hÍgh densÍty resident,ial)
t,o C-l (lfmited commercfal) for a parcel
located at Second and Washlngtoir

February 20 City Council
- PUBTIC IIEARTNG - Baron Zone Change
- Revfew of Draft Urban Planning Area Agreement,

(tenËat,Íve) .

B. Cedar Creek Sewer LID
The City expect,s to recelve a property owner pet,ítion for
an LID to const,ruct t}re Cedar Creek Trunk extensÍon from
l{ashi.ngton St. to Sunset and secondary lateral línes. The
staff met wlth fnterested ovrners last week to revíew the 

ìLID process and sewer fmprovement plans.



A6øo* Trrrrt l{ I

P.O. Box ló7

Shs¡wood, Oregon 971{0

ó25-5522 ó2s{523

January 25, 1980

liles Kvarsten
Department of Land Conservatlon and Development
1175 Court Street, NE

Salem, Oregon 97310

Dear ltlr. Kvarsten:

The Clty of Sherwood hereby requests a Planning Extension to pro-
vlde addltlonal tlre to bring lts Comprehensive PIan and Lmplement,-
lng ordlnances lnto compllance wlth I,CDC goale and guldellnes.

Speciflcally, the City requests that the current complfance date
of January l, 1980 be extended to iluly 1, 1980 to permJ.t, complet,fon
of, the ffnal phase of Comprehenslve PIan development.

The need for the addltLonal Èlme requested was created by an extended
draft plan revlew and revl,slon process lnvolvlng the Clty's Clt,lzen
Involve¡r¡ent Cornmittee, Sherv.rood ClÈlzens PlannÍng Advlsory Committee,
tÌ¡e Shenr,rood Plannlng Comrnlsslon, and the She¡r¡ood Clty Council.
Most recentLy, the Clty has requlred addltlonal tlme to complete
the !{eÈropolltan Servfce DlstrLctrs draft plan revlew. Changes ln
drafts of Part I Backqround Data and Analvsis and Part 2 Communítv
Deve.Iopnent, Plan reco¡nmended by Metro to achleve compliance
wlth reglonal pl-ans wtll requlre unantlclpated additlonal time

(
)

/

In addltion to delays associated wLtÌ¡
of Part,s I and 2, review and revlslons
Communltv'Development Recru1atlons, the
1g proceedlng slo$¡er than expected.

revisions to the final drafts
to the draft of Part 3

Clty' s Ímplementlng ordinances,

To complete lts plan complLance work, the City ls committed to the
at,tached revÍsed work program for the period ,fanuary 1980 through
¡fune 1980.

Stncerely,

,M&r,/e
Todd Dugdale
Plannlng Ðlrector

cc 3 Linda MacPherson, ICDC
Larry Frazler, Washlngton County
Sue KLobert¡¡nz, !.tSD



REVISED WORK PROGRAM

FI¡{AL DRAFT REVTSTONS OF
PART I and PART 2

City CouncLl Revfsions
l{SD Draft Revj-ew Revisi_ons

FTbTAL DRAFT REVISTONS OF
PART 3
Planning ConunÍssÍon

Chapter 1 Revisions
Chapter 2-3 RevisLons
Publ lc tlear íng /Revís íon/
Adoptíon of Part 3

City Council
RevíeVltevision Part, 3

PI,AN ADOPTTON /ACKNOI{I,EDGE ME NT
City Council Public Hearings
Parts 1-3
Final Revisions Parts 1-3
Council Adoption
I1SD Fina1 Review
LCDC Acknowledgemènt
Review

)ooo(

RESI'LT

Second Draft Chapter I
Second Draft Chapters 2-3
Planning Commission
Recommendation Part, 3

Fi-na1 Draft of Part 3

Testimony on Final Drafts
of Part,s 1-3
Revised Final Draft
Adopted PIan
MSD Recommendation
Acknowledgement

)ococ



/ì ti,rfLrCIl:r ¡16;.r^ S

Metropolitan Service District
527 SW Hall Portland, Oregon gT2OÍ 503t2Zr-7646

¿Memorandum

Dote,

Tor

From:

Subject t

January 23, 1980

Todd Dugdale, Plannlng Dlrector, City of Sherwood

Ken Lerner, Metro plan Revi ", l/þ
Draft Review of the sherwood comprehensive plan Draft

!{e have completed our review of Parts I and II o,t the Sherwood
comprehensíve plan and are impressed with the overall qualityof work. we would rike to t,hank you for'having met witr¡ us ãn
December 20, to discuss our review. This memo and the attached
pages are a follow-up Èo that meeting and discussion.
The review is designed to identify issues of regional concern
which shoul,d be remedied prior to finar aoption-of the plan and
acknowledgment review. These items have been noted by anasterisk (*) r and those forlowed by an 'En are essential for afavorable recommendation from Metro.

suggestions for how these problems might be addressed by thecity indicate onry what we feel wourd be adequate to ensurethat regionar interests are protected (and so to receive a
favorable recommendation from Metro) and do not necessarity
represent what LcDc night view as an adequate sorution.
rn additionr wê have identified any instances where the plan
does not fully address one of the èriteria on the Metro¡br,Ca
review worksheets. Although the rist of these items may appear
imposing, DLCD does not generally expect that all criteiia-must
be met for acknowredgrnent. rf you hãve any questions or
problens about if or how any of these itens should be
aÇdressedr wê strongly encourage you t,o take these matters upwÍth the DtcD review team at an earry date to d.etermine what
more may have to be done before acknowledgment, rf lre canassist you in these discussions or in rnaking needed changes,please let us knoyr.

If you have any further concerns or questions about our review,
prease do not hesitate to contact myserf or Jilr Hinckl-ey at
the Metro office. .

KL:gi
6s31/D1

cc: Linda Macpherson, DLCD

. Jim Knight, DLCD
' Art Schlack, t[ashington County



t.

SIIERWOOD DRAFT REVIEW

(Numbers Refer to Ïtems on the
Metro/DlcÐ Pl-an Review Checklist)

.',\
i

0. General Requirments

*E (0.1.9) As discussed at our meetíng the plan will need opening
language to recognize Metrors role in future plan amendments.

The Metro sample language relating to re-opening of acknowledged
plans can be included in Part Two of the plan on page II-5 under
plan amendment,s as an introduction to this process.

*E (0.2) The population projectlonsr âs you knowr är€ not consis-
tent, with the "208" population projections. Metro staff is still-
evaluating the nature and extent of the problen. l{e would like an
opportunity to discuss this lssue with both you and with !{ashington
County staff in the near future.
Goal *1: Citizen fnvolvement

(I.6) There are no apparent citizen involvement problems; however,
no Committee for Citizen Involvement (CCI) evaluation of the Cityrs
Citizen Involvement Program (Cfp) has been submitted. The City
should provÍde for and carry out a periodic CCI evaluation.

Goal *2: Land Use Planning
,'\-/ (2.1.1) To demonstrate that you have addressed alf inventory

requirements of the various goalsr.you should include andisclainerrn listing all the resources and hazards which are not
present in the City and for which, therefore, inventory requirements
do not apply.

Following is a list of inventory requirenents which appear not to
apply to the City:

5.1.3 Energy Sources
5.1.5 Significant Natural Areas

. 8.1.I.8 Hunting
8.1.I.9 Àngling
8.1.I.I0 Winter Sports
12.1.1.4 Àir
12. L,1.5 Water
12.1.1.8 Pipeline

(2.L.21 We understand that you are now beginning work on implemen-
tation measures to carry out the pl-an. It is our understanding that
the plan designations wiII correspond to a zone designation, but we
will need the actual ordinance to examine uses permitted, condi-
tions, standards, etc. for uses in each designation. Ordinance
provisions should be eonsistent with and adequate to carry out all

,_ major plan policies.
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(2.2.L, There is no list of the locat.Íon of plan documents onfiIe. This can be incruded in the letter of submittal.
*E l2:L.2.r) rn general, case raw provides that plan poriciescontrol the plan map. Hovrever, the Sherwood plan Ëtateé that theplan map controls. rn order to remedy this ift_ç:onsistency we Xsuggest that additional language should be add-ecl to the slandardsfor ?pproval of plan amendments on page rr-6 of the communityDevelopment PIan to provide that ani ãmendments to the map múst beconslstent wlth all plan pollcles fn that area.
*E 12.2.21 The plan should state that it is a complementary plan
and. recognize that the washington county plan wirL ãppry to iañ¿within the Sherwood planning ãrea, but õuÈside of ttrè-city Iimits.fn other words, the Sherwood plan only applies within exi-sting Citylimits. This can be included in the plañ-either in the growtñ
management section introduction, in the land use section introduc-tionr or in the plan introduction itself.
*E (2.2.2.La) No Urban PÌanning Area Agreement (UpAÀ) or other
agreement has been noted or submitted. t¡etro wiIl provide coordina-tion assistance in working ou! an upAA with the couirty .

Goal *4: Forest Lands

(4.1.4) The plan does not indicate the condition or extent of urbanforests except for riparian forests. An inventory of the location
and extent of other urban foresþ-furf irl this crilerion. f
(4.2.2, Policies retain forest t)fa#torest use onry as long asthey are not needed for urban use. Urban uses related to habi[at
and resource protectlon are encouraged ln urban areas (1.e., toprevent soil êrosion, windbreaks, Jóã"i" corridors, etc.). Thispolicy is adequate to meet goal requirements, if ii: is aäcompaniedby very direct implementation ¡neasures.

GoaI Scenic and Ilistoric Àreas

(5.1.6) gh'ere is no inventory of scenic views and sites but planpolicy does reference scenic ðorridors (cp rr v-2 and v-22). Thelocation and extent of scenic corridors should be clarified in
Sherwood as part of thg inventory requirements.

15-2-2t t5.2.3.3r 5.3.1). The plan contains policy to evaluate conse-quences, regarding areas of conflieting uses but does not containpolicy adequate to protect resources to the extent possible even
where conflicting uses are-justified. As we discusãed, one way thisproblem can be dealt with is by including policy and implementãtion
for a site design review procedure designeã to þrotect Èrreresources. 'rhe policy language can be included after policy 4, p.V-I3 in the Community Development plan.

2
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Goal

*E (6.1.1.2, 5.1.I.3, 6.2.2.1) The plan accurately recognizes that
sherwood is within a non-attainment, area for air quãfity ãtandards.
However r some of the data should be'updated to recognize that the
ozone standard will be exceeded and that there may ñot be a problem
with particurates. Also, t,he plan should include policy to
cooperate with Metro ln air qualtty plannlng adequãte tó address
these concerns.

*E (6.1.2.3) Page v-I7 of the plan states that there are problerns
with run-off that affect water quality. This contradicts the
following-paragraph which says that there are no problems identi-
fied. This situation needs to be clarified as it-is confusing andcontradictory. The plan should, either clearly explain the fãcts
and reasons which Lead to a conclusion that thêre is no waterquality problem orr include a policy to provide that water quality
problems associated with storm water run-off will be addressed aspart of the proposed drainage plan, and if applicabre through
cooperation with Metro in regionaL.drainage þlanning.
*! 16.2.2.4) The plan needs to include sample language on coopera-tion with the Waste Treatment Management Comþonent jwfi'lC) as pe; the
sample language in Section III-J of Metrors Pl-an Review Manual.

.Goal #7: Natural Hazards

(,7.L.4, 7'1.8) As we discussed with staf f , the drainage issue andthe related hazardsr high groundwater, and erosion and depositíon,
should be dealt with in the proposed drainage plan.. Whether or not
existing measures are adequate Lo provide inteiim protection againsÈ
the associated hazards are unclear. If poor drainage poses a ihreat
to property only in the lilashington Hill area, then the proposed LID
for drainage facilities in this area is adequate. If therã are
other areas subject to basement ffooding or other hazards from high
groundwater or Poor drainage, policies for prot.ection of ftconstruc-
tion sites" will be adequate only if intendãd to ¡nitigate hazards to
new construction and not sinply reduce problens creatãd by the
construction activity itself and if it is the City's inteñt to
implement these policies in its subdivision or other ordinance prior
t9 acknowledgment. From our discussion, it appears likely that theCity is currently providing adequate protectión, buÈ the information
and policy in the plan itself needs to be revised to make it clear
how this is being accornplished.

one note regarding Policy 1, v-8, in the first strategy, where
'sedimentation ordinancesr are referenced, this shoulã-be changed to
"erosion control ordinancês', since that is Lhe purpose of the
ordinance.

(7.2.L, 7.3.1) The plan does not clearly define areas subject to
hazard f rom erggign or pagr dr-a_!¡age, beyond mentioning thè erosion
probtem in rhã washingtõã--TifiË.-

6: Àir !{ater and Land Resources ualit
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Ideally, the plan should include maps showing the location of these
hazards. ÀÈ a minimum, the written descrptions should be more
speclfÍc and the location of detailed maps referenced.

í .^ Goal *8: Recreational Needs

(8.2.1) The plan does not identify specific park and open space
needs¡ however, the City will be preparing a park and greenway plan
review which can include an analysis of need. Even though the plan
has all the information necessary to summaríze specific needs it
would be helpful to include this in the proposed study.

(8,2.2.1) No policies which address role of private enterprise or
private park deveJ-opments recreational opportunities vrere included
in the plan.

(8.2 .2.3) The plan addresses available sites for certain uses, bu.t
does not contain a discussíon of financial resources for acquíring
and developing and maintaining sites. It is our understanding that
this wiLl be addresssed in the proposed park study. If t,he study is
not compJ-eted prior to acknowledgment, the plan should contain a
discussion on how parks are to be financed.

(8.2.6) In the plan ßâp, park sites are not identified consistent
with the park map on p. V-21. The plan map should accurately show
the size as well as. Èhe locabion of proposed park sites.

fn addition, there are some inconsistencies between park map and
plan map3

\_, l. Reservoir,/Tank park site is not identified as proposed park on
plan maP.

2. The greenway is overlayed on.top of other designations.

3. The elementary schoolr/park site (next to existing) is not
idenÈif ied on plan map..

4. The Edy Road park site is not identified on plan maP.

Goal- *9: Economv of the State

no discussion of resources' only of availability

only limited discussion of the labor market. At a
strould include enployment of City residents by job

(9.I.4, 9.z.Lt 9.2.21 There should be more analysis related to
economic development since Sherwood is projecting and planning for a
relatively large increase in such development. Whí1e general trans-
portation problems are discussed under GoaI *L2, the plan needs Lo
further consider transportaÈion alternativesr âs well ëISr an

¡

4-

(9.I.2) There is
of land.
(9.I.3) There is
minimum, the plan
type (sector).



analysis of other alternatives, relating to the increased commercial
and lndustrlal development being proposãd.

Goal #10¡ Housing

U *E (19.2.21 ^As we noted during our meetirg, a vacant buildablelands inventory is needed, by zoning and plan designations, broken
down ln relation to zones in order to calðulate if housing needs are
Þçilg me!. rdeally, this should include the following wi[f¡in Citylimits, for each plan designation:

total vacant land
constrained lend (floodplain, steep slope)

streets
public + semi-public uses
neE, oullclaÞIe
den? i tv
maxÍmum capacity of
vaeancy factor
@
persons per unit
population provided

*E (1Q.2.5) Às mentioned in our meetirg, policy should identifythe need to supply multi-family (MF) units ás lower cost housingl
_i.e., the plan does not include anything that telated tqF housini'to
row-income housing needs. This can be iemedied by incruding MFho\:sing to the strategies listed under policy 3 oñ p. IV-16;
AIso the plan designations and the zones which corråspond to them
need clarification.

lf, as the plan states, each plan designation is to be implemented
by one corresponding zone, and ifr'as you indicated, that zone willallow a maximum density of development at roughly the mid-point ofthe range provided for in the plan, then there.nãy be some question
as to whether a zone which allows minimum lot sizes of, say;71000
square feet is consistent wit,h a plan rnap designation which providesfgr up to eight units an acre (51000 squãre foót lots). we ãuggestthat you avoid possibre problems of this kind by explaining thã-intended apPlication of the density ranges provided in the plan. rnso dgirrgr you should clarify whethãr these ranges are intenãed tospecify ninirnum as well as maximum densities. If this is the case,the following language might, be appropriate:

'For each plan designation, a maximum and minimum
density has been indicated. The maximum density
represents the upper limit which may be allowed it
is not a'commitnent that all land iñ that designation
can or should develop to that density. The zoning
ordinanee and map witl define the ciicurnstanees under
which Èhe naximum density is permissable -- for
example, through the application of a pUD zone

x

x

x

net buildable by unlts

for

5



allowing density bonuses. Un1ess these circumstances
pertain, the maximum density alLowable will be speci-
f iecl by the zone which implements the p1an designa-
tion, which will generally provide for a density of
development at about the mid-point of the range
provided for Èhe plan desígnation. The zoning
ordinance will also prov.ide for a minimum allowable
densityr consistent with the low end of the range
provided for the plan designation.'

If the City doeg not wish to establish minimum as well as maximum
densltles allowed, then the above language should be revised
accordingly. In t,his case, it would make more sense for the range
to be revised so Èhat the density at the low end corresponds to the
maximum density allov¡ed outrtght by the corresponding zone. If you
prefer not to readjust the ranges this wâY, then plan policy on the
staÈus of the lower end of the range should be clear¡ ê.9.¡
"Densities between the low end of the range of the plan designation
and the naxinum density allor¿ed by zoníng are intended as an
expression of ttre lower end of the l-ikel-y density of devel-opment and
arã not designed to establish policffiiõfribiting less dense develop-
ment. t

(I0.2.2.L) The plan shouLd project future financial capability of
households. This need not be numerical, just an indication of
trends.

(10.2.2.21 AIso the plan should project future price and rent
ranges (estimates of trends) by housing type. This need not be
numer ical
*110.2.231 It will be helpfuL to have breakdown of total overall
nulti-family and single family housing, i.e.r existing plus
projected new summed.

*E (10.3) No inplenenÈing measures were reviewed, but, they will be
reviewed for the final review. PIan policy provides for special
review of nobile homes. Review standards should be clear and
objective so as not to conflict with the I'St. Eelenrs Policy'"

Goal *11: Public Facilities and Services

*E ( 11. 1. I. 4) The Sewer Service Plan mentions that . ti.¡o tr unk sewer
lines should be planned to serve the Upper Cedar Creek and the Upper
Rock Creek Basins. The plan incl-udes suggested sizing of t,runk
lines and findings indicate t,hat such sewer extensions are being
considered. However, while policy implenentation states that ser,rer
expansion beyond the UGB into Cedar Creekrs upPer basin is not
practicalr t,he plan should reflect the fact that sewer service
óutside the existing UGB is illegat as well as inpractical, since it
would'conflict with both Land Use Framework Element policy and LCDC

Goals.

