
 

 
 
 

AGENDA 
City of Oregon City 

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 16, 2009  
 

JOINT WORK SESSION OF THE CITY COMMISSION 
AND PLANNING COMMISSION 
City Hall, Commission Chambers 

320 Warner Milne Road, Oregon City, OR 97045 
5:30 P.M.  

City Commission: 
Alice Norris, Mayor 
Daphne Wuest, Commission President 
Doug Neeley 
James Nicita 
Rocky Smith, Jr. 

Planning Commission 
Tim Powell, Chair 
Dan Lajoie 
Allan Dunn 
Chris Groener 
Carter Stein

1. Convene Joint Work Session of September 16, 2009, and Roll Call

2. Discussion Items

a. Update on Urban and Rural Reserves Process  
Mayor Alice Norris 

b. Urban and Rural Reserves Recommendation  
Staff: Dan Drentlaw, Community Development Director 

3. Adjournment
 
________________________________________________________________________________
Agenda Posted September 11, 2009 at City Hall, Pioneer Community Center, Library, City 
Web site. 
 
Video Streaming & Broadcasts: The meeting is streamed live on Internet on the Oregon 
City’s Web site at www.orcity.org and available on demand following the meeting.  
 
City Hall is wheelchair accessible with entry ramps and handicapped parking located on the 
east side of the building. Hearing devices may be requested from the City Recorder prior to the 
Commission meeting. Disabled individuals requiring other assistance must make their request 
known 48 hours preceding the meeting by contacting the City Recorder’s Office at 503-657-
0891, 

  

  

Adjournment



 

 

 

  
Agenda Item No. 2a 

Meeting Date: 16 Sep 2009
 

 COMMISSION REPORT: CITY OF OREGON CITY

 TO:  City Commission and Planning Commission  
 FROM:  Dan Drentlaw, Community Development Director 
 PRESENTER:  Dan Drentlaw, Community Development Director 
 SUBJECT:  Update on Urban and Rural Reserves Process 
 Agenda Heading: General Business
 Approved by: Larry Patterson, City Manager 

RECOMMENDED ACTION (Motion):  
 
Mayor Alice Norris, member of the Regional Reserves Steering Committee; Commissioner Doug Neeley, 
member of the County Reserves Citizen Advisory Committee; and Planning staff will discuss Oregon City's 
recommendations for urban and rural reserves.  
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT:  
 
FY(s):  
Funding Source:  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  
 



 

 

 

  
Agenda Item No. 2b 

Meeting Date: 16 Sep 2009
 

 COMMISSION REPORT: CITY OF OREGON CITY

 TO:  City Commission and Planning Commission  
 FROM:  Dan Drentlaw, Community Development Director 
 PRESENTER:  Dan Drentlaw, Community Development Director 
 SUBJECT:  Urban and Rural Reserves Recommendation 
 Agenda Heading: General Business
 Approved by: Larry Patterson, City Manager 

RECOMMENDED ACTION (Motion):  
 
For discussion only.  
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
Discuss and make a recommendation to Clackamas County regarding urban and rural reserves for areas 
around and adjacent Oregon City. A map is attached which further refines the recommended urban reserve 
area that was initialy discussed at the last joint work session. This is a draft map based on the collaboration of 
Mayor Norris, member of the regional reserves committee, Doug Neeley member of the Clackamas County 
Policy Advisory Committee, and staff. Staff will review the factors (attached) for determining reserve areas at 
the work session. Staff will also distribute an analysis of the urban reserve areas to determine how many units 
and the corresponding population that could be accommodated in the proposed urban reserve area.  
 
An estimate of Oregon city's population, based on the regional growth forecasts, is also attached. This 
projection is based on the 50 year planning period , which corresponds to the reserves planning time horizon. 
Currently, If the city developed all vacant land, including areas in all annexed and non annexed areas of the 
Urban Growth Boundary, the City could accommodate a population of 45,763. Assuming a growth rate of 
1.5%, we expect this to occur in the year 2035, well before the planning horizon of 2060. The question of how 
much regional growth we want to accommodate in and around Oregon City, rather than other area in the 
region, such as Washington County, is a key policy question for the Commission to consider. Also attached is 
the recommenation from the County Policy Advisory Committee and Planning Commision. 
 
 
 
BUDGET IMPACT:  
 
FY(s):  
Funding Source:  
 
ATTACHMENTS:  
 
1: Draft urban reserve map 
2: Reserve factors 
3: Population estimate for Oregon City 
4: County urban reserve recommenations



Factors for Designation of Lands as Urban Reserves* 

Considerations for land proposed for designation as urban reserve, alone or in 
conjunction with land inside the UGB: 

1. Infrastructure: Can be developed at urban densities in a way that makes 
efficient use of existing and future public and private infrastructure 
investments; 

2. Development: Includes sufficient development capacity to support a 
healthy economy; 

3. Public facilities: Can be efficiently and cost-effectively served with public 
schools and other urban-level public facilities and services by appropriate 
and financially· capable service providers; 

4. Transportation: Can be designed to be walkable and served with a well­
connected system of sh·eets, bikeways, recreation trails and public transit 
by appropriate service providers; 

5. Natural systems: Can be designed to preserve and enhance natural 
ecological systems; 

6. Range of housing: Includes sufficient land suitable for a range of needed 
housing types; 

7. Natural landscape: Can be developed in a way that preserves important 
natural landscape features included in urban reserves; and 

8. Adverse effects: Can be designed to avoid or minimize adverse effects 
on farm and forest practices, and adverse effects on important natural 
landscape features, on nearby land including land designated as rural 
reserves. 