6
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*E (11.1.2.41. The City ryill be undertaking a groundwater study todetermÍne if Èhere is adequate capacity to serve the proposed nãed.
This ls a crltlcal problem as alL water is supplied, by well, from agroundwater supply and there has been trouble wittr excessive draw-
down in one well. The Corps of Engineers, in their "Regional WaLer
Supply Plann (p. 34) ' has identified t.his problem and hás recommend-
ed that groundwater information is needed in order to determine if
Sherwoodrs needed flows can be acconmodated.

Since it_appears unllkely that thÍs study wilL be completed for the
acknowledgmenÈ request, the city shourd: (r) denonstiate a firm
commitment to !h" conpletion and implementation of the proposed
water supply plan, through both clear plan policy on a Li¡né line for
this work and actual inlÈiatlon of the study as soon as possible¡
and (2't adopt interim policy measures. Such measures milht includea well monitoring program as outlined on p. 2O of, the "Wáter Service
Plan Amendment of Sherwood Comprehensive Planrn and growth controlsthat alIow development only if there is adequate watãr supp}y forthat developmenÈ. These policies wilL be reveiwed by Metiõ ãnd have
to be worded so that when irnplemented they will prevãnt growth which
cannot adequately be served.
*E (1r'1.3r 11.1.3.1r 11 .1.3.2, 11.1.3.3, rI.1.3.4) The city willbe_providing a 9tiinagg plan to address these issues. Existiñg planpolicy, along with a firm commitment by the City to undertake ãnã
implement, a drainage plan, will be adequate provided the concerns
discussed under Goals #6 and *7 are addresseã.

GoaI *I2: Transportation

A memorandum from Metrors Transportation Department is attached. we
hope you will give their comments serious consideration. Their
relevance to goal compliance is indicated below.
*112.2.1.Ia, L2.2.4.4) There is no recognition of transportation
disadvantaged. The pran shoutd include data on the need (i.e.,
determine the number of elderry, poor, etc.), and policy to coordi-nate with tletro and Tri-Met. .

*¡12.2.21 There are inconsistencies regarding traffic volumes forthe year 2000. The attached memo from the Metro Transportation
Section-gives an example: On Hwy. 99w the highest vol-ume for lg95is predicted to be 12r100, where current counÈs are 15rI00. Traffic
volumes need to be re-examined for re-determination of. how the flows
vtere estinated, or an explanation of how these figures were deter-
mined would be he1pful. The City nay be arríving at these flows byfactoring increased use of mass transit or that iesidents,will work
and live in Sherr+ood and not commute to work or shop, and such an
anal.ysis needs to be included in the plan.
*1L2.2.2.LI The Metro transportation sectionr âs per the attached
memo' notes that there are functional classification inconsistencies
which result from the functlon roles that the plan attributes to thestreet systen. Hotùever, these inconsistencies are minor in nature

: t- -:--l 
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and can be resolved sebsequent to adoption of
tation Plan. 

I
112.2.3.3, L2.2.3.41 There is nothing in the
or energy concerns. There should be a general
how mass transit or other alternatives act as
energy nitlgatich measures. .

Goal *13 Energv òonservation

-.,llllllllllli:--

* ¡13.1.¿) The 'rlR.AG Regional Energy Analysisn
plan. Hovrever, the applicable information for
staff during our meeting, and this information
ed into the plan.

the Regional Transpor-

plan on environmentaL
statement regarding

environmental and

was not used in the
Sherwood was given to
should be incorporat-

(I3.2.1, J-3.2.21 The plan has l-imited policies on energy conser-
vation. They address the locational factor and there is only a
generaL statement relating to the providÍng of housing which meets
Iocal needs wÍth regard to "energy efficiency.' Individual
residential energy conservation methods (such as encouraging solar
slting, incluslon of Chapter 53 of the UBC,.and coordinating wÍth
utility and governmental energy conservation educational and home
lmprovement programs) shoul-d be consídered and appropriate
supportlve policy and implementation provided for.

Goal #14 Urbanization

(L4.2.3.2d) Policies on conversion of future urban areas into
imnedlate urban does not allow for maximum urban,;development to
occur within City and with wiËhin immediate urban area before
urbanization of future urban areas. Since thi,s is a complementary
pIan, Metro will review the Countyts policiäd on urbanizãtion, which
need to provide for developnent in'éxisting ,urban areas prior to
allowing future urban area to convert. 

.

Sherwood may, therefore'need to. ctiange ifs policies to be consis-
tent with l{ashington County.l s. However r "this does not have to be
done prior to acknowledgmênt...-.,It might be sinrplest if you deleted
specific policies on'conyersiôn"of urbanizable land from the plan
and replaced then with a genêral policy to coordinate eonversion
policy with the County in the UPAA. The UPAA could then include the
specific policies once they are revised to be consistent with
Metrofs and the Countyrs.

JH: KL: gl
6706/LoL
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PE ASÂNIRT PRODUCTTO}¡S

P. 0. Box 181
Shernood¡ Orrgon 9?11¡0

PEASAI,IIRI FROUTCTIONS prcscnts Artla¡ns of Orcgon Arts ¡nd

Craft Strcot Í'alr, Jufy 26, 1980, ln lhrbrr¡, Orcacn. Ttl,s

cvont tekc¡ placc on l{. School St., botxccn Flr¡t rnd !. Huooek.
-:

Conslgnors ylll proAlc th¡tr ornr trbLc ot eltcnbl¡ tb¡lr own

bcoth ln an o[ght foo!,sp1cc. Spacrr rrG r.slrrrd for th¡ d.¡t by

candlrç r non-rGfi¡ndablc fcc of le5:OO. úþn reerlpt of thfu
f', '

ront¡l fec¡ ecknoxlcdgcrunt xtll br c¡nt by return n¡Il rnd tpect

r¡¡mbar rssignrd. C\¡t off drtr for rccGptlnt re¡crvatlonc nlll br

June 1¡ 1980. Flrst coûrr¡ flrst aarved basLe"

trtlste m¡at bc act up and roady for bn¡slnase by I a.n. Bootha

close at 6 p.n. Conslgnora¡ ploasr lr¡vr spåers ¡g fornd.

lTrls Strcet Falr ta brlng hcld ln conlunctton ¡1th l{cnbcr¡

01d Feshloned Daya. Sor yor tùrcret

{++ttd+fll*J+ll"r$J+rflt*+{*{*+*** CTT HERE **l{*l***ffi

ilon-rcf\¡ndsbl,c Spacc R¿rarvetlet! --r la9.OO

NAI{E FT{ONE

ÁDDRF"SS

DESCRIPIIO!{ OF ENTßT

HoLD HAn$LESS lOng$nir,¡r -,. ..

, 
1!. i. -

1lr¡ undsralgncd horcby tirccs to lndcmrlfy end hold bdrnleag ¡nd
d¡fcnd PETSA¡ÛRT PR0D[ CTI0ïS, Cyothlt A. Chllds¡ Patrlot¡ A. Bltlrcfr
Patrlcle L. Brsx¡nd fron arqr end all lteblllty or cl¡Ln¡ of
Ltablllüy for peraonrl LnJury (lncludtng d¡fer¡stlon) or propcrty
danage ¡rh1ch occr¡rû to the undcrat¡n¡d or ary othar p.rsonr lncludtng
bt¡t not llmltad to, eo-norËera¡ rmployccar ßr¡rstsr brualnrss lavttcrc,
or liccn¡ace, arialng out of ttro eonctn¡ctloa, dcstnrctlon¡ or r¡nrv¡l
of the booths lnvolvcd riù ttr¡ usc of thc rosarvtd epecc Þy thr ,
underalgned or any othcr pbrion ualng eald spaeo slth ttrc knorledgr
of thc undcrslgncd.

I...\

'4

I

i
I

Slgnrturo



lrle the underoígned petition for a roquesù that the Robin Hood Feetlval
Associ.ation bring the Festival activlties back to the dorrntown area. The

l"lerchants and fellow citizens of Shert¡ood feel that this voutd enhance the

.þ

festive occasion of Robin Eood Days in Sherwood. /

,r./4?-.&J*rI.Gy. ¡.Á- 0ar. 
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Sherwoo*",*,T," Jta lnc.
¡35 N. PINE STREET

SHERITOOD, OREGON 97 I4O
625-7444

Ji, n. ??, 1980

'lounci-l l"enbe r s : na' lit;, Iji n..:. ge :r'

l,rrr,:,.r-,nnr"l 1i -l i¡ r1..,]_f''-.J

Si:e ;r. oocl , C:egon 971 4O

)e¿'r Council l¡'ember's ¡.rncl il:rd :
I"¡. li.I. ',/enlof¿h :re jectecl J'our' offer to buy thc, lot

describe c' ¿rs, 'axxlot 5800, T,ap, 251 '-.? ]-.C, locateci ¿,t the
cornel'r of Reilr'oecl åve. ;nd r¡i11:; ia.C. for. '-r p:ricc of :'7 r7Oi.0C
l¡)' e phone conversätion on J¿ln. 27r1980.

iie did. n;;lce ¿, counier: off'er to sel1 ).our the City of
Sherr,,.iood, ihe above riescribed 1ot for il10rOO0.0O on al¡out
¿'ny terms th¿'t the City desir'e-"r which is ¡ real ba.rgain.

f r.¡es at the council rneeting when this m¿r.tter' r,v'as

discussed and it r^¡¿'s decided. to offer I,;r.. V¿:nÐolah 151'more
th.an the assessed land value es determined. b¡' ,,¡rshington
County Ðept. of î¿x¿"tíon. ,iccording to e figur.e a.s provided
l;y f ioneer llational Title fnsu::¿rnce Co., this 1ot is a.ssesserl
¿t'18300.00 i,¡hich is much higher th¿n tlie of-fer made l;y the
City in their offe¡' to purchase. Using I{r.. ticlalls motion
¿ s a ¿uidelirre r t]',e City shoirlcl h,-.ve offe recl to pu::ch¿:se

tlie lot for. $9r4i.3A ins-te¿d of f ??05.00, ¿s c;uoted .1ry l{::.
11ilbu:ns 1e-bter of J;rnriary 18, 1980.

Tf the City is interes'¿er:l in pursuing this me.tter fur.ther
or äccepti-ng I'lr. Tla"nDolahf *q counter offer of 1110r000.00,
pleese get in touch. v¡íth me as sooli ãs possible.

ei-ñ^^-.^'ttrrruceJ ery yuu.rs,

ø'fuõ
-ril Clson
Sherv¡ood Fer;1t¡r, Tnc.
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PART 3

COMMUNINT ÐE\ÆLOPMENT REGULATIONS

CHAPTER 1

ADI"TINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

I.OO GENERAL PROVISIONS

1,01 GENERAT, TITI.E

The chapters in thÍs part shall be collect,ive1y known as the
"City of Sherv¡ood Community Development Regulat,ions " and may
be cÍted as such.

1.02 DEFINITIONS

All words used in this Part, except wtrere specifically defined
herein, shall carry thefr customary meanlngs when not incon-
sistent, wLth the context,. Words used ín tåe present tense
include the future tense; *rcit'ude .the future tense; words
used in the future tense lnclude the present, tense; the plural
includes the sJ.ngular, and the masculine íncludes the feminÍne
and neuter. Tt¡e word "buflding" includes the word "structure"i
the word "shall" is mandatory; the word "wÍ11" ls permissive; the
words "occupled" and "uses" shall be considered as though
followed by the words "or íntended, arranged ¡ ot designed to
be used or occupied. "

ACCESS The way or means by which pedestrians and vehicles enter
and leave property

ACCESSORY BUIIÐING A subordLnate bulldlng, the use of which
ls customarÍly lncident,al t,o that, of the princlpal buÍIdÍng
and located on tåe same lot with the principa.I buíldÍng.

ACCESSORY USE. A use customarfly incidental and accessory
to the principal use of a lot, or of a building located on the
same lot.

ALLEY. A minor public tJroroughfare upon which the rear of
building lots generally abut, used for service purposes and
not for general travel.



APARTMENTS. A
or designed to
ing purPoses.

room or suite of rooms occupied, or intended,
be occupied by one famíIy for living and sleep-

AUTOMOBILE SALES AREA- An
used for the disPlaY, sale,
and where no rePaÍr work fs
repair of automobiles to be
premises.

open area, other than a street, 
)

or rental of ne\¡t or used automobiles,
done, except, mLnor incident,al
displayed, sold, or rented on the

BASEMEIflf . That portj.on of a buíldlng between floor and ceil-
irg, partly below and partly above grade, the ceiling of which
ls not less than four feet, above finish grade along building lines.
In the case of a structure on a slopíng lot', only that port'ion
complying wltþ the above shall be consfdered a basement'

BOARDING¡ ROoMING; LODGING HOUSE. A building, ottrer than a

hotel, where lodging or meals are provided, fqr compensation,
for members of the household other than the family unít
occupyíng the building-

BUILDING. A structure traving a roof supported by columns or
walls for the hOusíng or enclosure of persons, animals, of
chattels.

BUIIJDING AREA. That portion of the lot that can þe occupied
by the prlncipal use, thus excludÍng the front' side' and'

rear yards.

BUILDING, IIEIGHT OF. The vertícal distance measured from the

adjoining grade level to the highest, point of the top story
ln the case of a flat roof, to the deck llne of a mansard roof' and

and to the mean height level between eaves and the rídge of a

gabIe, hiP, or gambrel roof ; provided, lrowever, tlrat, where

buildlngs are set back from the street right:of-vtay line,
the heJ-ght, of the building may be measured from the average

elevation of the fintshed lot grade along the front of the
building.

BUILDING Lltr]s. "Buildlng llne" means a line on a plat indicat'ing
the lirnit beyond which buildings or structures may not be

erected.

BUFFER A landscaped area, structure or other use established
to separate and protect incompatible land uses'

CITlf. The CitY of Sherr.¡ood, oregon

COMI4ISSION. The City Planníng Commíssion'
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COIUMON $IALL Ð9¡ELLING. ù¡relling unit.s with shared walls such
as duplex, trl-plex and multlfamlJ-y dwelllngs and condomlnlum
units.

COìüDOI{INIUM. An individually owned dwelling unit, in a multi-
family housÍng structure.

COI}NCIL. fhe She::vrood Clty Council.

ÐAY CARE CEAtrllER. A residence, home, of, dwellfng unlt in
which is maintained a home, for the whole or part, of a day,
for the care of fLve or more chíldren who are not, related
withln the second degree to the operator of said home.

DEPEIUDEMI TRAILER. A trailer, lacking sanitary fací1ities,
located in an agricultural or resident,ial area as a more or
less temporary houslng unit, and houslng generally only persons
who can be counted as regular members of the family unit
occupying the dwelling unit, on the property in question.

ÐEVELOP¡4E¡{T PITAN. "Development, p1an" means any plan adopted
by the Planning Commission for the guidance of growth and
improvement of the City, including adjustments made from time
to time to meet, changlng condit,Lons or unanticl-pated problems
and conditions affectlng the public or land owners.

DUPLEX. A building contalning two dwelllng unÍts.

DWELLING. A building, or portion thereof, used exclusÍveIy
for residential occupancyr. Lncluding one-, two-, and multi-
family structures. An attached garage shall not be consldered
as a part, of the dwelling for home occupat,ion purposes unless
it, has been converted to resident,Íal use. Ðetached garages
shalI not be considered Èo be a part, of the resident.ial dwelling.

DWELLING, ONE-FAMIIJY. Kitchen, diníng, livi.ng, sleepíng, and
bath accommodations necessary for servíce to.a family.

ÐI,IELLING, fttO-FAIvIItY. Kitchen, dining, living, sleepÍng, and
bath accommodatÍons for two families located in one st,ructure,
dívided int,o two separate areas, and having completely separate
outside entrances.

DWELLING, MUIJTI-FAMILY. A structure housi-ng more than two
dwelling unÍt,sr'with each unit, containíng the necessary kitchen,
dining, l1ving, sleeping, and bath acconunodations necessary
for one family unj.t. Each unlt shall have a separate entrance.
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EASEMENT. "Easement" means a grant of the right to use astrip of land for specific purposes

EDUCATTONAL rNsrrrurroNs. public schools admÍnistered by
Iegally organized school districts; schools admlnlstered by
church or religious institutions; schools administered by the
st'ate; nonprofit schools, colleges, and universÍties operated
under charter or license from the state of Oregon; j.nctuding
buildings and uses incidental to the above.

E\¡ERGREEN. A prant whlch maintains year-round follage.

FAI\'1rLY. An indívidual or two or more persons related by blood,
marriage, adoption or legar guardianship, lJ.ving together j-n
a dwerring unlt in which meals or lodging may also be provided
for not more than four addíÈional persons excludÍng servants
and as distinguished from a group occupying a boarding and
rooming house, lodging house, hotel and club.

FENCE. Any open or closed structure used to enclose any 1ot
or parcel of ground, usually constructed of wire, wood, brick,
cement block, or stone.

GO\IERNMEMTAL srRUcruREs. Any structure to be used by a
federal, state¿ or local government agency.or special district.

Ho¡48 occuPATIoN. Ãn occupation or a profession which is cus-
tomarily carried on in a dwerli-ng unÍt; carríed on by a member
or members of the family resÍdlng in the dwelling unÍt,
crearry incidental and secondary to the use of the dwelling
unit for resÍdentiar purposes, and which conforms to the
following conditions:

(1) The occupatfon or profession shall be carrled on
wholly within the princlpal buÍlding.

(2) rhere sha1l be no exterior sign exceeding one square
foot,, no exterior storage of materials, and. no
exterior lndicat,ion of the home occupatlon or
varÍat,ion from the residential character of the
principal b¡ilding.

(3) Ðoes not produce offensive noise, vibrations, smoke,
dust, odors, heat,, or glare

(4) Ðoes not occupy more than 50 per'cent of the maÍn
floor of the dwelling unit.

(5) Does not upset existing patterns in the neighborhood.
(6) Does not force the practit,j.oner of the home occupa-

tion or the profession to provide for additional
off-street parking and other facllities whlch would
change the existing character of the nelghborhood.
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ParÈicular1y, a home occupat,ion includes:
(1) Art studio.
(2) Dressmaking.
(3) Professíonal offices.
(4) MusÍca1 insÈructÍon.
(5) Beauty shops may be considered home occupations

provided that not, more than one customer hair-
dressing chair is permÍtÈed; and provÍded that not,
more than 50 per cent of the main floor of the dwelling
is used for such purposes.

A home occupaÈion shall not be interpreted to include the
following: commerclal stables, kennels, restaurants, and
other slmllar enterprJ.ses.

HOIEL. A building occupied as the temporary abiding place of
indivlduals who are lodged, wlth or r¡ríthout meals, for compen-
sation, and in which there are more than 10 sleepi.ng rooms
usually occupÍed singly, and in whj.ch no provision is made for
cooking in any guest, room.

HOMEOVÍNERS ASSOCIATION. A formally organized group of
homeowners within a single housÍng development having shared
resPonslbility for portions of the development such as bullding
landscape parking, maintenance and other activities provj-ded
for by covenant or other legal agreement.

HOUSEHOLÐ. All persons occupylng a group of rooms or a single
room which constltutes a dwelllng unit,.

JUNK YARD. Any Iot, or sLte used for tJ.e storage, keeping,
or abandonment, of junk, includÍng used lumber, scrap metals,
or other scrap materialr or for the dismantling, demollt,ion,
or abandonment of automobiles or other machinery, or parts
thereof.

KENNEL. Any Iot, or premíse on which four or more dogs or cats
more than four months of age are kept.

LABORATORY, ¡4EÐICAL OR ÐEMfAL. A laboratory which provides
bacteriologÍcaI, biologlcal, medical, x-ray, pathological and
similar analyt,ical or diagnostic services to doctors or
dentlsts, and where no fabrlcatÍon ls conducted on the premj.ses;
except, the custom fabrication of dentures.

LOADING OR UNIOAÐING SPACE. An off-street space or berth on
the same slte wlth a bulldlng, or contiguous t,o a group of
buildings, for the temporary parking of a conìmercial vehicle
while loadíng or unloading merchandise or materials.
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LOT. A piece, ploÈ, or parcel of land not less than 51000
square feet, and having it,s frontage on a street or officially
approved place.

LOT AREA. lfhre area of land enclosed within the boundaries
of the Iot,.

IOT, CORNER. A lot sÍtuated at the Íntersection of two or more
streets, other than an al}ey, ãt their intersection.

LOT CO\IERAC'E. The proport,ional amount of 1and on a 1ot,
covered by br¡iIdÍngs.

LOT DEPTH. The average horlzontal distance between tåe front,
and rear lot, lines measured in the dlrection of the side lot
1ines.

LOT FRONTAGE. The dist,ance parallel to the front, lot line,
measured bet¡¡¡een sÍde lot Ilnes at setback line.

LOT, IÀIIERIOR. A lot other than a corner lot.

LOT, TIÍROUGH. A lot having frontage on two parallel or approx-
lmately parallel streets.

LOT,LINE. Sl're property lines bounding the Iot.

I,oT LINE, FROì{T - f}re I1ne separat,ing such lot from any street.
In the case of corner lots, tlrere shall be as many front lines
as there are street frontages.

LOT LINE, REAR - A lot llne whlch 1s opposite and most distant
from tåe front Iot, line and in the case of an irregular,
tri.-angu1ar, or other shaped lot, a line ten (1o) feet, in
length within the lot parallel to and at a maximum dÍstance
from t}¡e front lot, 1lne. On a corner lot, the shortest lot,
line abuttlng adjacent, property that is not a street shall be
considered a rear lot line.

LoT LINE, SIDE - Any loL line not, a front or rear lot line.

LOT VüIDTI¡ - The horizontal dLstance between Lhe side lot lines,
ordlnarlly measured paral}el to the front Iot, line, at the
center of tÏ¡e Iot, ox¡ in the case of a corner 1ot, the hori-
zontal dÍstance between t}¡e front,lot line and a side lot line.
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MOBILE HOME PARK - A housing development for mobile residential
units located on spaces eíther rented or leased.

MOBILE HOME - A transportable dwelling unit exceeding 500 square
feet of floor area manufacÈured at a remote site after June 15,
J-976 and bearing the Oregon Department, of Commerce ',Insignia
of Complfance" indfcat,ing conformance to construction standards
promulgated by the Federal Ðepartment of Housing and Urban
Development.

MOBTLE HOME suBÐrvrsroN - A subdivision specifically designed
for tÍ¡e location of mobile residential units on individually
owned lots.

MOTEL. One or more buildings, attached or detached, facing
on a common court, p1ace, or street and designed and used for
transient occupancy, usually by traveting motorists,

MULTI-FAIIIILY ÐWELLING - A building cont,aini.ng two or more
dwelling unit,s.

NONCONFORMING STRUCTURE OR USE - A lawful exísting structure
use at the time üÌ¡is ordinance or any amendment theret,o
becomes effect,ive which does not conform to the requi.rements
of the Planning Dist,rict, in which it is located.

.NURSING HOME. A facility maintained for the
of six or more elderly persons as a business

OFF-STREET PARKING - Parking spaces provided
on j-ndividual lots and not located on public
hray.

specíalized care
venture.

for motor vehicles
st,reet right-of-

PARTITION.
"Partltion" means either an act of partitioning land or an

area or tract of land partit,ioned as defined in this sect,ion.
"Major part,ition" means a part,it,ion which includes the

creat,ion of a road or street.
"MÍnor partit,ion" means a partition that is subject to

approval by a city or county under a regulat,ion or ordinance
adopted pursuant to OF*S 92.046, and that, does not ínclude the
creat,ion of a road or street,.

I'Partltlon land" means to divide an area or tract of land
lnto two or three parcels wLthÍn a calendar year when such
area or tract, of land exists as a unit, or contiguous units of
land under sJ.ngle ownershlp at the beglnning of such year.
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"Partition land" does not, include divisions of land resulting
from lien foreclosures; divisions of land resuLtj.ng from 'the
creation of cemetery lots, and divisions of land made pursuant,
to a court order, Íncluding but not, limited to court, orders
involving testate or intestate successÍon; and "part,itíon land"
does not include any adjustment of a lot. line by the relocaÈion
of a common boundary where an additional parcel is not
created and where the existing parcel reduced in size by the
adjustment fs not reduced below the minimum lot size established
by provlsions of this part.

PEDESTRIAN V{AY. PedestrÍan way means a right-of-way for
pedestrÍan traffic.

PERSON. A person means a natural person, firm, partnership,
assocÍation, social or fraternal organization, corporat,ion,
trust, est,ate, receiver, slmdicate, branch of government, or
any group or combLnation actlng as a unlt.

PRIMARY COIüDO¡ILINIUM LCIT - A large lot, usually held in common
ownership by condominium owners, and containing secondary
condominium lots.

PRINCIPAL BUILDING OR USE. T'he main or pri-mary purpose for
which a structure, or land, or use thereof ls deslgned,
arrangedr or intendedr or for which it, may be occupied or
maintaíned under this ordinance.

PROFESSIONS. l"lembers of professions, to consi-st, of doctors,
dentists, accou¡?t,ants, arcbltects, artj-sts, attorneys, authors,
regÍstered engineers, city planners, and otfiers who are so
recognized by virtue of thelr unusual experience or education.

PUBLIC HEARING. Hearing held by the City Planning Commissj.on
or the City Council.

PUBLIC UTILISí FACILITIES - Structures or uses necessary to
provide the publÍc with water, se$/er, 9âs, teteptrone or other
similar services.

REI,IGIOUS INSTITTITIONS. ChurcheS And
including Sunday School buildings and
the above.

RESIÐEI*IIAL OCCUPANCY. Any building
whÍch steepíng accommodatlons and/or
accommodat,Íons are provided.

other places of worshiP,
buildings accessory to

or part of a buildíng ín
otJrer housekeeping
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RESTDE¡ÛTIAL srRUcruRE. Any buil-ding or part of a buildÍng
constructed. with/or as sleeping accommodations for a person
or group of persons. other housekeeping accommodations may
also be provided.

RESTRrcfr\Æ covErüANT - A legarly binding limitation on the
manner in whích a tract of land or rot can be used, usuarly
a condition placed on the deed.

RETArr.,. sare to the urtimate consumer for consumption and
not for resale.

RETATNTNG WALL. stone, concrete, or steel structure to retain
or restrain earth or rock. Any wall over 42 inches in ehight
shalI requíre a bulldlng permlt,.

scHooL; ET,EMENTARY, HIGH, AIüD PAROCHTAL. An institution of
learning whj.ch offers instruct,Íon ín tl¡e several branches of
learning and study required to be taught in the publj.c schoors
of Èhe state of oregon. Hlgh schools include both junior and
senior high schools.

RIGHT-OF-I^¡AY. Right-of-way means the area between boundary
lines of a street or other easement,.

ROADI^IA'Y. Roadway means the portion or portÍons of street
right-of-way developed for vehicular trafflc,

sEco¡IDARY co¡{DoMrNruM Lor - A small individually-owned rot,
usualry encompassing the perimeter of a dwelling unit and
located inside the prÍmary condominium lot.

SETBACK - fhe minímum horizontal distance between the public
street, rlght-of-way or side and rear property. rines to the
front, side and rear lines of a building or structure located
on a }ot.

srDEwA'LK. sidewalk means a pedestrian walla,vay with permanent
surfacÍng.

srGHT DrsrANcE. The dlstance along whÍch a person can see
approaching object,s, such as automobiles or pedestrian at a
street intersectÍon or from a driveway along a streel.

STNGLE FAMTLY DWEr.LrNc. A single dwelring unit detached or
separate from other dwelling units, A dwelling unit not having
common walls with another dwelling unit.

sKrRTrNc. A covering that, tot,ally obscures the undercarriage
of a mobile residential unit extending from the top of the
undercarriage to the ground.
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srGNs. "sign" means an identificat,ion, description, írlustra-'tlon, or device which is affixed to, or represented directly,or indirectly upon a building, st,ructure, or Iand, and wliich
directs attention to a product, place, act.i-vity, person, insti-tut,lon, or business. Each display surface of ã ,ign sha1l beconsidered to be a sj-gn.

sroRY. rhat portÍon of building included between the uppersurface of any floor and the upper surface of the floor next
above it; or if there be no floor above it, then the space
between such floor and the ceiling next above it. Any portion
of a story exceeding 14 feet ín height shalr be consideredas an additional story for each L4 feet or fraction thereof.
STORY, HAtF, A story under a gable, hip, or gambrel roof,the wall prates of which, on at, least two exterior walrs, arenot more Èhan three feet above the froor of such story.
sTREEr. A public or private way that is created to provide
ingress or egress for persons to one or more lots, parcels,
areas or tracts of land, excluding a private \^¡ay that is createdto provide fngress or egress to such land in conjunction
with tåe use of such land for forestry, mining or agrlcurtural
purPoses.
Arterial means a street which is used primarily for through
traffic or which, but its locat,r-on, will líke1y be needed
for such use in the normal growth of the county.
collect,or means a street supplement,ary Lo the arteriar street
system used Èo some extent for through traffic and to some
extent, for access to abuttíng properties.
Local street,. A street which is prÍmariry intended for di-rect
access to abutting properties.
cul-de-sac (dead-end streeÈ) means a short street having one
end open to traffic and belng terminated by a turnaround.
Half street means a portÍon of the width of a'street, usually
arong the edge of a subdivision where the remaining portion
of the street has been or could later be provided in another
subdivis ion.
Marginal access street (fronËage road) means a minor street
parallel and adjacent to a major arterial street provÍding access
to abut,ting propertÍes, but protected from through traffic.
STREET PLUG. street prug means a narro\^r strip of rand located
between a subdÍvisj.on and other property, not dedícated topublic use, but conveyed to the city for the purpose of gÍving
the city cont,rol over development of the adjacent property.
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STRITCTURE. Anything constructed or erected, tlre use of which
requires location on the ground, or attached to something
havíng a permanent, location on the ground, but, not including
fences up to 42 Lnches in hêight, tents, vehicles, or poles
and appurtenances thereto used for the provísÍon of public
utilit,ies.

STRUCTURAL ALIERATIONS. Any change in ttre supporting members
of a buÍIding, such as bearing walls, columns, beams¡ or girders.

TEIjIPORARY. Less than 12 months.

TRADE OR BUSINESS SCHOOL. Any school or institution operaLed
for proflt tfiat, ls not lncluded ln the deflnltions of an
educatlonal lnstitution or school.

SUBDIVISION. The split,tlng of a single tract, of 1and into four
or more parcels.

SUBDIVISION II4PRO\Æ¡4ENTS. Construction of f acilities such as
streets, '',rrater, se\¡¡er, gas and telephone lines and other con-
struction related to draÍnãgê, landscapÍng, and beautífication.

TRI-PLEX. A building'óontaining three dwellíng units.

USE. The purpose for which land or a structure j-s designed,
arranged t oÍ intended, or for which it is occupied or maintained.

USE BY RIGHT. A use whfch ls listed as a permitted use, p€f,-
mitted pri.ncipal use and,/or use by right in any given planning
designat,ion area in this Part. These uses are not, required
to show need for their location, except as provided herein.

WAREHOUSING. fhe depositing or securing of goods, vrares, and
merchandise ín a warehouse.

IIARD. A yard is an existing or required open space on the
sarne lot with a principal building, open, unoccupied, and
unobstructed from the ground to the sky, except as otherwise
provided herein.

Front, Yard. A yard extendingi across the fuI1 u¡idth of the
lot beÈween the front lot Llne and the nearest line or point
of the building.

Rear Yard. A yard, unoccupÍed, except by a buildíng or structure
of an accessory tlæe as herein provlded for, extending the
fuII width of the lot between the rear lot line and the
extreme rear lj.ne of a buÍlding.
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såde Yard. ft¡e yard along the side line of a rot and extending
from the setback lÍne to the rear yard.

I.O3 COMPLI.ANCE VüITH STATE IJ\W A}üD THIS PART.

No person may subdivide, partition or use land or construcÈ,
reconstruct, alter or occupy a structure or part of a structure
except, in accordance wlth oRS Chapter 92 (elats and subdj.visions)
ORS Chapter 227 (City planning and zoning) and the provisions
of this:pêrt,

1.04 INTERPRETATION

The right, of final interpretatíon of the text of this
Part as it, may apply to any exístlng or proposed use of
Iand in the City is reserved by the Clty Council except
as herein provided"

lûrere the conditlons imposed by any provis ions of this
ordinance are less restrictive than comparable condit,ions
imposed by any other provÍsfons of tÌ¡is ordinance or of any
otÏ¡er ordlnance, resolution, or regulation, the provisions
which are more restrictfve shall govern.

1.05 IÀTIERPRETATION OF STMIIJ\R I,AND USE

rn the case where an ínterpreÈat,ion is required as to the
applicability of the provisions of thÍs part, to a proposed
land use which Ís not specÍfically listed or otherv¿ise clearly
indicated in thÍs Part, a person may submit a written request
for an interpretation to the Planning Department. ftre request
shall be submitted with a fee pursuant to Chapter l. Section 5.00
and at minlmum include lnformat,Íon on the followíng character-
ist,ics of the proposed use:
- Description of the activÍty to be conducted on the site.
- Noise and odor characteristics.
- Description of material or product storage requirements.
- Amount, and type of trafflc to be generated..
- Ðescription of the structures required.

The PlannÍng Ðepartment, witl provide the applicant a response
within thirty (3O) days of the date of the request,. T'he
decisÍon of tÏ¡e Pranning Department may be appealed to the
City Council withín thirty (30) days of said decisíon.

]..06 SEVERABTLITT

fhe provÍslons of this ordinance are severable. If any section,
sentence, crauser or phrase of thís ordinance is adjudged by a
court of com¡retent, jurísdiction to be invarid, the decision
shall not affect the varfdJ.ty of tÏ¡e remainl-ng portions of
this ordinance.

A.

B.

I ¿:--'"



1.07 REPEAL

Concurrent, with the effective t,ime and date of this ordinance,
all preexÍst,ing ordinances or portions thereof in conflíct or
inconsistent herewith be, and the same are, hereby repealed,
and shall har¡e no force and effect, after the effect,íve time
and date of t}¡is ordínance.

I. 08 EFFECTI\¡E DA1E

fhis ordinance
31st day from
mayor.

passed by

2.OO ENFORCEMENT

2.OI PEbTALTY

3. OO AMENDMEI\ilTS

3.01 INTTIATION OF AI\,IENDMENTS

shall become and be effective on and after the
its passage by the councíI and approval by the

A.

the Council and approved by tåe Mayor

Any person, firm, or corporation vlolating any regulatÍon
of tÏ¡is Part, or of any supplement, or amendment adopted
pursuant, hereto shall be gnrilty of a misdemeanor and,
upon conviction thereof, shall be subject to a fine of not
more than $100.00, or Ímprisonment, for not, more than t0
daysr or both. Each and every day durÍng which the.
vioratlon cont,inues shalL þe considered a separate offense.

In case a building or other structure is, or is proposed
t,o be located, constructed, maintained, repaired, altered,
or used ln violation of thl-s ordinance, the bullding or
land in violati.on shall constitute a nuisance; and the
ciÈy Rãy, as an alternative Èo other remedíes that, are
legally available for enforcing this ordi.nance, inst,itute
i-njunctÍon mandamus, abatement,, or other appropriate
proceedings to prevent, enjoin temporarily or permanently,
abate, or remove the unlawful location, construction,
maíntenance, repaj.r, alteration, or use.

B.

An Amendment, to the text, of this Part may be initíated by the
clty Council, Planning Commission, Planning Directorr ãr! o$¡rrer
of property withj-n the City or his authorÍzed representat,Íve.
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3 . 02 AMEIqDMETflT PROCEDURE

' A. Applicat,Íon. An application for an amendment to the text
' ol- ttris part sha1l be on forms provided by the Planning ,)

Department and shall be accompanied by an amendment

fee pursùanÈ to Chapter l, Seetion 5'00

B. Publùc Notice. Public not'ice shall be given pursuant' to
chapter 1, SectÍon 7.OO for publÍc hearings before the
Planning Commission and City Council'

C. planning Commission Review. The Planning Commission shal1
conduct, a public hearing on the proposed amendment and
provide a report and recommendation to the City Council.

D. City councj.l Review. upon receipt of a report and recom-
mendat,ion from t¡e Planning CommlssÍon, the City Council shall
conduct a Public hearing

3. 03 REQUIRED F'Iì{DTNGS

In order to grant, an amendment Lo the text of this Part, the
CÍtY CouncíI shall find that:

(1) lfhe proposed amendment, is ín conformance to map and text
port,Íons of the Comprehensive PIan not being considered 

r

for amendment

(2) Trhe granting of the amendment is in the public interest'

(3) Tllre pubJ.f.c interest is best, served by granting the
amendment at this time.

(4) The factors in oRS 215.055 were consciously considered'
fhese factors ínclude the varÍous characteristics of
the areas in tf¡e city; the suitabíIity of the various
areas for particular land uses and improvements; the
land uses and improvements j.n the areas,.trends in land
improvement; deniity of development; property values; the
needs of economic enterprises in the future development
of Èhe area;. transportat,ion access i natural resources
and tJre public need for healthfut, safe and aesthetic
surroundings and condltions'

4.00 PLAN COMPLIANCE 'BEVIEF PROCESS

4.01 CERTTFICATE OF PI,AN COMPLIANCE REQUIRED

jv



A. Actions Covered - Except as excluded by this sect,ion,
no person shall develop or cause development to occur
in the city unless a Certificate of PIan Compliance has
been Íssued by the Planníng Director certifying confor-
mance of 'the proposed act,ion or use with the Comprehensive
PIan and it,s implementing ordÍnances. nhe Building
official shall not, permit the construcÈÍon, reconstructíon,
alteration of a structure or part of a structure for which
a CertÍfÍcate of PIan Compliance has not been issued.