*SOURCE: OAR 660, Division 27, Urban and Rural Reserves in the Portland Metropolitan Area 
Adopted by LCDC Jan11ary 24, 2008; Effective February 8, 2008 

~ J* ~G10Nc -ft ~ ;, 
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Factors for Designation of Lands as Rural Reserves 

(1) A county shall indicate: 
• which land was considered and designated in order to provide long-term protection 

to the agric11/t11re 1111d forest i11d11stries and 
• which land was considered and designated to provide long-term protection of 

import1111t 11nt11r11/ /1111dsc11pefe11ttires, or 
• botll. 

Based on this choice, the county shall apply appropriate factors in section (2) or (3), or both. 

(2) Agricultural o r Forest Industry: To provide long-term protection to the agricultural or 
forest industry, or both: a county shall decide based on whether the lands proposed for 
designation are: 
a) Urbanization - In an area that is otherwise potentially subject to urbanization during 

the applicable period described in OAR 660-027-0040(2) or (3) as indicated by 
a. proximity to a UGB or 
b. proximity to properties with fair market values that significantly exceed agricultura l 

values for farmland, or 
c. forestry values for forest land; 

b) Long-term Opera tions - Capable of sustaining long-term agricultural operations for 
agricultural land, or capable of sustaining long-term forestry operations for forest land; 

c) Suitable s olls/Avallable wa ter - Have suitable soils where needed to sustain long­
term agricultural or forestry operations and, for agricultural land, have available water 
where needed to sustain long-term agricultural operations; and 

d) Sustained Ope rations - Suitable to sustain long-term agricultural or forestry 
operations, taking into account: 

i. For farm land, the existence of a large block of agricultural or other resource 
land with a concentration or duster of farm operations; for forest land, the 
existence of a large block of forested land with a concentration or cluster of 
managed woodlots; 

ii. Adjacent land use pattern, including its location in relation to adjacent non-farm 
uses or non-forest uses, and the existence of buffers between agricultural or 
forest operations and nonfarm or non-forest uses; 

iii. Agricultural or forest land use pattern, including parcelization, tenure and 
ownership patterns; and 

iv. Suffi ciency of agricultural or forestry infrastructure, whicl1ever is applicable. 

(3) Natural Landscape Features: To designate land as rura l reserves lo protect important 
natural landscape features, a county must consider those areas identified in Metro's 
February 2007 "Nnt1mil Ln11dscnpe Fent11res lnvenlonf and other pertinent information, and 
shall decide on whether the lands proposed for designation are: 
a) In an area that is otherwise potentially subject to urbanization during the applicable 

period described in OAR 660-027-0040(2) or (3); 
b) Subject to natural disasters or hazards, e.g. floodplains, steep slopes, areas subject to 

landslides; 
c) Important fish, p lant or wildlife habitat; 
d) Necessary to protect water quality or quantity, such as streams, wetlands, riparian areas; 
e) Provide a sense of place for the region, such as buttes, bluffs, islands, extensive wetlands; 
f) Can serve as a boundary or buffer, such as rivers, cliffs and floodplains, to reduce 

conflicts between urban and rural uses, or between urban and natural resource uses; 
g) Provide for separation between cities; and 

(4) Agricultural La nds Within 3 Mile s of a UGB: Notwithstanding requirements for 
applying factors in OAR 660-027-0040(9) and section (2) of this rule, a county may deem 
that Foundation or Important Agricultural Lands within 3 miles of a UGB qualify for 
designation as rural reserves under section (2) without further explanation under OAR 660-
027-0040(10). 



YEAR 
2008 
2009 
2010 
2011 
2012 
2013 " 
2014 
2015 
2016 
2017 
2018 
2019 
2020 
2021 
2022 
2023 
2024 
2025 
2026 
2027 
2028 
2029 
2030 
2031 
2032 
2033 
2034 
2035 
2036 
2037 
2038 
2039 
2040 

' 2041 
2042 
2043 
2044 
2045 
2046 
2047 
2048 
2049 
2050 
2051 ~ 

2052 
2053 

Oregon City Population Projection 
Assuming a 1.535% Annual Growth Rate 

Population % Annual Growth Rate 
30405 467 
30872 474 
31346 481 
31827 489 
32315 496 
32811 504 
33315 511 
33826 519 
34346 527 
34873 535 
35408 544 
35952 552 
36503 560 
37064 569 
37633 578 
38210 587 
38797 596 
39392 ,605 
39997 614 
40611 623 
41234 633 
41867 643 
42510 653 
43163 663 
43825 673 
44498 683 
45181 694 
45874 704 
46579 715 
47294 7'26 I 

48020 737 
48757 748 
49505 760 
5@265 772 
51037 783 
51820 795 
52615 808 
53423 820 
54243 833 
55076 

,. 
845 -

55921 858 
56780 ,, 872 .. 
57651 885 
58536 899 ' '\ 

59435 912 
60347 1·. 926 

1 

Projected Population 
30872 
31346 
31827 
32315 
32811 
33315 
33826 
34346 
34873 
35408 
35952 
36503 
37064 
37633 
38210 
38797 
39392 
39997 
40611 
41234 
41867 
425;r0 
43163 
43825 

.. 