Unlawful Developments - A Certifícate of Plan Compliance may
not be issued by the Plannlng Dfrector for the improvement
or use of land that has been previously divided or olher-
wise developed in violation of this Part, regardless of
whether tÌ¡e applÍcant, created the violation, unless the
violatÍon can be rectified as a part of the action being
proposed.

Exempted Land Use Act,lvlties - The developments and actÍvities
listed below do not require a Cert,ificate of Plan
Comp1J.ance.

(I) Landscapfng or other treatment or use of the land
surface not, Ínvolving a structure.

A change internal to a building or other structure
that does not, substantÍalIy affect tÏ¡e use of the
st,ructure or a sign that Ís accessory to a st,ructure
or use and tt¡at does not require a building permit.

(3) An emergency measure necessary for the safety or
protection of property.

(4) Erect,Íon of a tent, or símilar portable structure
temporarÍly.

(5) Farming or gardening.

(6) nhe propagation or manaçtement of timber or the cutting
of Èímber for other purposes such as erosion control
or personal use.

(7) ån alteration that does not substant,ially affect the
use or appearance of land or a structure.

B.

c.

(2)

(8) C1earÍng of land.
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Exempted Development Except Ín Flood Plains - The following
land use activÍties do not require a Certificate of PIan
Compliance exce-pt when they lie wÍt'hin the Flood Plain
DistrLct as deflned by the provlsions of Chapt'er
Section

(1) fhe establishment, construct,ion or termination of a
publlc facility that, dlrectly serves development author-
ized. for an area including such facilities as a private
or public street, se\,\rer, water line, electrical po\¡/er or
gas distribution line, or telephone or television
cable system.

(2) Installat,ion or construction of an accessory structure
that does not require a building permit.

(3) Excavation or filling of land.

(4) Storage on the land.

Compliance of Exempted Ðevelopment With Other Provisions
Development,s and actÍvitÍes exempted from the requirement' of
a CertÍficate of PIan Compliance must comply with all other
applicable provisions of tÏ¡is Part.

4.02 COORDI¡IATION OF PLAN COMPLTANCE REVTEI¡I PROCEÐURE

The Planning Director shall be responsible for the coordination
of ÈÏre iancè applicat.ion and decisj-on-
making procedure oand sba+L*issu-e-¿-€eæ+++:Leate-crffi1'arr*e om¡rTl'ance- -

jo--an-¿p¡r].-iaar:t- v*¡ose applica-Èion and proposed land use act,ion
is-llTl- compltance with the provisions of this Part.

4. 03 PRE-APPT.TCATION CONFERENCE

The applicant or the applicant's authorized representative shall
request, the Planning Dlrector to arrange a preapplication confer-
ence. The purpose of the conference shall be to acquaint' the
applicant with the information and procedural. requirements of
this part; provide for an exchange of information regarding the
applÍcable policíes, goals and standards of the Comprehensive
P1ani arrange tectrnical and design assistance to aid the applicant
in meetíng applicat,ion information requirements; and identify
opportunities and constraints for the proposed land use action-

4.O4 CERTIFICåTE OF PI.AN COMPLTANCE APPLICATION

Form of Applicatlon - An application for a Certificate of
Plan Compliance requÍred by this Part shall be made on forn )
prescribed and provided by the Cit'y-

D.

A.
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B. Application Information Requirements - In order to determine
the compliance of proposed land use act,ions with the Compre-
hensíve Plan and provisions of this Part, an application
for a CertifÍcate of PIan Compliance requi-red by this Part
shaIl consisÈ of the followÍng informatíon and materials:

(I) A completed applicat,ion form specifying the type of
land use act,ion ProPosed.

(2) One copy of an Existing CondÍtfons Inventory in the
form of a tax map and supplementary materials contain-
ing the information listed in Table 4.O4 below.

(3) NÍne (9) coples of the Proposed Development Plan/Ytat
and supplementary informat,ion specified in Table 4.04
below.

SubmissÍon of Application For Certificate of Plan Compliance
App1icat,íon materials shall be submitted to the Planning
Director who shall record the date of submission on each
copy of the materLals submltted. VliÈhin one week of the
date of submission, the Planning Director shall determine
whether the applÍcation Ís complete. If the application
is found to be incomplete, the Planning Director shall
lmmediately notify the applicant, of the deficiencies. The
apPlicant may resubmit the applÍcat,ion when the deficiencies
have been addressed. If the applícation Ís complete, the
Planning Director shall accept iLt note the date of acceP-
tance on each copy of the materials submitted and set a
date for the required review before the Planning Commission,
Design Review Board or City Council.

Scheduling of'Required Reviewå'- The Planning Director shall
schedule required reviews before tf¡e Planning Commission,
City Council or Design Review Board for the date of the
first, available meet,ing of the review body following the
thirtieth day from the date of acceptance of the application.

Transmittal to Referral Agencies- Upon a""ept.rr." of the
application, the Plannlng Director shall transmit appropri-
ate applicat,ion materíals to referral agencies .for review
and comment. If the referral agency does not comment within
(10) days, unless an extenslon of up to (10) days is requested
by the agency and granted by the Planning Director, the
referral agency is presumed to have no comment.

c.

D.

E.
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4. os nbcrsro¡¡

A. Public Hearing - When a public hearing is required for the
types of proposed land use actions specifÍed Ín this ParÈ,
not,ice shall be given pursuant to Chapter 1, SectÍon 7.OO
of this Part,

B. Presentation of Findings - At, the public hearing or
meeting of the review body, the staff, the applicant and
interested persons may present, informat,ion relevant to the
crÍtería and standards specified under this part for
each proposed land use action, giving reasons why the pro-
posed action should or should not, be approved or proposing
modifications and giving the reasons for the modifícat,ions.

Review Body Decision - After a consideratÍon of all fÍndings
presented at the hearlng or meet,lng; consistent, to the
powers and responsibilities specifÍed for each review body
and according to the procedures prescribed by thís Part, for
each proposed land use actlon, the Plannfng Commi-ssÍon,
Ðesign Review Board or City Council shall make a decision
on the application. In making theír decision, the
Planning Commission, Design Review Board or City Council
shall make reference to the applicable criteria and
standards'of the Comprehensive Plan for each type of
proposed land use actíon and shall give reasons why they ha'
determined the proposal does or does not meet them.

Notice of Decislon - Withín a week following a decisíon
by the Planning Commission, CÍty CouncÍl or Design Review
Board, the Planning ÐÍrector shall give written not,ice of
the decision to the applicant. fhe notice of decision
shaIl incl-ude the decision; the date of the decisÍon, fíndings
made support,J-ng the decision, further required reviews (if
any) and conditlons placed on the decision to he met prior
to the issuance of a development permit.

Issuance of a Cert,ífÍcate of Plan Compllance

(1) The Planning Director shall issue a Certificate of
Plan Compliance upon makj.ng the followj-ng findings:

a. Approvals by the Cíty Council, Planning Commission,
or Design Review Board requÍred by this Part,
have been made.

c.

D.

E.
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b. Condit.ions placed upon approvals granted by the
Clty Councll, Planning Commlssion, or Design
Review Board have been met or assurances have

) been obtained tl¡at they wl1l be met.
c. lhe proposed rand use action otherlllse conforms:, ,ts.,the requirement,s of. the Comprehensive plan,

(2) The Pranning Ðirector sharl deny the application for
a certlficaLe of Plan comprÍance lf the findlngs Ín
subsect,ion (l) cannot be made.

(3) Appeal and RevLew - An appear or revlew of the decisi-on
on t*re i.ssuance of a.certifícate of plan compliance
may be made pursuanË to Chapter I, Seet,ion 6.00 of this
Part.

1Q.
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TABLE 4p4

REQUTRED CERTTFT.CATE OF PI,AN COMPLTANCE
APPLICATION TNFORMATTON BY TYPE

OF PROPOSED ACTION

REFERENCE NUMBER

7

TYPE OF INFORMATION/
PI,AN ELEMENT

Reference Numbers
Proposed Action Used in

IYPE OF
APPLICATTON
(See Index

By Tlpe of
the Table Below

TYPE OF FROPOSED .ACTION

Annexation
PIan Map Amendment
Vari.ance
Condit,ional Use
Minor Partítion
Subdivis ion,/f lanned Unit
Development
Design Review

INFORMATION ITEM

A tax map wíth scale (1"= 100, or
I"= 200') north point, date and
legend showing property within
300 feet,.
A current preli-minary title
report or lot book search.
A vicinÍty map showÍng propert,íes
within one-ha1f mile of the
subject property.
Name, address qf record owner or
o\^rners and the person who prepared
existing condj-tions informatj.on.

A list of tax lots, owners and
their addresses for properties
within 300 feet of tÏ¡e subject
property.

Indicate the relatÍonship of
subject property to City L5.mit,s,
Immediate Growth Boundary and'
Urban Growth Boundary on maps.

I
2

3

4
5
6

EXTSTING CONDITTONS
ITT\IE}üTORY
General Information

Citizen and Agency
Involvement,

Growth Management, L-7

*I z-.t



q

T:TPE OF INFORMATION,/ T:IPE OF

tand Use 1-7
r-7

L-7

L-7

l.-7

Environmental
Resources
Natural Resources
and Hazards

4-7

2-7

2-7

Acreage of Property
City and Count! comprehensive
PIan DesignatÍon
Comprehensive Plan Maximum
Allowable density (ÐU/gross acre)
Existing lànd use lncluding naturç,
approximate sj-zes and location of
existíng st,ructures for subject
property ahd adjacent properties
within 300 feet.
Easement,s - i.ndicate locat,ion
purpose, dimensions and ownership

Topography map of subject property
overlayed on tax map witfi 5 foot
contour intervals related to an
established bench mark.
SCS Soil Information - Ind.icate
on tax map the following:
1) A.reas with severe soil limita-

tions for building sites, roads
and st,reet,s, and the nature
of the limitation includÍng
weak foundation, excessive slope,
slide hazards, etc. (SCS general
rnêp, Table 2)

2) Areas with adverse soil
characteris.t,ics lncluding rapid
runoff, high erosion hazard
and poor natural drainage,
(sCS general map and table 1)

3) .A,grícultura'1 capability class
(see Part, 1, figure V-3)

Flood PlaÍns - Indi-cate all 100
year flood plain and flood way
lines on tax,/topo map. (uS CorPs
of Engineers map)
Natural Drainage - Indicate location
of streams, wetlands, ponds springs an(
drainage pat,terns.

zl
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Þrnrl,rorwent,al'
.QuaIity

Recreat,ional
Resources

Transportation

TYPE OF INFORMATION/ IPYPE OF
E

2-7

2-7

Signíficant, vegetation- índicate 
igeneral location size and species '

of trees on Eax/Eopo map.
Distinct.ive natural areas indicate
views, Ìristoríc sites, rock out-
croppings, etc. (See Part IrV-
Sun and wind exposures - indicate
general orientatfon on tax map.
Air, hlater, Land Pollutíoni Noise
Sources indicate the location
of exist,lng uses producing signi-
f ícant leve1s of air, \rater, , land
or noise polIut,ion.
Existlng FacilÍties lndicate the
locatfon, size and distance to
nearest, park and open spaces on tax
map.
Street LocaÈlons and Dlmensions
indicate location centerline location,
pavement and right of way widths for
all streets, al1eys and rights of
way within 300 feet of subject
properfy on tax map.
TraffÍc Volumes indicate existi- ì

volumes for all streets on and
within 300 feet of subject property.
Access point,s indÍcate access
point,s to subject property and
adjacent, property within 300 feet
on tax map.
Street ConditÍon - índícate general
condÍtlon of streets wÍthÍn 300
feet of subject property on tax
map.
Street Capit,a1 Improvements
índicate any cotnmitted street
improvement projects within 300
feet and projected completÍon date
(if known)
PublÍc transit. - indicate routes
and stops within 300 feet of
subject property.
Bikeways/eathways -indícate location
and dest,ination of existing routes
within 300 feet on tax map. 

)

3-7

3-7

L-7

L-7

2-7

3:7

3-7

3-7

3-7

l1 -L'¿-'



,TYPE OF INÍ'ORMATION/
PI.A

Community Facllitj.es
and Services
I¡Iater

Sewer

Drainage

Frívate
Ut,Ílities

Power
Gas
Telephone

Schools

r:PE OF
APPLICÃTÏ,ON

L-7

L-7

L-7

L-7

L-7

t-7

3-7

3-7

3-7

3-7

3-7

TNFORMATTON ITEM

ExístÍng Facilities indicate
locations and sizes of and distances
to all !,tater mains in area of
subject property on tax map.
Exist.ing Service indicate service
levels, capacity, pressure and
fire flow characteristics of water
mains avaÍlabIe to the subject
property
Planned Improvements indicate the
slzes and location of any planned
capÍtal Ímprovements
Exist,ing FacÍlities indlcate
locat,Íon, size, and dístances to
the nearest, connection on tax/topo
maP.
ExÍsting Service - describe whetlter
or not gravity flow, caPacity and
condÍtion of lines available to
property.
Planned Improvements indLcate
sízes and locatÍon of any Planned
capital improvements.
ExÍsting FacilÍt,ies indícate
locat,ion, size and distances to all
drainage faciliÈies or natural
drainageway on tax/toPo map.
Existing Service - describe capacity
and condítion of on-site and
downstream draínage courses and
facilities.
Runoff Analyses' indÍcate SCS soil
permeability ratings.
Planned Improvements indícate sizes
and locations o.f any planned capital
improvements.
ExÍsting facilities and Services
Describe response from utilit'Y
companies concerning the availabÍlit'y
of services to proPosed site.

Exist,ing facílities and Servíces
indicate location, type, enrollment,
capacity and distance to nearest
schools.

3-7
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General
Informat,

tl,aen
ågency

: ¡1¡J,.

and
fmvoLvement,

TTTE OF TNFoRTqTION/ NÊE OF

*-z
ìlr
È.:

lF.

Planned Imþrovements.-- deacribe an,,
planned capital improvements. l

A plat or plan map outlinl_ng the
subject property which depicts the
proposed land use or change on
development including propertj.es
within 300 feet, wj-th scale (appropriat
to project, sLze), north poÍnt, date,
name, address and phone number of
o$/ners and person preparing the
plan/pl-at,.
Name of development - Indicate
name of proposed development on
planr/p1at.
A vÍcinÍty map outlining the subject
property showing property wíthÍn
one-half mile.

Result,s of any preliminary contact
with affected or involved citizens
or agencies includj_ng the Sheit¡ood
Cit,izens Planning Advisory Commit !:
(SCPAC), Tualatin Fire District,
Public and Private Ut,flity Agencies,
etc.
(Xote: fhe City will give affected
citizens and agencies the opportunity
for review and comment pursuant to
Part 2 Sectåon II B, C of the
Sherwood Compriehensive Plan follow-
ing completi-on of applÍcat,ion

í-t

GrowÈh
Management

Land Use

J--7

r-7

L-7

516

Indicate the relatiönship of
subject property to the CÍty
Immediate Growth Boundary and

the
LimÍts,
Urban

ExistÍng lots indicaÈe existing
lot lines and dimensions on plan/p1at
map.
Proposed lots indicate proposed
lots with lot, lines, dímensions,
average and minimum lot, sfzes, block
and 1ot, numbers on plan/plat, map.

2Y, -r{



TWE OF TNFoRMATTON/ TYPE OF

E

Environmental
Resource
Natural Resources
and Hazards

5,6,7

5r'6, 7

617

Setbacks indicate all setbacks
as requfred by the City.
Buildaþle Acres indicate net build-
able acres (gross acres mínus land
devoted to publíc facÍlities and
land unbuildable due to naÈural
features. )
Proposed Land Use - Indicate the
locat,ion of all proposed land
use. Show relationship to exist,ing
land use to be retained. Provide
tables showing t,ota1 acres, dwelling
uniÈs, floor area percentage disLri-
bution of tot,al site acreage by use
(commercial, industrial, residential,
public facÍli-ties, parkÍng; park open
space and landscaped areas.) Percen-
tage dwelling unit distribut,íon by
dweI1íng type (single family,/mu1ti-
family; owner/renter; structure
desígn)
Locat,ion of structures indicate
general location and dimensions of
proposed structures on the p1an,/plat,.
Proposed Easements indicaÈe loca-
tions, purposes, wídths of ProPosed

tso

Topography - ProvÍd,e 2 f,oaE contours
by registered surveyor on plan/pIat.
Location and species of all trees
four (4) incT¡es or more on PIan,/
plat,. Describe how ProPosal will
preserve to maximum extent.
Landscaping Plan indicate exist,ing
trees to be retained,/removed; loca-
t,ion and desígn of landscaPlng/
screening including varieties and
sizes of plants/trees and other
features; and Ïrow these are to be
maintained.
St,reams, Ponds, Wetlands - indicate
location and how ProPosal will
protect resources from environmental
degradetion.

4-7
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nrPE oF ïNFORMATION/ IYPE OF

51 6,7
ORMA

Natural Hazards - If landslide,
erosion, flood, weak foundatíon r -.i1.
hazards exist, as determined in ,l

existing condit,ions inventory, a soils
analysis by a registered Soils
Engineer or Geologist and a descrip-
t,ion of how proposal protect,s agaínst
each hazard ls required.
Significant natural areas - Indicate
how areas are protected by develop-
ment proposal.
Energy Conservation - indicate
relatlonship of site desj.gn to sun
and wind.exposure.
Provide certifÍcation by a registered
engfneer that, pursuant, to Part, 3,
Sectíon , the proposed use can
meet or exceed City environmental
performance standa:sds.
Describe how proposal meet,s park
and open space needs as defined
by the Standards and General Plan
llap in Part 2 SectÍon V (E) .
Indicate existing and proposed
park and open space areas for ac'l Ìe
or passive recreatÍonal use on
pIant,/pIan.
Proposed facÍIítíes - províde a
general eirculat,íon plan indicating
the locat,ion, widths and direction
of exÍst,ing and proposed streets,
bícycle and pedestrlan r^tays and
translt routes .and facilities.
Show how the proposed, circulat,ion
plan conforms to the Transportation
Network Plan Map and bicycle and
pedestrian way plan.
Indicate estimated curve and curb
radii and typical street cross
sect,Íons.
Emergency access Indicate adequate
emergency access.
Lot, Access - Show the location and
size of accessesi sight dj-stances base,
on topography, fixed objects on
collectors or arterials 

)

Environmental
Quality

Recreat,ional
Resources

Transportat,ion

3-7

516,7

4-7

4-7

5, 6, 7

5, 6, 7

5, 6, 7

51617

516,7

ei$Ç,



TVPE OF INFORMABTON/ TYPE OF
NT

3-7

5, 6, 7

516t7

516,7

Community
Facilities and
Services

Water 5, 6, 7

Sewer 5,617

Drainage 5,617

Future right of ways - Indicate
distances from property lines to
street center line and pavement
consistent, with .future City right
of way requÍrement,s.
TraffÍc Volumes - Indicate exísting
and future traffic volumes to be
generated by the development (see
IïE Standards).
Street, Profiles
and indicate cuts
roads with grades
on plat/plan.
Parking indicate Èhe locatÍon
number and size of off street
parking spaces and loading and
manuevering areas, consistent with
City policy.

Proposed Facilities - Indicate the
Iocat,Íon and size of the proposed
water distribution system and fíre
hydrants consistent with the
water service p1an.
Proposed Facillt,ies - Indicate the
location and size of the proposed
sevrage collect,ion system consistant,
with the Sewer Service Plan.
Proposed Facilities - Indicate the
proposed runoff control and conveyance
system consistant with Lhe drainage
management Plan.

Light,ing Plan - indicaÈe location,
heíght, and sizes of structures and
their connection points to power lines
Proposed FacÍlities índicate
provision for service

Industrial and Commereial Uses
Índicate number of new jobs to be
created; the ratio of emPloyees
to sÍte acreage, and anticiPated
capital investment.

Provide profíles
and fÍlls for
of L5% ot more

Private
Utilities

Power

Telephone
Gas

Economíc
Development

51617

5, 6' 7

4-7
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1YPE OF INFORMATION/ T:TPE OF

4-7

4-7

Structural Desígn
and Construction
ConsÍderatÍons

ION
Commercial Uses - provide any avail-
able evidence of loca1 market,
strength for the service or produr 

,to be marketed
Resident,ial Uses - provide any
evidence of local market strength
for type of housing proposed (i.e.
vacancy rates, affect on multiple
family/sÍng1e famÍIy, and owner,/
renter ratíos.)
Proposed Structures - provide archetec-
tural sketches and elevations of
all proposed structures as Èhey will
appear upon completíon of construc-
tion
Construction Materials - provide
a description of external structural
design Íncluding the use of
materials, textures and colors.
Ðescribe how design will be internally
compatible uses/natural features on
the site and externally compatible
with adjoining uses/natural features.
Energy Conservation - Show the rela-
tÍonship of building orientatíon an¿1

sun and wind exposures. Describe ,'w

structures address energy conservation.
Hazard Protection/Resources Preser-
vation - Show how proposed structures
relate to natural features and
natural hazards.
Signs indicate the locations sizes
and design of proposed si.gns.
So1id $Iaste Storage indicate the
location and design of storage
facilitíes.
Privacy - Ðescribe how the proposal
protects privacy.
Consti:uct,ion Measures - describe how
erosion, siltation and noÍse will be
controlled during construction.
Fencing and Screening indicate the
locatÍon, si-ze and design of
screening Íncludíng fencing, berms,
and waI1s.

lz.{x



5.OO FEE

5.01 FEE SCIIEDUI,E

Except when the action is initiated by the Planning Director,
the Planning Commj.ssion or Clty Councll, for whÍch action there
shall be no fee, the followlng fees shall be paid to the Ctty
upon the filing of an appli-cat,íon for the indÍcated act,ion:

ACTION FEE

A. Amendment, t,o Planning DÍstrÍct St,andards $200.00
B. CondlÈional Use 100.00
C. Variance 100.00
Ð. Minor Land Part,itÍon 100.00
E. Subdivision 300.00
F. Planned UniÈ Ðevelopment 300.00
G. Design Review

(1) Based on project value as determined for
building permit purposes usÍng the following
t,able:

PROJECT VALUE FEE
Iess than ç49,999 S 50.00
$50,000 to $99,999 100.00
S100,000 to S999,999 150.00
over $1,000,000 200.00

(2) Slgn (Requiring Design Review) 40.00
Appeal 50.00
Mobile Home Installation Permit As Required by State

AdmÍnfstratÍve Rule
Interpretat,ion of Similar Use 30.00

5.A2 !.IAIVER OR REDUCTION OF FEES

TLre Planning Commission ol City Council may reduce or waive
the fees prescribed by this Section upon a showing of just'
cause by the appllcant,.

6.OO APPEAL AND REVIE$I

6.OI CTNT COUNCIL REVIEW

The decision of the Planning Direct,or, the Design Review Board,
or Planning Commission shai-l be final unless a pet,it,ion for
review from an aggrÍeved party ls fl1ed Ín the office of the
City Recorder not more tJran 15 days from the daÈe of such
decision. lkre Council on lts own motion, may order review of
any such decj-slon not more than 15 days from the date of such
decislon.

H.
I.

J.
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6.42 CO}iITEMTS OF PETIfTON FOR REVIEIV

Every pet,itfon for review shall Ínclude:

A. A descript,fon of the original act,ion, the date of the
action, and the adopted fÍndings of the PlannÍng Director,
DesÍgn Review Board, or Planning Commlsslon support,Íng
the act,fon.

B. A, statement of how the petitÍoner Ís aggrieved by the
decis ion.

C. A st,atement of the specific grounds relied upon in
request,ing a review of the decísion.

Ð. A fee pursuant to Chapter 3, Section 5.00.

6.03 REVIEVI CONFINED TO RECORD OF ORIGI¡¡AL ACTION UNI,ESS OTTIERhITSE
REQUESTED.

The revlew of the declslon shall be conflned to the record of
the proceedings before the Planning Dlrector, Design Review
Board or Planning Commission unless .other*¡1se authorized by
the Council prior to a hearing on the petítion. If an
aggrieved party wishes a de novo hearing before the Council,
a pet,ltion requesting such a de irovo hearj.ng must be filed wfth
the petition for review.

6.04 RECORÐ OF TTTE PROCEEDING DEF'INEÐ

For tÏ¡e purposes of review under this part unless a de novo
hearing is granted by the Council, the record of proceedíngs
shall be limited to the following.

A. All materials submit,ted by or relÍed upon by the City staff.

B. fhe findings and act,Íon of the Planning Director, t'he Design
Review Board of Planning Commission

C. Argument by the aggrj.eved parties or their representatives
at, the time of the revi.ew before the Council.

6. 05 RB\FIEW. PARTICIPAMTS

OnIy tÏ¡ose persons or their representat,ives who appeared in
person or submitted wrÍtten Èestimony to the Planning Ðirector
or before t*¡e Deslgn Review Board or Planning Commission, or
the aggrieved parties or thetr represent,ative shall be allowed
to appear before t*¡e Council during the review.
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6.06 ACTION BY TITE COUNCTL

fhe Council may act to affirm, reverse or amend the decj-sion
being reviewed. The Council may remand the matter back to Ëhe
Planning Director, Design Review Board, or Planning CommíssÍon
for the purpose of taking further testimony or for additional
information or findings to be returned to the Counci1. 1'he
action by the Council shal1 be final.

7. OO PUBLIC NOTTCE REQUIREMEIITS

7.01 W}IEN REQUIRED

when the city council, Planning commission, or Design Review
Board is required to hold a public hearing, the notice of the
hearing shall be given pursuant to this sect,ion.

7.42 FORM OF NOTICE

Ne\rrspaper - Not,Íce of a public hearing shall be published
in a newspaper of generar clrculation within the city in
each of tl¡e two calendar weeks preceeding the date of the
hearing.

Posted Notfce - rn the case of a hearing regarding an
amendmenÈ to the text of this part, a written notice of the
proposed anendment, sharl be posted in at reast three (3) con-
spicu.ous rocations wlthln the cÍty not less than ten (ro¡
days prior to the hearing.

Not,ice To Property or*ners - rn the case of act,ions relat,ing
to a specific property or group of properties, notices
shalr be rnailed to owners of arl property within 300 feet
of the exterior boundary of tåe property .subject to the
act.ion as well as to the owners of the subject property
wlthin ten (f0) days of the hearing. For this purpose,
narnes and addresses of the ov/ners as shown on the records
of the County Assessor may be used

7.03 COMTENT OF NOTICE

TLre not,Íce required by thÍs sect,ion shal1 include the date,
time, and place of the public hearing,- a description of the
properties which are the subject of the hearíng and a general
statement of the actÍon to be consídered.

A.

B.

c.
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8.OO Manufactured HousÍng Subdivislon Supplementary Regulations

8.01 General Provielons

A. r Intent - It ls the lntent of thle article to provlde manufactured
äs-1rrg owners wlth an alternatlve to renting epace in a manufactured
housing park, and þrovide an opportunity for smaller groupings of
manufactured houses in areas where avaflable land does not permit
park developments of an adequate slze to be financlally feasible.
It iB the further .lntent of thle article to eetablleh areas wlthln
the Clty for permenent lnstalLatlons of nanufactured houelng ln
subdfvisions, whLch are prlmarfly for resident or^ners, and to establish
certain deslgn f.eatures enabllng manufactured houslng to blend with
conventlonal houblng.

B, 9ompllance Required - No land wlthln the Clty of Sherwood ehall be
developed for use as a Manufactured Houefng Subdivieion end no plan
for such a subdiviston shall be ftled or recorded untl1 eubmitted
to and approved by the Planning Conrnieslon.

C. Mlnlmum Standardsffi
Subdivision must

- The requlremente and etandarde eet forth in
the minfmum onea to whlch a Manufactured Houslng
conform before approval of the Planning Conrnl-esion.

D. Conformity to the Comprehenslve Plan - The Manufactured Housing
Subdivislon development ehall conform to and be 1n harmony with
the City of Sherwood Comprehenalve Plan of that portion of the
City wlthin which the development ls located.

8.02 Ðesfgn Standards - Except ae otherfflee provided, the foLlowlng etandarde
and requirements shal1 govern the development of a Manufactured Housing
Subdlvieion 1n ên area ln whlch it is permltted:

Minfmum Slte Area
Ms1ngSubdivistonsha11notbe]-essthanfive(5)
acrea of contiguoue land, unless the Planning Commieslon flnds
that e particular parcel of less that five (5) acres ls euitable
for a Manufactured Houelng Subdlvielon by virtue of its unlque
character, topography, landscape features, or by virtüe of its.
qualifylng as a speclal problem ârea.

B. Minlmum Lot Slze. and Dimenslons
Mlnlnum lot slzee, widths, lengtha, and maxlmum lot coverage ehall
conform to the standarde of the plannÍng deelgnatlon area 1n which
the manufactured home subdlvlslon ls to be located.

Mlnimum Floor Area

A.

Mlnlmum floor areas ehall
designatlon area 1n whlch
be located.

conform to the standarde of the planning
the manufactured home subdivlsion is to

c.



D. Petmftted 9ee.e I'¡lthin Subdlvf qlof.ts. 
.

@re or land wlthin the
Housing SubdivisÍon shall be used for any

permltted ae follovre:

(1) Manufactured houses, modular homes or other premanufact'ured

homes for residential Purposes onLy, together with the normal

accessory uges such as cabana'ramada, patio slabt carport or

gÊrageandetoragebulldlnge.Accessorybulldingsshallnotbe
futnltt.a ln the front yard 8re8' However' at the tÍme of
appllcatlonforamanufacturedhousingsubdlvision,theeumof
ptåpo""a and exlsting manufsctured houslng unlts ln the City
ehall.not.ex^ceedl0T"ofthesumofallhoueíngunttsinthe
óiir i:^U" lËih 

""muer 
of houslng unlte proposed in the application'

i."årããtrther than manufactureã houeing is not permitÈed within
the boundarles of the subdlvlelon'

(2) Other primary and acceesory uses permitted'ln the planning
dealgnatlorr. är., ln whlch the eubdivlslo¡ ie to be located.

conditional uses permltted in the plannlng deslgnatlon areas

in which the subdivlslon le to be located subJect to the
provlslons of article 6.00.

boundariea of a Manufactured
purpose except for the uses

(3)

Structional
dee ignat lon

setbacks shall conform to those requlred in the planning

area ln v¡hlch the subdlvlslon is to'be :located'

Setbacks

F.

G.

H.

I.

Accessory Uses. Síg,ns, Fences. Etc' - Refer Fo Article

Accegs and ParkÍng - Refer to Article j

Communfty Design Standards - Sg" Artlcle

Structural ComPllance

(1) A unit ehall be allowed as a Permanent faliLy dwelling lf
there ls on euch untt the Inslgne of Complfance .lssued by

the Department of llouslng and Úrban Development. (HUD),

which showa Èhe unit .o*11i." with the mlnlmum safety and

butlding standards requlred for euch unlt by the State of.
Oregon. All lnetalLatlon of plurnbing, gas piplng, electrical
equtpment á"a-rrrr"g must be tn conformance wlth'appllcable
statutes and regulatlons preeently in effect'

(2) Roofs shall be pitehed with a mfnfunum sl-ope of T6%; have an

overhang of at ieaet 10 lnchee; be equlpped with gutters and

downspoute; and be construcÈed of aggregate' compositlon or

ehakea.

Manufqctured HousinF, Installatlon Complíance

(1) Each manufactured'houee ehal1 be lnstalled on its foundation
incornp}lancewlththecurrentstandardseetforthbyt'he
Department of Commercer State of Oregon' in its Statewide
Setup Procedures.

J.



(2) All towing devices and tranePort gear attached to the
manufactured house sha1l be removed.

(3) All manufactured houeee ehalL have compaÈlb1e skirtlng of
moisture resfstant' non-combuetíble material which must be
lnetaLLed wlthin elxty (60) days of occupancy and must be
ín compllance with the requlrements set forth by the Depart-
ment of Conunerce, State of Oregon, State wlde Setup Procedures.

G) All awninge, cêTports, ramadas and cabanas shall be constructed
of materlals, size, color and pattern 8o as to be compatible
wlth the manufactured house and shaLL comply wíth the applícable
codeg.

8.03 Permtts for Inetallation and Oecupancy

A. Prlor to the placement of a menufactured house on a Lot or parcel
of land, the owner shaLl obtain from the City of Sherwood an
appllcation for the lnstallation and occupancy permit.' No mobile
home ehall be occupied untll Èhe placement of the manufactured
house has been approved and lnspected by the Ctty.

The City Building Inspector shall inspect the unit and placement
thereof to determine lf the unlt complies wtth a1l the requirements
of thls artlcle.

Upon flnal approval of the appllcation that the requirements of
the Ctty of Sherwood have been met, the unít can be occupied as
a permanent. family dwelling.

A fee for the lnetallation permit requlred under lhe proviEiong
of thls part shall be collected at the time the permit is issued.

B.

C.

D.

E.

F.

Any installatfon
alteratilons åre
comply wlth thts

If a manufaetured
instaLlatlon and
of euch new unlt,

and occupancy permlt shall be void if any
made after the permlt is issued which do not
ordinance governlng such premanufacÈured housing.

house is ever replaced by a new unit, a nerr
occupancy permlt shall be requlred for the placement

'-t t!
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6.04 Manufactured Holelng Park Condltional Uee Standards
In additton to the standards of the plan deslgnatlon area 1n which the
condltlonal use ls located and the other standards of thts artlcLe, a
manufactured home park approval as a conditional use sha1l meet the
following standards:

A, Permitted Locationg
Unlese otherwlse provlded herein, upon compllance with applicable
regulations and proeesses, manufactured houeing parks shall be
permitted only ln the medlum hlgh denslty reeídental (MDRH) plannlng
designation area.

B. Prohlbltèd Occupancy of Recreatlonal Vehlcles

(1) No owner or person in charge of a manufactured house park
withln the Clty of Sherwood sha1l occupy or a1low the occupancy
of a recreational vehicle upon the premises as permanent
lfving guarters.

(2) Nothing contained herein shall prevent the parking of an
unoecupl-ed recregtlonal vehlcle not in dalLy use on the
ollriera property in duly destgnated etorage areas.

C. General Provleions

(1) Complíance Requfred
No Land ¡¡lthln the Clt.y of Sherwood shall be developed for the
use as a manufactured houelng park and no plan for such park
shall be f1led or recorded untll submitted to tl e Planning
Con¡rnleslon.

(2) Mlnimum Standards
@nd etandards eet forth ln thls ordinance are
the minlmum standarde to which a manufactured houslng park must
conform before approval of'the Plannlng Commlssion.

(3) Con_formltv to the Comprehensive Plan
The manufactured houelng park development shall conform to and
be in harmony wlth the SttärwooA Compiehenslve Plan of that
portion of the Ctty withln whlch the development, le located.

D, Deeign SÈandardg
The followlng atandards and requlrementB shaLl govern the applÍcation

' of a manufactured houee park development ln an erea which it ls
permlÈted:

(1) A manufactured houslng park ehall not be lese than 5 acrea
in area, nor contaln less than 20 rental spaces.

(2) Lots or Bpaces withln the park shall contain a minímum of
3,000 square feet, ¡¡ith a width of no,leee than 30 feet.

(3) Only one (1) manufactured house dwelling shall be permitted
on a lot or sDace.
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(4) Each manufactured house ehall have aminlmum of 800 square feet.

(5) No buildlng, structure or land within the boundaries of a

manufactured houeÍng park shall be used for any purpose except
for the uses permltted aB follov¡s:

(a) ManufacÈured Housee for residentlal ueee only, together
with the normal accesaory uses such as cabana, patio slab,
ra¡nada, carport or garager and storage and washroom
building. However, at the time of appllcation for a

manufactured houslng park, the sum of proposed and existing
manufactured houelng units in the City ehall noÈ exceed
107. of the sum of all housíng unlts in the City plua Èhe

number of housing units proposed in the application.

(b) Prlvate and publlc utlllties and services by perrnlssion
of the Plannlng Commleelon.

(c) Cornmunlty recreation facllitles, lncludlng swimrning pool,
for the resldents of the park and gueets only.

(d) One reeidence for the uee of a manager or a caretaker
responsible for maintainlng or operation the property.

(6) All manufactured houseg shall be located at Leaet twenty (20)
feet from Èhe property boundary llne abuttlng upon a public
atreet or hlghwayr l00 feet from the center l1ne of a etate
hlghway and at leaet ten (10) feet from other boundary lines,
except that when a sound deadening fireproof barrier, as an
earthen berm or brtck wall ls provlded, the Plannlng CoÍuníselon
may allow ten (10) foot setback to be reduced to five (5)
feet, but not the twenty (20) foot seÈback or the 100 foot
setback.

(7) Manufactured houses shall not be located closer than flfteen
(l_5) feet from any other manufactured house or permanent
bulldfng within the manufactured houeing park, nor closer
than ten (10) feet to any park or roadway. Manufactured house
accessory buildings, when not attached to the manufactured
house, shall not be closer than three (3) feet from any
manufactured house or structure.