44498 
45181 
45874 
46579 
47294 
48020 
48757 
49505 
50265 
51037 
51820 

" 52615 
53423 
54243 
55076 
55921 
56780 
57651 
58536 
59435 ~ 

60347 
61273 
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YEAR 
2054 
2055 
2056 
2057 
2058 
2059 
2060 

Oregon City Population Projection 

Assuming a 1.535% Annual Growth Rate 

P0pulation % Annual Growth Rate 

61273 941 
62214 955 
63169 970 
64138 985 
65123 1000 
66123 1015 
67138 1031 

2 

Proiected P0oulation 
62214 
63169 
64138 

~ 

65123 
66123 
67138 
68168 



Clackamas County Urban/Rural Reserves Project 
Policy Advisory Committee 

PAC Polling on Reserve Discussion Areas, with Input from Staff and Planning Commission 
August 31, 2009 

NOTE: Input on rural and urban reserve discussion areas is shared below wilhin 11 majo r geographic areas, and rural areas outside the three-mile 
boundary a round the Portland Metropolitan UGB. The areas are arranged generally from west to east, as follows. 

I. Sherwood Area of Interest/West of Wilsonville ................... _ .. Page 2 

II. French Prairie .......................................................................................... Page 5 

III. East of Wilsonville ......... ....................................................................... Page 7 

IV. Stafford ........ -............................................................................................. Page 9 

V . Pete's Mountain/Peach Cove_········································-··-···········Page 11 

VI. South/Southwest of Oregon City .................................................. Page 13 

VII. Beavercreek/Southeast of Oregon City······················-··············Page 16 

VIII. Northeast of Oregon City····················-····································-·...Page 19 

IX. South of the Clackamas River ......... - ............................................. Page 21 

X. South of Damascus .......... ·--·················-.. ······································ Page 24 

XI. East of Damascus/Clackanomah/ Around Sandy_ ............... _,Page 27 

Rural Reserve Discussion Areas Completely or Primarily Outside 

Three Miles of the Portland Metro UCB .................................................. Page 29 

Attachment 4 



PAC STRAW POLL ANO 
RATIONALE 

Majority (13): Study important 
fannland as rural reserve. 

Rntio11a/e: Protect important farmland. 
771e ar~ is tl1rrotmed by urb1111izatio11. 

Minority (1): Do not study any of 
the area as rural reserve. 

Rntionnle: No foundation ln11d. Will 
bt protected by agriculturnl and 
forestry zoning a11yway. No natural 
feat11m. 

Augu~t25 

Majority (12): Do not consider for 
rural reserves any areas not 
identified as found01tion or 

important farml01J1d, or invl.'l'lloried 
natural features. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate rural 
reserve. 
Rationa.l e: 
• Qualifies under threat of 

urbanization because it is adjacent to 
theUGB. 

• Part of area qualifies under the 
agrirultmal protection; important, 
not foundation land. 

• Protected for agrirultural and 
forestry uses by agricultural and 
forestry zoning. 

• Part of area does not qualify under 
the agricultural protection; conflicted 
farmJand. 

• Does not qualify under natural 
features. 

• Important land qualifies under safe 
harbor. 

Option : 1: Designate important 
farmlan d as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Important farmland ranks 
high on many agricultural factors. 

PLANNING COMMJSSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): Except for 
the area designated as urban reserve, leave 
the area undesignated. 

RQtio11ale: No inventoried natural features. 
No foundation farmland and some 
conflkted farmland. 



I. WEST OF WILSONVILLE (cont' d) 

DlSCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area R - Parrett Mountain 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATlONALE 

'Majority (12): Study entire area as 
rural reserve. 

Ratio11ale: Buffer area; close to UCB; 
i111porta11f farmland; natural features. 

Minority: none 

Augu<t lR 

Majority (11): Do not consider for 
rural reserves any areas beyond 

three mik'S of the PMUGB and one· 
half mile of lhc outlying city UGBs. 

August25 

Majority (12): Do not consider for 
niral reserves any areas not 

identified as foundation or 
important farmland, or inventoried 

natural features. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 

AND RATlONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate a rural 
reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of urbanization 

because it is approximately 2 miles from 
the UCB; however, it contains such steep 
topography it is not expected to be very 
efficient or likely to urbanize. 

• Qualifies under agricultural protection 
factor, but contains important, not 
foundation farmland. 

• Protected for agricultural and fores try 
uses by agricultural and forestry zoning. 

• Qualifies under natural fearures 
protection factors, but majority of this 
fearure is in other counties. 

• Qualifies under safe harbor factor. 

Option #1: Designate all rural reserve if 
urban reserves are being considered 
west of Wilsonville. 
Rationale: 
• Strong visual feature that could sigm.l 

the southwestern edge of the region. 
• Qualifies under both agricultural and 

natural feature protection factors. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Recommendation (5): Leave the entire area 

undesignated. 

Rationale: No foundation farmland, most 

of inventoried natural features are outside 
Clackamas County; rural reserve 
designation not needed for protection. 

Minority (2): Designate the area a rural 
reserve. 
Ra tionale: Protects important farmland in 

area that is close to UGB and threatened by 
urbanization. 



-... ... 

,.._,..,...., 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

M.ljocity (11): Study northern part of 
the area (north of Tooze Road) as 

urban reserve. 

Ratio1111lt: Rates medium or1 most 
factors. Wilso1111ille a11d Sl1erwood haw 
both expressed i11tercsl i11 porlio11s of the 
area. 

Minority (10): Conside.r lor urban 
reserves only areas in which Wilsonville 

and Sherwood have expressed interest. 
Ratio11alt: Cities have cxpmstd i11terest. 
Limils addilio11nl traffic on 1-5. 

Auc:u~t25 

Majority (17): Remove rural reserve 

designation from areas designated 
urban reserve, including City of 

Wilsonville Area 9. 

Majority (17): Designate City of 
Wilsonville Arca 9 as urban reserve. 

Majority (17): Remove the Tonquin 
geologic area (natural feature) from 

urban reserve recommendation. 

4 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion; Designate all as urban 

reserve. 
Rationale: 

Rates medium on most factors 
• Northern part includes areas of 

interest for Wilsonville and Shawood 

Option 1: Designate only northern part 
as urban reserve. Rationale: 

• Easiest to serve 
• Wilsonville and Sherwood areas of 

interest 
• Rates "m<!diumH on most factors 

Option 2: Do not designate any of area as 
urban reserve. Rationale: 

Limits s;mitary sewer demand o n 

Wilsonville 
Does not add to tra!fic problems on C­
S 

Pl.ANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONAl'E 

Ruommendation (unanimous): Study 
northern part of the area (north of Tooze 

Road) as urban reserve, plus the City of 
Wilsonville area 9. 

Rationale: Rates medium on most factors. 
Wilsonville and Sherwood h ave both 

expressed interest in portions of the area. 
Wilsonville has asked for consideration of 
the area on their map labeled "9.h 



II. FRENCH PRAIRIE 

D ISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area Q - French Prairie 

PAC STRAW POLL 
A ND RATIONALE 

Majority (10): Study 
entire area as rural 
res erve. 
Rat io11n/e: There is 
fo1111dnlio11 fan11/a11d and 
floodplai11; it's witlrin 
tliree miles of the UGB; 
tra11sportatio11 corridor is 
needed for agric11lt11re. 

Minority (3): Exclude 
areas along l-205 from 
rura.1 reserve 

consideration. Rationale: 
Flat land next to 
interstate is ideal far 
employment land. 

August 25 
Majority (12): Do not 

consider for rural 

reserves any areas not 
identified as found ation 
or important fannland, 

or inventoried natural 

fea tures. 

STAJ'F SUGGESTION, 

OPTlONSAN D 
RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate entire 

area rural reserve. 
Rationale: 

• Quali fies under threat of 
urbanization because it is 
adjacent to the UGB. 

• Qualifies under agricultural 
p rotection; folllndation 
farmland. 

• Does not qualify under 
natural features protection. 

Qualifies under safe harbor 
factor. 

Consistent with Board 
p riorities to protect natura.l 
features and foundation 

famtlands. 

Option #1: Exclude some of 

area from rural reserves. 
Rationale: Protected for 
agricu I tu ral and forestry uses 

by agricultural and forestry 

zoning. 

PLANNING COMM!SSJON 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendat ion (4): Designate 

entire area as ru ral reserve. 

Raticma/e: Foundation farmland. 

Hard edge of urban area should be 
Charbonneau or the Willamette 

River. 

Minority: Do not designate entire 
area as rural reserve. 

Rationale: Some areas around l-5 
an d Airport Way should remain 
undesignated to allow for more 

land use options. 



II. FRENCH PRAlRJE <t:ont'd) 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (13): Do not consider 
any of the area for urban reserve 
designation: 

Ratiottale: Fo1111d11lion land, 
s11rro1111ded l•y more fou11dalio11 
la11d wi/11 110 buffer, transportation 
co11necHvity. Rates low lo medium 
011 major i11fr11struct11re factors. 

Minority (S): Consider area 
between Airport Way and Boones 
Ferry Road urban reserve. 

Rntio1111lt: Flat land near 
lra11sporlali011, good for 
employmc1t (amp11s. Could 
reduce traffic problems 011 bridge if 
development was sou tit of bridge. 