(8) Ramadas, cabanas, avmings, 'carports and other attached struct-
ures shall be coneldered part of the manufactured house for
eetbaek purposes.

(9) All manufactured houses eha1l. be provided wlth a foundation
stand, which shall be improved to províde adequaÈe support
for the placement of the manufactured house. The stand shall
be all-weather surfaced wlth asphalt, concrele or crushed
rock, and must be aÈ leaet as large as the manufactured house
placed upon lt. The etand shall be constructed so that it
will noÈ heave, shlft or seÈtle unevenly under the weight of
the manufactured house due to frost actlon, inadequate drain-
age, vibratlon, wlnd or other forces actlng on the structure.
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(10) All Manufactured houses shall be required to provide minimum
., exterior finlshing and construction of accessories as follows:

(a) All manufactured houses shall have compatible skirting
of moleture reslstant, non-combustlble material or fire
retardant wood, v¡hich must be maintatined.

(b) Pedestals, or blocking eupports, shall be installed to
insure adequate support and be in compliance with the
State of Oregon, Department of Commerce setup procedures.

(c) All awnings, carports, cabanas, etc., constructed shall
be of material, size, color and pattern so as to be
compaÈible with the manufactured house and shall comply
with the appllcable codes.

(11) A manufactured houeing park aha1l not be esÈablished on a
site that does not provide at least a thlrÈy-six (36) foot
wide accesg'.Èo a main street.

(12) ALI manufactured houslng parks over ten (10) acres ln slze
shall be located so as to have access on a Btreet deslgnated
as a collector street.

(13) Two (2) off street parking spåces shall be provided at each
manufactured house space. Also, additional parking space
shall be provided ln parking areas distrlbuted around the
park (not part of the common area) not to be less than one
(1) parking space per ten (10) units, nor more than one (1)
space per unit. All off street parking Bpaces are Èo be all-
¡.¡eather surf aces.

(14) Adequate street llghting shall be provlded withln the park.

(15) All utilitfee shall be lnstalled underground, unless otherwlse
approved by the Planning Conrnísslon.

(16) Indlvldual roof top or outdoor televlslon or radlo antennag
ehall not be permltted in a manufactured housing. park. If
a master televlslon cable ls installed, the owner of the
park shall see that a coordlnated plan ís prepared and
executed to provide service to all lots and a guarantee is
obtalned from Èhe cable company to lnsure {ts proper funct-
ioning.

(f7) Buffering or screening, if required by the Plannlng Cornmission,
shall be sight obscuring fence, wa1l, evergreen or other
sultable planting, at least efx (6) feet hlgh.

(18) Fencee or windbreaks exceeding forty-two (42) inches high
sha1l be no cl-oser than three (3) feet to any atructure or

. manufactured house. Maximum heíght of al.1 fences, except
ew.inrning-poo1--f eneea*and- perimeter- barrtere, sha1l be six (6)
feet.



(19) Swirnming pools shall be set back at least 50 feet from the
nearest residential area and will have a fence surrounding
it 6 feet hlgh whÍch does not obscure vision into lhe pool
area. The swlmmlng pooL shall- be opeiated and maintained
persuant to the standards and requirement.s of the Oregon
State Board of Health regulatlons.

(20) There sha11 be landscaping wlthin the front and side areas
of setback, and in all open areas of the manufactured
houslng park not otherwise used for park purposes. The
method of landscaplng sha11 be submitted for approval by
the Planning Commission. The maintenance of the open spaces
shall be necessary to conttnue renewale of the park licenee.

(21) In the manufactured houslng park, all refuse shall be atored
in lnsect proof, animal proof, water tight containers which
should be provided in sufficlent numbers and capaciÈy to
accomodate all refuse in the park. Refuse contal"ners shal1
be encloeed by slght obscurlng fence or screening and eltuated
on a concrete pad. Refuse shall be coLLected and disposec
of on a regualr basis.

QZ) If storage yarde for recreatlonal vehicles, boats or trallere
is provided, it should be provided at the rate of up to 100
square feet per manufactured house space depending on Èhe
cllentele served. An eight (8) foot hlgh slght-obscuring
fence wíth a lockable gate should be erected aroung the
perimeter of the storage yard.

(23) Adequate and properly equipped laundry room facilities shal1
be made available to the resldents of the manufactured
housing park. Laundry 1lnes shall,not be permltted on the
manufactured house space.

(24) SÍgns identigying the manufactured houslng park sha11 conform
with the requLrements of the zonÍng ordinance for the
particular zone 1n which the manufactured houslng park is
located.

(25) Pedestrian walkwaye shal1 be separated from vehicular traffic
ways and maintained to provide sage and convenienÈ movement
to all pârts of the park and connect to ways leadlng to
deetinations outslde the park. Sidewalks shoui.d'be at least
three (3) feet wide and be comoosed of concrete at least
three (3) inches thlck.

Q6) Although tt will not be necessary for vehicular ways to be
improved and malntalned to rrcity standardsrr, all vehicular
ways sha1l be based, graded and paved with asphalt or concrete.
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Minímum park etreet improvement. width for unobstructed streets
shall be:

One Way

Two !,lay

Minor
Streets

-
14 feet

Collector
Streets

16 feet

Arterial
SÈreets

20 feet

24 f.eet 30 feet 34 feet

G, Park Administratlon

(1) It shalt be the responslbtlity of the park owner (s) and
manager to see that the provlsions of thie ordinance are
observed and maintalned wlthin their park, and for failure
to do so the owner and manager shall be subject. to the
penalties provided for violatlon of thls ordinance.

(2) Manufactured houslng park spaces shall be rent,ed or leaeed
only,

(3) A minimum of fifteen (15) spaces musr be avaiLable for
occupancy before first occupancy is permitted.

H. Supplementary Application Requirements
All appllcatlons submitted for approval of conditronal use for a
manufactured houeing park development. ehall conslst of 8 coplee
of a development plan which lnclude the following informatlon:

(1) Name of person who prepared the plan.

Q) Name(s) of person ownlng and/or controlling the land propoeed
for the park.

(3) Name of the manufactured houslng park and address.

(4) Scale and north pofnr of the plan.

(5) Boundarles and dimensione of the manufactured housing park.

(6) Viclnity map showlng relattonship of manufactured housÍng
park to adJacent propertl_es and surrounding zontng.

Q) Location and dlmeneions of each manufactured houae siÈe,
with each slte deeignated by number, letter or name.

(8) Location and dimenslons of each existing or proposed building.

(9) Locatlon and wtdth of rnanufactured houelng park streete and
and pedestrian ways.

(10) Locatlon of recreatlonal areåa and buildinge and common area.

(11) Enlarged .plot plan of a typlcal manufactured houee Bpace
showing location of stand, etorage space, parking, and sidewalk,
utillty connections and landecaping.
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(12) The plbn ehalL show the topography of the park eite with
contour intervals of not more than 10 feet.

(13) Location and sizes of existing and proposed se\¡¡er, water
and drainage lmprovementì to eerve the site.

I. Ianufactured,.Houslng Park Llcenee

(1) No license for occupylng of any manufactured housíng park,
or buildlng or faci4ity shall be issued by the City of Sherwood
unt.il such time as the development has been completed according
to the finlshed plan approved by the Planning Commission.
Deviations from the approved plan must be submitted to the
Plannlng Commissfon for approval as revisl-ons of the park plan.

J.

(2) No use or occupancy of any manufactured
bullding or facilltles covered hereunder
the license is issued.

(3) Licenses hereunder ehal1 be valid for a
year, and renewable thereaft,er, unless a
time ls noted by the Planning Commiselon
trator on the eigned approved copies of

MiscelLaneous Provls ions

houslng park, or
wtlL be allowed untll

perlod of one (1)
shorter or longer
and the Clty Adminis-

Èhe development p1an.

all alteratlons
, and shall make
obtalned from

(1) Alterations and Additions
The management shall be held reeponsÍble for
and addltions to a manufactured housíng park
certain that all- permits and lnspectlons are
the proper authoritles.

Q) Electrlcal Connections
All electrlcal connections sha11 comply wlth t,he St.at.e
Oregon electrlcal code and be duly inspected.

(3) Fire Extinguishers
Portalbe flre extinguishers rated for classes A, B, and C

. shall be kept ln servlce bulldlnge and at other locations
conveniently and readlly accessible for use by all occupants
and be melntalned ln good operatlng condltlon.

(4) Fire Hazards
The owner of the park shal1 be responslble to maintaln the
park free of any brush, leaves and weeds whcih might communicate
flres between manufactured houses and other buildings ln the
park. The owner shal1 also be responslble to insure that no
combustible materials are stowed in, around or under any
manufactured house occupylng a manufactured housing space.

(5) Fire Hydrants
Approved flre hydrants sha1l be lnstalLed so that all manu-
factured homes, recreatlonal vehÍc1es and other structures
are withín 300 feet down the center line of a street of an
approved fire hydranÈ.

of,
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(6) Insígne of ComplÍance
A11 manufactured houses lnetalled ín manufactured housing parks
after the effectlve date of thls ordinance sha11 have affixed
to the manufactured house a State of Oregon Inslgne of Compliance
or a HUD Insigne of Compliance.

( 7) Inspections
Th-t-effii1ding Inspector shall check each park a minimum
of once a year and submlt to the park owner and manager €r

written report statlng whether or noÈ the park ís in compliance.
If not in complÍance, the owner must make repairs as are
required before a llcense or Licenee renewal for the park will
be issued. An extension of time to make repairs may be made
by the Plannlng Commlssíon, 1f tt can be sho\^/n that rlsk to
public health, safety or welfare wÍll not be created by this
extenslon, for a perlod not to exceed one (1) year, by the
grantÍng of a temporary emergency llcense.

(8) MaiI Boxes
The owner or operator of a manufactured houslng park shall
provlde lndividual maÍ1 boxes or distribution facilities for
incoming mail, and shall provide at least one (1) collection
box for outgoing mail which eha11 be dlspatched in coordÍnation
with the post office.

(9) Management Responsibflft,les
Either the owner, an operator or resident manager or similar
supervisor or representaÈlve of the owner shal1 be avallable
and responslble for the direct management of the manufacÈured
houslng park whlle lt ls f.n use.

(10) Refuse Burning
Burning of refuse will not
device at a designated sÍte
Fire District.

(11) Refuse and Debris Control
All manufactured housing parks shall be malntained free of
accumulatlons of refuse or debrls which may provlde rodent
harborage or breeding placee for flies, mosquitoes or other
pests. AlL unlts shall have an adequate garbage container,
as determined by the Washlngton County Health Officer.

(12) Storage of Materlals
Storage of decomposing combustlble or other unhealthy or
unsafe materials lneide or beneath any manufactured house ie
not permitted, but may be aLLowed in an outelde accessory
building if euch inetallatlon is approved.

(13) Telephone
At least one (1) public t.elephone for the use of rhe park
reeidents shall be provided and avallable for use ât att
t imee.

be permítted except in an approved
as dlrected bv the Tualatin Rural
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(f4) I^Iater and Sewer Connectjlons
vice buildi.ngs, etc., shal-1 be

connected to an apþroved ¡¿ater and sè,wêr systems, in a manner
thåt pro\¡ldee theee servfeee to the same degree as other )
reeidente of the Ctty of Sherwood.

)
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I nt roduct Í on

The Sol id Waste Divïsionrs învolvement in developing alternatives to open
burnîng of domestic yard debris is a result of the efforts undertaken by
the Portland Air Qual ity Maïntenance Area Advîsory Committee (pnq¡lnnC).
Theír efforts are dîrected at documenting the problems associated with
open burning and justifyíng and presenting alternatíves via the DEQ.

Transitîons from open burning to alternative disposal methods wil I develop
only if fîrm compliance schedules on burning arê developed and enforced by
DEQ.Sînce a ban on burning would result in a potential solid waste disposal
problem, the Sol id l^/aste Division was asked to determine the probable impact
of a burning ban on existîng solid waste collection and disposaì systems and
to identify and evaluate various alternatives.

ln identifyîng possible alternatives, factors such as economics, publ ic
and industry attîtudes, envîronmental effects, yard debris as a resource,
materîal characteristics and exÍstîng circumstances were consïdered. 0nly
those potential alternatives consÌdered to be feasible withÌn the scope of
these factors were ìdentífied and evaluated in thîs report.

A number of communitïes (Seattle, Berkeley, Sacramento City and County
and Gladstone for example) have ìmplemented yard debris collection and
dïsposal programs. For the most part (excluding Berkeley) they înïtial ly
took a segmented approach to the problem (i.e., established a collection
system but did not develop a means to use the materÎal other than in a
Iandfill). Now, many of the cities, such as Seattle, are looking to
material util¡zation as a means of decreasing the amount of solid waste
to be disposed and thereby increasîng IandfiII Iife.

A unique situation exìsts ïn the PAQMA in that a specific time period has
been proposed to allow local governments to develop a holistíc approach
to dealing with domestic yard debris collectíon and utilizatîon or dîsposal.
Ultïmately, an alternatîve should be selected which provides for the best
practicable management of this material. Yard debris accumulation ís a
seasonal activity with highs occurring durïng the spring and fall months.
Any approach to developing an alternatîve to open burnîng should Ïnclude
provisions for volume fluctuatïons.

The alternatîves and recommendations presented here are in response to the
needs of the Portland metropolítan årea, but they may be applied elsewhere.
The suggestions made are the culmînation of ídeas from other operatÎonal
projects and thus could have applicätion in a wide variety of sìtuations
similar to the Portland area. These alternatîves should by no means limït
the development of other comprehensive approaches to achieve the stated goal

The Solîd l¡Jaste Dîvision was asked to estïmate the volume of domestic yard
debris generated in the Portland metropol îtan area. ln pursuit of thís
informatîon, it became evîdent that there wäs no available volume data for
thi s area. Accord íngly, several other communi t ies were surveyed to get
a rough estimate of what their volume increäses were following a ban on
open burning. From their responses it was concluded that urban areas would
probably see a solid waste volume increase of somewhere around 30 - 40'Á.
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However, additional activities to dispose of yard debrís prior to a ban
on burning, which are community specific, may reduce the volume increases
felt after such a ban. To assist in determining a record of the present
volume of materîal beíng generated, the Metropol itan Service District
(¡,tS0) has also agreed to estimate the volume of yard debris presently
entering the landf il'ls and that whìch is being burned. (Refer to MSD's
domestíc yard debrîs report.)

Fire permÌts were suggested as a means of measuring yard debris volume.
Fire depaÈtments use the open burning permït system primarily to educate
the public as to when, how, and what can be burned. No records of the
volume of material burned are normally kept. Only one of the countïes
could even report the specific number of permits îssued. Based on
thïs skimpy data it was roughly estimated that 200,000 domestic burns
occur each year în the urban areas of the City of Portland, l^fashington,
Mu I tnomah and C I ackamas Count i es.

)
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I f. Recommended Practice for a Comprehensive Domestic Yard Debrïs
Collectîon and Disposal Program as an Alternative to 0pen Burning

ln evaluating publ ic comments relative to alternatîve development, it
ís obvious that no one alternatïve will satisfy everyone. Some physical
and financial burdens wíll be placed on the índividual to prepare,
transport and properly díspose of domestic yard debris no matter what the
al ternatîve. However, \^/e must real ize the need for environmental balance
and every individual must accept some responsibi I Ìty in protecting that
ba I ance.

Cost, avaîlable resources, publ ic and orivate attîtudes, and environmental
effects were considered în developîng a recommended alternative to open
burning of domestic yard debrìs. A recent survey to evaluate publ ic
attitudes toward government and business show a strong public commitment
to free enterprise and free market systems. Thus, an emphasis ïs placed
on the pr¡vate development of alternatives to open burning. Local govern-
ments may best serve theír constituents by acting as a coordinator of
al ternatîve development by encouraging private businesses and/or community
învolvement into the Þrocess of collection and dîsposal of domestïc yard
debrïs.

At present, there îsnrt a comprehensive progräm in the Portland metropolitan
area for collection and disposal of domestic yard debris. There are, how-
ever, a few segmented efforts to provide assistance in leaf and bush disposal
(î.e., Portland's fall leaf collection and Hillsboro's chipper service). ln
the event of a ban on open burning, such segmented efforts would be a

i starting point for indïvîdual communities to expand upon whî le maintainíng
their own áutonomy or for inÍtiating a new comprehensïve metropol itan
program coordînated by l4SD.

A. Col lectîon

Recommended Practïce: Yard debris would be kept separate
from other domestîc ref

s, existing commercial refuse'
col lectors could col lect the material from indivïdual
residences and transport it to the compostîng or disposal
site of choice. Sites should be located near the metro
area to facil itate convenient dumpîng and low cost opera-
tîon. The shorter a distance to the dumpîng sìte, the
greater the potentïal for reduced operatîonal cost and
service fees.

A user fee, as supported by the collectors survey, would
be the most equitable means of payment for services
rendered. User fees would exclude those ïndívîduals who
don't use such a servîce and would allow one the choice
of self-haulîng. One could expect to pay a collection
fee of $l - $2 per bag, box, bundle or can not to exceed
60 pounds. Any collection service should be offered weekly
to prevent excessïve accumulation of yard debris.
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Limbs, branches and pruníngs should be separated from both
yard debris and municîpaì garbage for chípping. A separate
chipping servîce should be set up to pt"ovide two functíons:
(l) pre-processing for composting or pel letizîng operations
and (2) volume reduction for landfìll ing. Sush a service could
be offered on an indivïdual request basis or as a neiEhbor-
hood project. There are a number of chipper services
throughout the Portland metropol ltan area ïn addition to
some chippers that the cîties are operäting. Fees for
chipping service run fron $25 - 40 per hour.

Comoos t

Recommended Practice: Compost al I acceptable_domestic yard
debris and sewage sludge. Several composting projects are
operêting throughout the United States and have proven to
be a víable alternative to open br:rning of yard debris. lf
markets are adequately developed, it ïs possible that a

compost project or a number of projects could accept and
process most all the.veEetative yard debris and a Iarge
amount of the digested sewêge sludge produced in the Portland
area.