6 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
ANO RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate as 
urban reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Rates low to medium on the 

major infraslructurc 
• Oassified as foundation land and 

surrounded by foundation land 
with no natural buffers. 

Option 1: Designate all as urban 
reserve. Rationale: 
• Rates medium to high on all 

factors except sewer, water and 
transportation. 

• Contains some of the few flat, 
large parcels in the diso.ission 
areas that are easily accessible to 
freeways and appear to be suitable 
for industrial development. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): Do not 
designate any of the area urban reserve. 

R11tio1111/e: Rates lows to medium on 
major infrastructure. Oassified as 
foundalion land and surrounded by 
foundation land with no nalural buffers, 
transporlalion connectivity. Should be 
hard edge al Charbonneau. 



III. EAST OF WILSONVILLE 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area 0 - East of Wilsonville 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RAT IONALE 

Majority (10}: Study import.ant 
farmland as nual reserve. 
Rationole: Protect important 
Jnrmlnnd. Area is tltrenle11ed by 
urba11izntio11. 

Minority (4): Do not study any of 
the area as rural reserve. 

Rationale: No fau11dalio11 /a11d. Will 
b.e prolected by agricu//11ra/ and 
foreslnJ zo11i11g m1yway. No 11at11ml 
features . 

Aui:ust 25 
Majority (16): Remove rural 

reserve consideration from areas 
considered for urban reserves. 

Majority (U): Do not consider for 

rural rt-serves any areas not 
identified as foundation or 

important farmland, or 

inventoried natural features. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate rural reserve. 
Rationale: 

Qualifies under threat of urbanization because it is 
adjacent to the UGB. 

• Part of area qualifies under agriculhiral protection 
factor but has important, not foundation farmland. 

• Protected for agricultural/forestry use by zoning. 
• Part of area does not qualify under the agricultural 

protection factor; contains conflicted farmland. 
• Does not qualify under natural features. 
• Important land qualifies u.ndcr safe harbor. 

Option U: Designate important farmland as 

rural reserve. 
Rationale: Important farmland ranks high on many 
agricultu.ral factors. 

7 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECOMMEND A TIO NS AND RA TIO NALE 

Recommendation (6): Do not designate any of 
the area as rural reserve. 

Rationale: No foundation farmland. No 
inventoried natural features. 

Minority (1): Designate the area as rural 

resen'e. 
Rationale: The important farm.land should be 

protected. 



Ill. EAST OF WILSONVILLE (cont'd) 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (8): Designate only 
Wilson -ville's area of interest as 
urban reserve. 

Rationale: Tualali11 appan:11tly 
wants the area to remai11 rural a11d 
is lookiug al Wnslii11gto11 Cou11ty 
for 11rba11 reseroes; 011ly Wilso11ville 
is still ititeresled i11 some of tire area 
as 11rba11 reserve. 

Minority (6): Designate entire area 
urban reserve. Ralio11ale: faC"elle11f 
freeway access a11d roads will be 

J:~~~~~~ I improved mmtt1ally .. Poteulial 
employmmt and /rousing /a11d. 

Minority (4): Do not designate any 
of the area as url>an reserve. 
Rationale: Significant lmnsportnlion 
problems; Tualatin no longer 
i11terested. 

Minority (1): Designate only 
Wilsonville's and Tualatin's areas 

,. 1 of interest as urban reserve. 
Ratio11ale: Limits burden 011 

tra11sportatio11 system; possible 
employment land; rates medium or 
high for most foe/ors. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate entire area as urban 
reserve. 
Rationale: 

Rates medium or high for most factors 
Includes potential employmen t land at 
Stafford interchange 
Includes land for a range of housing 
Significant transportation concerns, bu t 
they need to be addressed anyway to meet 
needs of current urban a reas 

• Includes areas of interest identified by 
Wilsonville and Tualatin 

Option 1: Designate only Wilsonville's and 
Tualatin's areas o( interest as urban reserve. 
Rationale: 

Rates medium or high for most factors 
P06Siblc employment area is in Tualatin' s 
area of interest 
Umits burden on the transportation system; 
may include area where it is easier to 
provide conn«bvity. 

Option 2: Do not designate any urban reserve. 
Rationale: 

Umits Sllnitary sewer demand on 
Wilsonville 
Does not add to traffic problems on l-205 or 
l-5 

PLANNING COMMJSSIO N 
RECOMMENDATIONS ANO 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (6): Designate entire area as 
u rban reserve. 

Ratio1rnle: Area could potentially be served by 
three cities and is near good transportation. 
Need enough land in reserves to develop in next 
50 years. 

Minority (3): Designate only WilsonYillc's area of 
interest as urban reserve. 
Rotio11ale: Only Wilsonville is interested in some 
of the area as u rban reserve. 