Before starting any compost project, serîous consîderation
must be given to securíng markets. Lack of firm markets
is the prïmâry reason that måny composting projects have
fai led. Compost is a product with several potentíal market
appl ications, but i t must compete wîth other wel I 'establ ished
products. lt may be used for agrÌcultural, horticultural and
for a variety of other applicätions as a soil amendment.
The nutritive value of compost will vary according to the
type of wastes composted and the method used, but it Ïs
general Iy low cómpared to synthetic chemical ferti lizer.
lnitial studies indicate vermiculture (worm growïng)
íncreases the nutrïtîve value of composted woodwaste and
sewâge sludge. lt should also be noted that compostîng has
an additíonel economíc incentlve for development through
the stâters tax credit progrâm for the private sector and
grant/loän program for local governments.

ln uti I izîng sewage sìudge, prècautions need to be taken
to prevent uti I ïzation of sludge with high concentrations
of cadmium (concentrations în excess of 25 ng/kg dry weight)
and other heavy metals. An analysis should be done on the
dîgested sludge prior to del îvery at the compost site(s).
This prel ímînary analysis wi I I al low the compost operator
to reject the sludge prior to delivery if ?t is hîgh in
heavy metåls or other hazardous materîals. Digested sìudge
îs normally pathogen-free, but the heat generated during
compostíng provides additÎonal assurance that the final
product wíl I be biologîcal ly safe.
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A compost project site should ideally be located on-site
at the main landfí I I servíng specifïc geographical areas or
at sewage treatment plants. By locating near the landfïlls
and treatment plant's, one could capitalize on existing
haulïng patterns and projected transfer sîte operatìons.
Location of ã composting project on a landfill or sewage
treatment síte should not negåte the poss¡bil îty of pr¡vate
operätion of the compost project. Several smaller compost-
ing projects may achíeve better local acceptance than one
large site.

Operation of a compost project may be conducted by the
local government (such as the Berkeley project) or by
private enterprise. There are currently three separate
attempts withîn or near the metropol itan area to establ ish
an ongoing compost project. The projects have some
differences, but all have the sâme goal of organïc waste
uti I ization. The three projects are descrïbed in Appendix
F, G, and H.
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I I l. Financial A¡d for Project Development

Two financial Ìncentives are available from the state for the development
of alternative solutions to the col lection and uti I ïzation of domestic
yard debris. The încentîves dÎffer in who can qual ify. One provides
an incentive for the private development of solid waste recovery systems,
and the other provîdes fînancial support to local government for planning
and implementation of sol id waste programs.

Special funding to local governments for developing soì îd-waste alternatíves
is authorized ùnder 0regoñ Administrative Rules (Onn 340-82-005-055) entitled
'rstate Financïal Assistance to Publ ic Agencies for Pol lution Control Faci I Íties
for the Disposal of Solid ly'aste". Funding ìs administered by the DEQrs Sol id
\^laste Divîsíon. Local governmentts planning and implementation of projects
for the development of alternatíves to open burnîng of domestÎc yard debris
would be eligible for grants and low-interest Ioans. S¡nce an open burning
ban would affect all local governments in the MSD area, it may appgar most
reasonable for anv alternative selected to be coordinated by MSD. (See

Append ix A. )

Financíal încentives to private entrepreneurs are avai lable through legisla-
tion original ly adopted in 1967. The program known as "Pol lution Control
Faci I i¡y Tax Rel iefr', encourages the construction and instal lation of
facilïtîes to utilize solïd waste to produce energy or other useful products.'
Tax credits are available for 100% of the cost of a facïlity which produces
an item of real economîc value from solîd waste. ln 1977, amendments expanded
the definitîon of a solîd waste facilÌty to include additions to existing
facilìties whích will increase the production or recovery of useful materials
or energy over the amount currently being produced. Thîs program is also
adminisiered by the Solid li/aste Divlsion (refer to Appendix B).

)
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lV. Coi lection Alternatives

Al ternat i ve: Col lection Under Government Contracf

Private collectors would be under contract wÍth a local government to
provide a col lection servíce for â specífîed geographical area. Such a

service would be made available to all resídents ïn the designated area

A col lection service for domestïc yard debris is 'operated ín a similar
fashion to that for household waste. Collection would occur on a weekly
or bi-weekly basis, pickíng up yard debrîs as it is set on the curbside.
Such col lection would prevent excessîve accumulation of debris and establ ish
a pattern for ease of citîzen particîpatîon. Material preparation standards
(".g., bundle size) would be establ ïshed by the col lector.

An appropriate means of determiníng a contract fee for a resîdential area
would be to base the fee on the totål number of single family dwellings
and calcuiate a separate fee for multí-famí ly dwel I ings. An accurate
account of such dwellings may be surveyed via the water department (i.e.,
count the number of water meters). Sr,¡ch a method of cost determinatïon
does not, however, take into account those that wouldn't use the service
or other vol ume fl uctuat ions.

A second method of fee determination would be for the collector to record
all residences served and submit a monthly tabulation for reimbursement.
Two variatïons of thîs system are discussed below. Actual costs are very
sïmi lar to that of domestic garbage col lectlon.

Examp I e: The City of Gladstone, Oregon is currently
in contrêctual agreement \^rith Gladstone
Disposal Co. to have domestîc yard debris
collected once a week. Currently the City
pays Gladstone DÎsposal Company aPproximately
$17,000 per year for this service. l./ith a
population of 9,350 În 1978, it costs the tax-
pãyer $1.82lcapita/year for domestic yard
debrís collection. . (See Appendix C for
contract agreement. )

The C Î ty of Seatt I e contråcts wî th pt'ivate
col I ectors for p i ckup of domest í c yard debr i s.
The col lector records the resîdences served,
then the City bílls the resîdence and reim-
burses the collector. Their reason for such
a system is that it dîvides the potential
market among the col.Iectors and insures a
service for the resîdent.
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Advantages:

'k A consistent weekly servîce is available to every
res î dent.

'k Undue hardships would not be ïmposed on individuals
with fixed încomes if the service ís tax supported.

D i sadvantages:

:k Volume fluctuations would make it dïfficult to fix
costs and establ ish equitable fees.

". A tax supported service would create a system where
al I tax payers would pay for the service whether
they use it or not.

Alternatíve: lndividual Col lection Agreements with Private Col lectors

The indívidual would be responsible for subscribing to exísting garbage
collectïon servîces for the pickup of domestíc yard debris. Such a service
would be conducted in a similar manner to household garbage coìlection.
Material preparation standards would be establ ished by the coi lector.

By using the servÎces of existing garbage collectors, capital outlay would
be minìmal and should be attractîve to the publîc. Actual costs for a
domestîc yard debris collection servïce would be very similar to existing
garbage col lection costs. Survey results from col lectors in the Multnomah,
Clackamas and lJashîngton County areas indîcate estimated service charges of
$t - $2 per bag, 32 gal. can, bundle or box of domestic yard debrîs. Actual
cost may vary depend i ng on the col I ect ion process. (See garbage col I ectorrs
survey, Appendix L).

Advantages:

r. Equitable system; the indîvidual pays only for the
disposal of what he produces.

'k Utilïzes an existinq servîce with some modif ica-
t íons.

;k User may subscribe to â one-time service.

?k Popular solut îon due to îts prÎvate, as opposed
to publ ic, involvement of col lectìon services.

D i sadvantãges :

/. lncreased burden on those with fixed incomes.

'k lf waste was not col lected separately from domestic
garbage, it would be hard to separête later. Most
debris would end up in the landfî I Is.
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'k Does not adequately address the collection of large
I imbs, branches or prunings.

'k Precludes chïpping on-site if chípper service not
offered.

Alternatîve: Col lectïon bv Government Aqency

This method of collectïon would involve the creatîon of a solid waste collectîon
operation within a public works department. lf a department didnrt have adequate
equîpment, one could expect a considerable êmount of capital outlay to initiate
a yard debris collection program.

Several communities provide this service, an example is given below. None of
the communîties surveyed that provided yard debrîs collection provîded a free
service. A user fee was charged to aïl who used the service. Complete
assessment evaluations were required from time to time to insure that the
exístíng rate schedules were sufficient to cover costs of the proEram.

Essentially, the program would cons¡st of one packer truck with a two-man
crew assigned to specific routes. A number of routes and crews would have
to be establïshed to provide a weekly service throughout the indívïdual
communities, certain material preparatíon rules would have to be establ ished

) 
tor consistent fee schedul ing and ease of pickup.

Example: The County of Sacramento, Cal ifornia, implemented
a rubbîsh collection program in 1971 followlng a
ban on domestic burning of such material. One
advantage the County had was that they were in the
business of garbage collection príor to the rubbish
col lectîon program.

For projected costs, fee schedules, piìot project
studies and program balance sheets, see Appendix D.
(Please note Regulations for Refuse Col lectïon
Servîce for Single Fami ly and Duplex Dwel I îngs).
The County of Sacramento currently landfi I I s ì ts
col lected waste as a means of disposal.

Advantaqes:

'! Additional servîces [i ."., chippers) could be incorporated
into the collection system to achieve a comprehensive
prog ram.

". Program would be easîer to bear for those on fixed încome.

:k Services available to everyone on a routine basis, weekly

) 
or biweekly.
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D i sadvantages :

'k Competition wîth local busìnesses.

'k Large capital outlay required to initiate program
for accountîng and physical operations.

'k Publ ic attitudes do not favor new government
progrâms.

'k Segmented service; coordinating servïces would be
difficult due to the number of local governments
învolved in the Portland metropol itan area.

Alternative: Pubì ic Transport

Public transportation of yard debris materïal to a transfer or dísposal site
would require the individual to rely on his own resources for removal of hïs
yard debris. The îndividual would collect and transport his material to a

centrai col lection point (transfer site) for the neighborhood or geographi-
cal area. A durnpíng fee mäy or mäy not be charged depending on the extent
of government subsidy.

Example: Currently there are a number of Oregon counties
utÎ1ïzîng transfer sites. Each site serves a

specifìc geographîcal area and usual ly accepts
. a wide va r iety of mater ia I s. \{hen the col I ect ion

boxes are fi I led, the materÎal is then transferred
vÍa truck to the sanîtary landfill or, in some
cases, to a recovery project sïte. Attendants
are necessary to insure proper dumping and material
separatíon (if requìred)

MSD has proposed and researched the development of
a transfer site program for the metroPol îtan area.
For further informatîon relatÎve to cost projections,
etc., contact MSD.

Advantages:

rr !'¡/ould give Índividuals a flexible dìsposal optîon due
to daî ly avai labï I ity of the transfer sîte.

r, Al lows lower col lection costs to the individual.

'k Allows easy íncorporation of chipping actîvitïes at
the transfer site for pre-processing and volume
reduction of I îmbs, branches and prunïngs.

)
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D i sadvantages :

Places a hardship on those wìthout a means of
trånsportation.

Acquisition of approprìate transfer sites may
be difficult.

Alternatíve: Neighborhood Projgcts

Neîghborhood projects would consîst of a neighborhood cooperative effort
for yard debri s col lection. Most neighborhood projects are primari ly
concerned with lîmbs, branches and prunings disposal. 0ther types of waste
îtems such as grass clÌppîngs and leaves are normally incorporated ínto the
household garbage or col lected by the cityrs publ ic works department.

Typical ly, neighborhood projêcts establ îsh one or more col lection points
for brush accumulatîon. A brush chîpper is usually located at these col-
lectïon points for volume reduction. A few indîviduals wi I I take the
chips for garden or other horticultural uses, which reduces the total
volume to be dÌsoosed.

Local governments and neïghborhood organizatÍons can play a major roie
in coordînating project activities. Cooperatlve efforts can provide
pickup for those without the means to trênsport their debris to the coì-
lection point. The príde of community ïnvolvement runs'high in such a
project in that people are solving their own waste problem while helping
others to do the same. Brush clean-up projects are coordïnated on a
seasonal basis to coincïde with peak brush periods.

Example: I. The City of Salem (Appendix E)

The Cíty of Salem sponsors an annuål campaign to
provîde the citîzens wíth an opportunity to clean
up theír homes, yards, basements and garages, and
dispose of the refuse free of charge. Out of the
hotel/motel tax monies, S5000 is budgeted each
year for campaign coordinatîon and publ ic notìce
efforts.

Fourteen of the l5 neighborhood associations, êX-
cluding the central busîness dîstrict, participa-
tion in the campaîgn. Twelve col lection sites
were located throughout the city, some providing
chÎpper servîce while others were strìctly co'l lec-
tïon points. Varïous col lection companîes and
servi ce organ i zat ions vol unteered thei r efforts
to assíst in col lection and disposal (see Appendix
E) .
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2. Woodlawn-Vernon Neighborhood Clean-Up Project
coordinated a col lection progråm whîch al lowed
residences to bring their brush to a pârk site.
An lnformational fl ier was dîstributed through-
out the neighborhood to inform people that they
could brí ng thei r tree I imbs, branches and
pruni'ngs to a park where a chîÞper would be
operat i ng.

Approximatelv 15% of the brush receíved was
chipped and transported to a nursery. The remain-
ing brush was hauled to the landfill due to the
short opêrãting time of the chîpper. Since this
project was the neighborhoodts fi rst, certain
inadequacîes were real ized, (such as the operat¡ng
time of the chipper) and would probably be corrected
if there b/erê to be another project. Cost of operating
the chîpper rän approximateìy $25/hr.

Advantages:

'k Low cost, ut î I i zes persona I resources.

;k Available to all neÌghborhood resîdences with
the means for transport.

'k Convenience of chip return to the resïdents for
utilizätion.

D i sadvantages :

'k Vol ume f luctuat ions may cåuse problems.

'k Chípped materíal not returned to the resident
must be disposed of at additional cost.

'k Most projects to date only address tree límbs,
branches and prunings. They do not adequately
serve to col lect grass cl ippings and leaves on
a rout î ne bas i s.

'k Some indîvîduals mêy not have the means to
transport thei r materîal .

Al ternative: Chi pper Servïce

As a supplement to grass and leaf collectîons, a privåte or tax supported
chipper service could be offered to collect limbs, branches and prunings.
Such a service will reduce the volume of waste, pre-process bulky wood
waste for dÎsposal or util ization and increase the homeownerts alternative )choices for debris disposal.
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There are a number of tree service busínesses in the Portland metropolitan
areä in addÌtion to some public agencies that are currently operating a

chípper service for various programs. Trailer-mounted brush chippers are
usually towed behind a pîckup truck. A container could be mounted on the
truck to transport the chípped wêste îf the homeowner should not wish to
retain it. Chips not claimed by the homeowner are currently either disposed
of at the landfill or used by nurseries.

A county, city or private chíppíng program would have to be planned, publicly
announced, and advertised in the local news media. Service calls would have
to be scheduled through the operators to promote effîcient use of equip-
ment and personnel. Possibly a one or two week perîod ín the spríng and
fall could be designated and coordÍnated with routine yard debrÎs collection.

Example: The City of Hi'l lsboro began providîng a chÎpper
service a few years ago. Since thîs program
began, the cîty reports a significant decl ine
in open burníng. The city charges a flat hourly
rate with a $3.50 minimum service charge. Most
calls require 5 to l0 minutes of actual work.
Most residents desïre to keep the chipped waste
for compost, mulch or for landscâping. The charge
has been calculated to cover fuel, operating costs,
and city labor to keep the program self-sufficient.

Advantages:

>k Volume reduction and pre-processing for alternatïve
disposal methods.

Supplementary to addîtional col lectîon efforts of
domestic yard debris.

A number of local communities are currently offer-
îng a chipper service to their residents.

D ï sadvantages :

;, Add i t ìonal d i sposa I cost may place undue hardsh i ps
on îndïviduals with fixed incomes.
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Disposal Alternatîves

Alternatîve: Energy Recovery From Yard Debris

Domestic yard debris, ín îts totality, is a poor fuel source due to its
hîgh moisture content and low Btu value. As one separates out specifîc
materials with a lower moisture content, the Btu value would íncrease.
However, the increase ïn Btu gained by materìal segregatïon pr.obably
would not be enough to consider any segregated materíal as a single
energy source without mechanical processîng. ln addition, it îs
questionable whether a sustaíned volume exísts to develop long-term
markets for such materìai only.

Consideration may be given to inclusíon of chipped limbs, branches and
prunïngs with existing hog fuel. A míxture would dîiute the debrís, thus
lowering the collective moisture content and allowing for a better burn.
The debrìs would contrïbute little to the Btu value of a combined wood
wåste fuel, but would provide for ê means of disposal with adequate source
control s.

Yard debrïs couid potentially be processed in a resource recovery plant for
production of a refuse derived fuel (nnp). Many of the same problems would
exîst as with mîxing wíth hog fuel. Moisture content is high and the bulk
characteristícs of yard debris make ít dïffìcult to include a large amount
ín a resource recóvery plant. Some form of pre-processîng would be a mini-
mal requírêment to avoid problems wíth the conveyor feed belts. To date,
there isnrt a resource recovery plant in operatlon to serve the Portland
metropol ïtan area, but one ïs proposed. Further information regarding
the proposed resource recovery project cên be obtaíned from the Metropolitan
Servïce District.

AsÎde from industrial appl ications, another method of energy recovery from
limbs, branches and prunîngs would be the utilization of such debrïs ín
domestic wood burning stoves during the winter months. A publ ic education
program would be necessary to develop utilization habîts and inform the
publïc äs to the best time and way to burn the material. For example, the
hotter a fire and the dryer a fuel, the better the combustion and the higher
the Btu yield.

Advantages:

Limïted energy recovery from a waste material

Reduction in the volume of material goÌng to landfì I ls.

Yard debrïs can be ïncorporated into the mainstream
of domestic waste for collectïon and resource recovery
if strïct material preparatîon standards are met.

Tax credît íncentives available to industry for energy
recovery, excludes the use in a wood stove or fireplace.

Grants and loans avaìlable to the local oovernments for
al ternat îve develooment.

-ì4-



D i sadvantagês:

lnefficient fuel due to moisture content.

Dependent on dilution
wood waste for better

Pre-processîng, i.e.,

Processing equipment
maintaÎn.

with domestîc garbage
combustion.

chipping required.

or

ls costly to purchase and

Alternative: Fuel Recovery of Domestic Yard Debris via Pel letizing

The product, a pellet 1/4" in diameter and about 3/4" long, Ìs created from
fibroUs orgánic materïa'l Such as wood waste, straw, yard debris, or any
combinatïon of the three. The process for convertìng organíc materïal ¡nto
a fuel pellet îs under U.S. Patent. Fiber is pulverized to about the con-
sistency of face powder, moisture reduced to approximately 20% and the
dried partïculátês forced at high pressurê through a standard pel letizing
mill.

ln utilizing domestic yard debrîs, a mixing råtïo of 70% debrís and 30%

wood waste gives tþ best Btu value for industrîbl applications. The heat
value of the Woodexopellets (8,500 Btu + 500 Btu) is sîmilar to that of
low grade coal and provídes an alternative fuel for industrial and domestic
appl ications. For the Portland metropol ìtan area, a pel letizíng mï I I would
have to be constructed, bio-mass sources developed (domestic yard debris and
wood waste) and markets establ ished.

Example: Bi-Solar Research 9¡rd Development Corp. (See

Appendix K) t/oodexT

Advantages:

'k Energy recovery f rom sol id waste.

Tax credit ïncentïve to the private sector.

Can uti 1 ize al I domestic yard debrìs produced
the metropol itan area, if plant is adequately
sized.

Potential for varÍable market appl ications.