IV. STAFFORD 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area N - Stafford 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (8): Study inventoried 
natural features as rural rcseJVe. 
Rntionnle: Protect natural fraturts; /ti 
con11111111ity der:idt about other arMS 

Minority (6): Do not study any of 
area as rural reserve. 
Rntionnle: Nnt11ral ftalllres are 
protected anyway; lots of parcelizatio11 
i11 tire area 

Minority (2): Study entire area as 
rural reserve. Ralionale: 171feal of 
urba11izntio11; wntcr quality; slopes; 
recreatio11al land; equestrian la11d; some 
farmland 

Auipist25 
Majority (12}: Do not consider 
for rural reserves any areas not 

identified as foundation or 
important farmland, or 

inventoried natural features. 

9 

STAFF SUGGESTION, 

OPTIO NS AND RATIONALE 

S uggestion: Designate 

inventoried natu ral features as 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies as under threat of 

urba.nization because it is adjacent 
to the UCB. 

• Does not qualify under 
agricultural protectfon factor; 
contains conflicted farmland. 

• Some of area qualifies under 
natural features. 

• Does not qualify under safe harbor 
factor. 

• Consistent with Board priority to 
protect natura.1 features. 

Option n: Do not designate 
rural reserve. 
Rationa.le: Floodplains and riparian 
features can b<? adequately preserved 
with public acquisition and/or 
development restrictions. 

PLANNJNG COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (u.nanimous): 
Except for the area designated as 
urban reserve, the area should 

remain undesignated. 

Ralio11ale: 11tis best meets the 
vision and values of the Stafford 

Hamlet. 



JV. STAFFORD (cont 'd) 

Dl SCUSSION AREA 

Urban Area 4: Stafford 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (8): Designate the Borland 
Area on.ly (north of 1-205, east of 
Tualatin, south of Borland Road) as 

urban reserve. 
Ratio11ale: Tlris area is most suitable far 
employment land. Supports Hamlet 
visio11. 

Minority (6): Designate entire area 

urban reserve. .Raliottale: Lots of 
infrastructure work in Staffordf8orla11d 
area. Sr1itable employment lands /hat 
will be 11eeded in 50 years. 

Minority (3): Do not designale any 
urban reserve. Ralio11ale: Need lo 
prolect rural q11ality of area. 
Development i11frastruclure loo 
expe11sive. 

Minority (l): Designate dis tinct 
portions as urban reserve, including 
Borland area and north and east 
a reas adjacent to Lake Oswego and 
Wesl Linn. Rntionate: 111.frnstructure 
work taki11g place. Most potential far 
development and lands suilable for 
employment. 

10 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate all as urban 
reserve. 
Rationale: 

Rates high or medium on the major 
infrastructure cost assessments 
Natural ecological systems and 
features can be protected by 
acquisition and/or development 
restrictions 
Contains lands suitable for 
employment 

Option 1: Designate distinct portions of 
area as urban reserve, e.g., Borland Road 
area, and north and east areas adjacent lo 
Lake Oswego and West Unn. Rationale: 

Rates high or medium on the major 
infrastructure cost assessments 
These areas have the most potential 
to be developed into walkable, 
well<onnccted neighborhoods in 
conjunction with existing 
development inside the UGB. 
Contains lands suitable for 
employment 

PLANNlNG COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (8): Designate only the 
Borland area as urban. 

Ratiortale: The land is connicted. The 
Borland area is most suitable for 
employment land. It supports the Hamlet 
vision. It is adjacent to are U -3, which the 
Planning Commission recommends as 
urban reserve. 

Minority (1 }: Designate all of area as urban 
reserve. 
Ratio11ale: It doesn't meet rural criteria. It all 
needs to be designated urban in order for 
the hamlet to carry oul its vision. 



V. PETE'S MOUNTAIN/PEACH COVE 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area S-Pete's MountainJPeach Cove 
"~""Nl.N~-.~~.~~~ 

PAC STRAW POLL AND RATIONALE 

Majority (10): Support entire area as rural 
reserve. 
Rationale: Important farmland and invc11toried 
natural features, and tlte ODFW ltas asked for a 
portio11 of ii to be designated rural reserve. 

Minority (4): Study important farmland and 
natural features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Important to protect farmla11d a11d 11al11ral 
features. 

Minority (3): Study important fam1land and area 
3 as naral reserve. 

Rationale: Area 3 is req11esled lo be rural reserve by 
tlzeODFW. 

Minority (1): Study important farmland as rura.l 

reserve. Rationale: Importa11t lo protect farmla11d. 

Auc:ust 25 
Majority (12): Remove from rural reserve 

designation the area bounded by Mountain 
Road, Hoffman Road, Schaeffer Road and Pete's 

Mountain Road, c.xccpl retain the nalural 

features as rural reserve. 

Majori ty (12): Do not consider for rural reserves 
any areas not identified as foundation or 

important farmland, or inventoried natural 
features. 

II 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate inventoried natural 
features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of urbaniultion 

because ii is adjacent to an UCB. 
• Part of area qualifies under agiricultural 

protection factors, but has important, not 
foundation farmland. 

• Pea.ch Cove area will be protected for 
agricultural use by existing zoning. and the 
buffer provided by Pete• s Mountain and the 
Willamette River. 

• Part of a.rea does not qualify under 
agricultural protection factors~ it contains 
conflicted farmland. 

• Some o( area qualifies under natural features 
protection factors. 

• Part of area qualifies under the safe harbor 
factor. 
Consistent with Board priorities to protect 
natural features a.nd foundation farmlands. 

Option n: Designate important 
agricultural lands area as rnral reserve. 
Rationale: Witil important designation, the area 
qualifies under safe harbor provision. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 

Designate inventoried natural 
features as rural reserve. 

Ratiotral~ Important to protect 
natura.l features. 



PAC STRAW POLL AND RATIONALE 

Majority (11): Designate northern part of area 

(north of Ek Road) with excellent access to I-205 
as urban reserve. 

Rntionnle: Smal/ 111w1 will1 trm1sportatio11 access, 
employment pole11 ti11/. Re11111i11i11g 11re11s more 
difficult to serve 1111d less productive for 11rb1111 

llS<!S. 

Minority (6): Do not designate any urban 
rese.rve. Rationale: Difficult to seroe t11ill1 
infrastructure. Protect natural features. 

Minority (2): Designate entire area as urban 

reserve. Ratfo11ale: Some of area could~ seroed 
wit/1 i11frnstruclure. Developme11/ wo11/d not occur 
for many years. 
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ST AFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

S11ggestion: Designate northern part of this area 
that has excellent access to 1-205 as urban 
reserve. 
R.ttionalc: 

Could become part of an employment 
cluster/ mixed use center that spans 1-205. 
Small area easier to serve with 
transportation. 
Natural ecological s ystems and features can 
be protected by development restrictions 
and acquisition. 
This area has the most potential to be 
developed into walkable, well<ennected 
neighborhoods in conjunction with Borland 
Rood area of Stafford. 
Remaining areas are not productive for 
urban uses 
Remaining areas are much more difficult to 
serve. 
Sewer service in lite southern part would 
likely be provided by non-Metro provider, 
and so isn't as suitable for a Portland Metro 

urban reserve. 

Option 1: Do not designate any urban reserve. 
Rationale: 

Difficult to serve because steep slopes and 
isolation (surrounded on three sides by 
rivers). 
limited potential to be developed into 
walkabl~. weU-connected neighborhoods 
with a range of housing types and dose to 
employment areas. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Recommendation (7): Designate 

the northern part of the area (north 

of the toe of the slope) with 
exce.llent access to 1-205 as 1trban 

reserve. 

R11Ho1rnle: Right along a major 

lransportalion corridor in 

Clackamas County. Employment 
potential. Remaining areas arc 
more difficult to serve and less 

productive for urban uses. 

Minority (2): Do not designate any 
urban reserve. 

Rnlionalt: This creates two 
peninsulas (with Stafford). The 
area could be easily urbanized. 

There isn't enough development 
potential. 



VI. SOUTH/SOUTHWEST OF OREGON CITY 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Aru D- Canemah/ WiJlamette Narrows 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

General support: S tudy entire area 

as ru.ral reserve 
Rational~: lmportm1t 11nlurnl 
la111lsca~ features; ll1t ml ire arm is 
1111dtr tl1rtot of urba11izatio11 based 011 
/OC'tltion adjacent to //re Portland 
Metro UCB 

Au~usl 25 
Majonty (12): Do not consid e r for 

ru ral reserves any areas not 

identified as fonndation or 

important fann land, or 

inv<'Illoricd natural fcalurcs. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Sugges tion: Only designate identified 

natural features as rural reservt-. 
R.ttionale: 
• Qualifies under threat of urbaiUzttion 

because it is adjacent lo an UCB. 
• Quali fies under natural features 

protection. 
• Consistent with Board priorities to 

protect natural features, especially the 
Clackamas RiYCr, and foundati.c>n 
farmlands. 

Option 1: Do not designate rural 
reserve the upland area Oregon City 

area of interest 
Rationale: 
• Uplands are buildable, don't fit natural 

features preservation factors as well and 
not visible from important natural 
features below. 

• Protected for agricultural and forestry 
uses by agricultural and forestry zoning. 

Option 2: Do not designate as rural 

reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Protected for agricultural and forestry 

uses by agricultural and forestry zorung. 
• Natural features may be protected with 

acquisition and development regulations, 
under currc"t rural zoning or if the area 
is brour:ht Into the UGB. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (7): Do not designate 

any of area as rura l reserve. 

R111io1111le: Protected by zoning. Rural 

designation takes away flexibility for 

landowners. 



PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

General support: Study entire area 
as run l restrve, with possible 
different desi~tion for areas 
around the a.irport an d rural 
community of Mu lino. 
Ratio11a/e: /111portanl agric11/t11ral 
/mids; t/1renteued by 11ri>a11izalio11 
based 011 /orolio11 111ilhi11 3 miles of a 
UCB. However, Mulino Airport and 
rural community of Mu/ino are 1101 

suittd for ntral rtseroes os they may 
need pla11 or zone c/rm1~s during /ht 

11exl 50 years. 

Al1'1l1St111 
Majority (11): Do not consider for 
rural reserves any areas beyond 

three miles o( the PMUGB and ~ 
mile of the outlying city UGBs. 