Low pol I ut ion characterist ics

tn
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D i sadvantages :

'' May need supplemental fïbrous material (wood waste).

". Substantial capital outlay required.

Al ternat ive: Landfi I I

Landfilling is not necessarily the best method of solid waste dìsposal but
is generally the most economical and available. Such a method of disposal
would negate any type of resource recovery and would decrease the projected
landfill lìfe due to ïncreased volumes. Most communities that are land-
filling their domestic yard debris either have sufficíent area not to be
concerned about landfi I I I ife or êrê currently seeking alternative disposal
methods to keep domestîc yard debris out of the landfills.

lf landfilling were chosen as an alternative to open burning, and ïf strict
material preparät¡on stãndards were fol lowed, domestic yard debris col lection
couid eêsí ly be ïncluded with domestlc garbäge col lection. Some garbage
col lectors currently offer this service to their customers.

At present, there are four landfîlls servíng the metropolitan area that
accept domestic yard debris from the publ ic. The four landfi I ls are
Rossmanrs in 0regon Cìty, the Hillsboro landfill and La Vellers and St. Johns
in Portland. All but the St. Johns landfill are scheduled to close prïor to 

)1982. st. Johns wïll operate to 1985. MSD is currently in the process of
sïting a new landfÍll, but not wìth the expectatîon of accepting the total
volume of yard debris that would result from a ban on backyard burning.

For more information concerning wåste volume proJections and the landfilì
sïtuatíon În the Portland metroooi itan area. contact MSD.

Advantages:

'k Simplistic solution to the dïsposal of domestic
yard debris, minîmal capital outlay uti I îzïng
exísting and proposed landfìll sïtes.

D Í sadvantãges:

/. The potent'iaì for energy recovery or product
development is wasted.

'! Additional equipment may be necessary to properly
landfill some yard debrîs whîch ïs bulky or other-
wise difficult to compact and cover

'k txtremely dïff icult to secure new landf I ll sites.

)
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Al ternat ive: Compost i ng

A compostÎng project consists of a control led biological decompositíon
process uti I Ízing domestic yard debris (carbon source) and possibly sewage
sludge (nítrogen source) to produce a product for agricultural or horti-
cultural uses. A compost product is generally thought of as a good soil
amendment for conditioning, but its nutritional value to plants îs
debatabl e.

Many homeowners practice compostîng on a small scale for disposal and
utílization of their organic wastes. ln the event of a ban on backyard
burníng, communities may wîsh to encourage indìvidual composting as an
alternatïve to debrís pîckup and off-site disposal--obvìous savings would
be incurred. lnformation on the operâtion of a single fami ly compost
pi le, in addition to other recycl ing înformatíon, is avai lable through
DEQrs Recycl ing lnformation Offíce at 229-5555.

By producing and marketíng compost from solid wäste individuals could qualifyfor the Staters tax credit progrãm. Any compost project serving the public
would require a permit from DEQ. A composting project is considered arrdisposal site" under Oregon law and must be operated in accordance with DEQ
standards.

Currently, we are aware of two individuals in or near the Portland metropolitan
area who are considering or operating compost pilot projects. Each project wouìdlike to compost sewäge sludge with either wood waste or domestîc yard dãbris.
Certain requirements such as adequate dïgestion of the sludge and wood chip slze
are necessary to ensure safe and effîcient composting. N0TE: Composting would
probably generate enough heat to elîminate pathogens in sewage sludge. -

Cloudburst lnc. of Portland has prepared a fairly comprehensîve report entitled,rrAn Examínation of Composting Alternatîves to Landf ilìing 0rganic l{astes.rl
(See Appendix F.) The repori presents a faîrly intensivã stuay of operational
procedures and financïal costs of composting projects. Any individual orlocal government wishing to pursue a compost proJect should be able to get afaïrly good stãrt by referrïng to this paper, or contacting Cloudburst lnc.
and/or the Solid Waste Divisíon of DEQ.

Example l:

Example 2:

Example 3:

"The Baît Box'r, operated by Bob paeth Jr.
(See Appendix G).

"Wíndfell Farmsr', operated by Steve Talbott
(See Appendïx H).

'rC ity of Berkel ey Compost ing Projectrr,
operated by the City of Berkeley (See
Appendix l).

"DEQ Recycl îng Swïtchboard lndívidual
Compostíng Gr-rîdelines" (See Appendix J) .

Example 4:
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Advan tages :

J. Sol id waste îs utilized to produce a soil amendment
for agr¡ctural or horticul tural purposes.

"; Reduces volume of organic. materiaì entering the
landfill, thus extendlng landfill lïfe.

* Two b/aste items that are normally diff icult to
dispose of, yard debrîs and sewage sludge, wouìd
have an outlet for continuaJ disposal.

"r Minimal environmental impact with proper operation.

'k Fînancial incentives for development (tax credits
and grant/l oans) .

D i sadvantages:

:k lf sewage sludge is utilized, it may be diffîcult
to convince potential markets of its safety.

t Some capital outlay would be necessary for equÌpment
acquísition.

* Personnel would be required for full time operation.

)
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Vl. Appendix

A - State Financial Assïstance to Public Agencies for Pollution Control
Facil îties for the Disposal of Solid l^/aste

B - Pol lution Control Facî I ities Tax Rel ief

C - Cîty of Gladstone Contract Agreement with Local Collector

D - County of Sacramento Domestic Yard Debris Collectîon

E - Salem's Neighborhood Cleanup Day

F - Cloudburst lnc. Report on Compostïng Alternatives

G - The Bait Box - A l./orm Composting Pîlot ProJect

H - Windfell Farms - A Composting Project

| - C i ty¡s Compost ing Project (Berkel ey)

J - DEQ Recycl ing Office 'r0omposting: Recycl ing Life'l

K - Bio-Solar Research - Ðevelopment Corp., I'Woodext' Pelletized

) t - Garbage Col lectors Survey (Multnomah, \,/ashington and Clackamas
Countíes)

)
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February 7, 1980

TO: l4embers of the Sherwood Citl¡ Council

FROM: City of Sherwood Employees

RE: Consensus Employee Wage and Benefits Request

:fhe undersigned City employees met aL L2 o'c1ock on Vtednesday
February 6, t98O to review the proposed 1980-81 Budget and to discuss
consensus lrage and benef it optioft^s.

Members present reached consensus on the following wage and benefit,
request. It was decided to have a representitive of the City employees
present at your meeting of V'Iednesday February 13, 1980 to present
a formal request.

TTIE UNDERSIGSTEÐ EMPLO:ßES OF TIM CITY OF STTESII^IOOD }TEREBY REQUEST

TTIE STIERI{IOOD CITY COUNCIT, TO GRANT TTIE FOLLOÍ'TING VüAGE ATilÐ BENEFIT
TNCREASES FOR FTSCAL I¿EAR 1980-81 ANÐ EO REFT-,ECT TTTE SAME ÏN TITE

1980-81 CITY BUDGET CURRENTLY UIÛDER REVIEV'I.

L. A 10% cost of li-ving \^7age increase as included in the
proposed budget.

Rational; 'We.,conFide,r-'*-hi,s .rquest to be moderate in 1i9ht
of the 14.3% Portland Arealcost, of living increase. In
reaching consensus on this fígure the employees acknowledged
the need to keep the request under the rate at which inflatíon
\^ras reducing the buying power of their current wag.es. It
was recognized that inflation also affects City revenue
sources.

2. The addit,ion of the followíng employee benefits:

A. City paid medical insurance coverage for employee
dependents.
Rat,ional: Dependent medical coverage is paid by all
of the Cities contacted in a sample survey; Tualatin
Wilsonùi11e and Tigard.

B. City paid employee dental insurance coverage with a
employee paíd dependent coverage program.
RaLional: Ernployee dental coverage is .graåd :by'if ilsonville
and Tigard.. Tigard also pays dependent dental insurance.



C. City paid vision insurance coverage for employees
with an employee paid dependent coverage program.
Rational: Employee vision benefiLs are paid by the
Cit,ies of Vüilsonvilþ and Tigard. Tigard also pays
for dependent vision coverage.

Generally, the employees found that the addition of these
benefit.s would be the most cost effective for the City in
Ëerrcs' of 'actua'lr value'of, employee compensatíon offered.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMTTTED BY:

J.oU

"/t*/,4øæ



P.O. Box 167

Sherwood, Oregon 97140

675-5572 ó25-5s23

February 15, 1980

To: Sheruood City Councll

The Sherwood City Council wÍII meet in execut,ive session on
February 19, 1980 at 7:00 p,m. to discuss wages and benefits
for employees. Council will meet, either upstairs or in the
office area because a Plannlng Commission meetÍng is also
scheduled for that, nlght.

Wednesday, Marge requested I check with other Cit,ies to see
how many employees they have. Leonard called several citfes;
att,ached are his findings. The fÍrst, column is the Cíty's name,
2nd is populatÍon, and tl¡en the phone number. The next, four
columns indícate services. If tJ'e city has a police dept,. there
is a check mark. The number of employees is in column 7, the
number of CETA employees is in column 8. Of the 32 cit,Íes contacted
only 4 do not provide fuIl clty paid dependent, medical insurance.
Only 10 do not provfde employee dental coverage,

n
¿/
lú
PolIy lankenbaker
Reco -Treasurer
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{w4'-124 fu #"
P.O. Box 167

Sherwood, Oregon 97140

625-s522 ó2s-5523

February 2L, 1980

To: Clty CouncLl

The Sheruood CiÈy Council wlIl hold a special meeting on Monday,
February 25, 1980. The Councll meeting will start at 8:00 p.m.
(or whenever Court adjourns) and will be preceded by an Executive
Session at 7:00 p.m. upstairs. The purpose of the meeting is
to discuss the Budget, for 80-81.

t)VA
1at-xn
Polly f,Blankenbaker
Recorder-Treasurer



CTTY COUNCÏL AGEIüDA

February 27, 1980

1) PUBLIC ITEARING . A REQUEST BY ÐONT{A BARON TO AMENTD TTTE ST]ERV^TOOD

ZONING MAP BY CHANGTNG TIIE ZONE CTASSIFICATION ON A 5, OOO SQ. FT.
PARCEL AT TTTE CORNER OF NW WA,SHINGTON AI{D NV^T SECOND ST. (TAX LOT
2S1 32BC : 2300) FROM R-3 (MUr,grpr,e FAI\4ILY RESIDENTIAL) TO C-l
( r,rt/ilrro coMME RcrAr,)

2) FRÂNKS' DTSPOSAL SERVICE REQT]ESÎ FOR RATE TNCREASE

3) ARTS & CRAFTS SHOVü, PAT BTTTIER

4) LTBRARY BOARD BUDGET PROPOSAL

5) SIIERWOOD FRTENDS OF TÏIE LIBRARY ,JR. AUXTLTARY ROAD RUN

' 6) DoNNA SELLE, vfccl,s - coupurrR pRoposAl"
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CITY COUNCIL

February 27, 1980

Mayor Marjorie stewart opened the meeting at 7:3o p.m. councilmen
Earl Parrott, 'Jack Harper, and Noel Ferry were present. Councilman
Lloyd McFall was absent,. Terry Tollen, Elmer Baron, Gary üIeber,
Herb Frank, Pat Bither, Mary Lou Belknap-Jones, Cathy Keys, Gary
Ba1dwin, Chief of Police Delbert Stanislowski, Planning Director
Todd Dugdale, Public V'Iorks Foreman Jerry Neil, Officer Larry
Pedersbeck, Librarian LaVerne WiIl, City Administrator Tad Milburn,
and Recorder-Treasurer Polly Blankenbaker were also present.

t

PUBLIC }IEARTNG . A REQUEST BY DONITA BARON TO AMEIID TITE STTERWOOÐ

ZONTNG MAP BY CHANGTNG TTIE ZONE CI,ASSIFTCATION ON A 5,OOO SQ.
FT. PARCEL AT TT{E CORNER OF NV{T I{ASHTNGTON AIüD NV\I SECO¡ilD ST.
(rax r,or zst ¡zsc : z:ooì rRo¡{ n-3 (MJr,tlpLE raMrr,y REstonNttar,l
TO C-I (LIWTTED COM¡4ERCIAL)
Mayor Stewart opened the Public Hearing and asked Mr. Dugdale
to present the st.aff report.

Mr. Dugdale presented the staff report, on the zorle change
request. He explaíned the HUD improvements will address minor
defficiencies in utilities ín Lhe area. Mr. Dugdale explained
that approval of this zone change would imply a change in the
final draft of the plan map t,o show Community Commercial. Of
the current C-I zoned acres, 11 are vacant and buildable. These
are located in the Office-Commercíal developmenÈ at 6 Corners.
The need for this type of Offj-ce-Commercial is related to the
cost of space j-n a new development. Off street parking require-
ments were discussed.

Mayor Stewart asked anyone in favor of the request to speak.

Mr. lerry Tol1en, purchaser of the property, offered to answer
any questions the council might have and stated Ïre concurred
with the staff reporÈ. Mr.Tollen explained he planned to open
an architect office in the house. Mr. Tollen requested an
excepLion to the off street parki-ng requirements. He said his
lousiness didn't generate a Lot of traffic, and that type of traffic
was generally not detriment,al to the area. There is one parking
space on the property now and additional parking space could be
put in the back yard.

Mr. El-mer Baron felt an office on the property rather than a
rental would be an asset to the City.



City Council
February 27, 1980
Page 2

Mayor Stewart asked for anyone in oppositj-on to the request to
speak. No one spoke. Mayor stewart closed the hearing.

Mr. Harper expressed concern about, loss of a rent,ar to the
communj-ty and asked if there would be living quarters on theproperty. Mr. Tollen said no one would live in the house. The
first floor would be public and the 2nd floor would be used for
a library and drafting room.

Mrs. Stewart felt TL 3300 should
Dugdale will pursue changing the
draft of the plan map.

Mr. Ferry moved the zor\e change
SÈ. and that the staff findíngs
Mr. Parrott seconded the motion.

also be zoned commercial. Mr.
zone classification on the final

be granted for 185 NhI lrlashington
and recommendations be adopted.

The motion carried.

2. FRANK'S DTSPOSAL SERVICE REQUEST FOR RAT]E TNCREASE.
Mr. Gary Inleber, Accountant for Frank's, said the existing
resi-dential service rates have been i.n effect since L976. The
cPr has increased by 4L%. Many of the expense items for oper-
aLion are up over 5o%. He said we find it very necessary to
seek increases in residential and commercial rates.

Mayor stewart questioned the "call back" charge. Mayor stewart
asked about recycring. Mr. Frank saj-d the first, thing you're
going Lo have to do is educate the public.

Mr. Harper asked what practices Mr. Frank was employing to stream-
line his operation. one of the things is to use smaller trucks
for neighborhood pickup and then dump into the larger one. That
saves fuel because the smaller trucks operate more effi-ciently.

Mayor stewart asked if the free pickup could be on a Monday.
Mr. Frank said it was changed to Friday to cut, down operation
cos ts .

council agreed they needed more time to consider this request.
ft will be on the March 26 agenda.

ARTS & CRAFTS SHOiiV. P.A,T BITTTER
Mrs. Pat Bither, represent,ing Peasentry Productions, requested
the closure of First St. between Vüashington and Main St,, She
plans 100 booths. some of the booths pranned are for weavers,
quilters, pot,ters, sculptured candles, etc.

Mr. Harper asked where these people planned to park. Mrs.
Bither stated she hoped to have available the Phase II She::r¡¡ood
PLaza vacant field.

J.
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Mr. Harper moved that FirsL St.
Vüashinglon ¡etween Railroad and
placement Friday evening, July
Mr. Ferry seconded. The motion

between Main and Washington and
2nd be blocked off for booth

18, unt,iI noon Sunday, JuIy 20.
carried.

4. LIBRARY BOARD BUDGET PROPOSAL
The Library Board presented a Budget proposal to the council.
The proposal included a $2,500 request for computer conversion.
council recogni-zed Mary Lou Belknap-,Tones. Ms. Belknap-.Tones
j-s asst. coordinator for lfashington County Cooperative Library
Service.

Ms. Belknap-,Jones explained the computer system proposed for
VüCCLS. She said each city will be contacted for a firm committ-
ment. The vendor has national dist.ribution and has proven
successful systems. The cost, is ç24O,000 for purchase and
installat,ion. Each Library wÍlI supply its own terminal. She
pointed out the compuÈer conversion will be cheeper now. It
provides immediate access to all the holdings in the County. She
said card catelogue maintenance will no longer be necessary.
overdue notices will loe machine produced. Delinquent loorrovTers
can be easily spot,ted. Ms. Belknap-Jones explained the yearly
ongoing cost, will be $2r 500 for maintenance and programming. The
first year cost,will be $2,500 to preapre Sherwood's,books to be read
by the computer and to purchase our terminal. Ms. Belknap-Jones
pointed out that Sherwood has budgeted ç7,70O in revenues to
be received from VüCCLS when in fact Sherwood will receive $10,507.
She suggested the difference be used for computer conversíon.

Mr. Gary Baldwin said he had used a similar system in college
and found it to be verv helpful.

It was decided this would be discussed further during the
budget meetings.

STTERWOOD FRIENDS OF TFIE LIBR.A,RY JR. ATIXILIARY ROAD RUN -
Mrs. Laverne I/VilI, Librarian, informed the Counci-l about tTre
road run planned by the,Jr. Auxiliary for Saturday, May 3 at
10:00 a.m. Mrs. VüilI is working out, the particulars wíth the
Chief of Police.

Mr. Gary Baldwin asked the CouncÍl to grant a business license to
Davis Amusement Co. for a carnival to be held in the shopping center
parking lot on March 6 9th. Mr. Baldwin has secured the services
of Dexon Security Agency. Mr. Noel Ferry moved Davis Amusement, Co.
be granted a business license. Mr. Parrott seconded. fhe motion
carried.

5.
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Chief of Police Stanislowski said he had heard the American Legion
was considering moving their beer garden from the Legion Hall.
council was firm that the beer garden shourd not be moved.

Todd Dugdale, âs spokesman for the employees, responded to the
Council's wage and benefit, offer of $50 plus paid dependent, medical
and paÍd employee dental and vision ínsurance coverage. Mr. Dugdale
said Èhe employees were pleased with the benefit package as proposed
but were dissatisfied wÍth a straight dollar figure for all employees.
The employees had instructed him to request the benefit, package as
proposed but, with an B% across the board cost of living increase.

There was considerable discussj-on on the merits of straight dollar
vs. percentage increase.

Mr. Feruy moved that the city wiLl pay for employee and dependent
premiums for medical, dental and vision coverage; and a 6/" cost of,
livi-ng increase all to be effective July 1, 1980, Mr. Harper
seconded the motion. The motion carried.

The meeting was adjourned.

kenbaker, Recorder Marj or StewarÈ, Mayor