Auro.1~t 25 
Majority (12): Do not consider for 

rural reserves any areas not 
identified a.s foundation or 

important farmland, or inventoried 
natural features. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 
RATIONAU! 

Suggestion: Do not designate as rural reserve. 
Ratio.nale: 
• Though adjacent to PMUGB, area is buffered by 

steep slopes o( Beaver Creek canyon. 
• Important rather than founda tion funnland. 
• Though zoning is mixed with some exception, for 

the most part area will be protected for 
agricultural and timber uses by zoning. 

Option 1: Designate portion of a.rea within 3 
miles of the PMUGB a rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of wbanization because it 

is adjacent to the PMUGB. 
• Beyond three miles. does not qualify under threat 

of urbanization and protection from UGB 
expansion is not needed. 

• Area bt.>yond the distance noted is p rotected for 
agricultural uses by agricultural zoning. 

• Qu31ifies under agricultural protection fadors. 
• Qualifies under safe lwbor as important 

agricultural lands. 

Option la; U some of the area is considered for 
rural reserve (Option 1 above), dele te certain 
pa.rcelized or special use areas such as rural 
communities and the airport. 
Rationale: Area protected with existing zoning. 

Option 2: Designate identified natural features 
(Beaver Creek) as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Qualifies under natural features 
protection. 

PLA NNING COMMISSIO N 
RECOMMEN DATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Vote (4 yes, 4 no): Leave area 
undcsignated except for area 
designated as urban. 

Ratio1111 /e: The zoning in place will 
protect property w ithout rural 
reserve designation. The lnck of 
urban services will protect the area 
from urbanization. It's not 
foundation land. 

Other Votes 

Designate all as rura.l (7 no. 2 yes) 

Do not designate area outside three­
miles as rural; de:.;gnate th e area to 
the north rural excep t for the area 
that is designated urban (6 no, 3 yes) 

Designate inventoried natural 
features within three miles of the 
UGB as rural reserves (3 yes, 3 no, 1 

abstain) 



VI. SOUTWSOUTHWEST OF OREGON CITY (cont 'd) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Urban Area 7: South of Oregon City 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority (14): Only designate 
bench areas as u cban reserve. 

Rationale: Most pole111inl for 
rlroe/opme11t. 0/111:r ore11s loo 
steep and difficult to serve. 

Minority (7): Do not designate 
any urban reserve. Ra/ionale: 
Mudr of area loo difficult lo snw 
with infrastructure. Need to 
protect n1ra/ qualities of area. 

Augu~t 25 
M.tjority (15): Remove rural 

l"C1icrvc from bench areas, 
leaving them as urban reserve. 

IS 

STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate bench areas 
urban reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Rates high or medium on major 

infrastructure 
• Nalural extension of Oregon 

Cily; steep topography 10 

immediate south could be 
natural edge to urban area and 
buffer farming farther south 

• Have the most potential to be 
developed into walkable, well­
connected neighborhoods in 
conjunction with development 
inside the UCB. 

Option 1: Designate entire area as 
urban reserve. Rationale: 

Natural areas (Beaver Creek) 
could be protected with 
development regulations. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 
Only designate bench areas as 
urban reserve. 

R11lio1111ft: Most potential lor 
developmenL Other areas are 
too steep and difficult to serve. 



VII. BEAVERCREEK/SOUTHEAST OF OREGON CITY 

DlSCUSSJO N AREA 

Rural Area F - Beaverca ek 
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PAC STRAW POLL 
AND RATIO NALE 

Majority (12): Consider 
inventoried natural attas 
as rural reserve. 
Rat ion ale: 11r(re are two 
i1111enloried naluml areas i11 
tire area. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, 
OPTIO NS AND 

RATION ALE 

Suggestion: Designate 
inventoried natura.l areas as 
rural reserve. 
Ration.ale: 
• Conflk ted rather than 

foundation farmland. 
Minority (7): Study entire I • Scores low on agricultural 

protection factors and has 
primarily exception zoning. 

area as rural reserve. 
Ratio11nle: l..oall food 
produclio11, sense of place, 
headraaters, flooding a11d 
larrdslides, threat of 
11rb1111iznlio11, nnlr.mrl 
fen t11res 

August25 
M*rity (12): Do not 

consider lor rural reserves 
nny nreas not idcntiiicd a.s 
found a lion or important 
farmland, or inventoried 

natural features. 

• Does not qualify under the 
s;ifc harbor fador. 

• Contains important natural 
features. 

O pt ion 1: Designate area 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat or 

urbanization because it is 
adjacent to the PMUCB. 

• Consider importance of 
emerging local foods 
movement, w ith food 
produced on small farms for 
the Portland metro area. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOM MENDATIONS AND 

RATIO NALE 

Recommen dation (8): Consider 
inventoried natural fea tures as 
rural reserve. 

Rationale; Conflict land. Docs 
not quality under safe harbor. 
Contains important naturals 
features. 

Minority (1): Study entire area 
as rural reserve. 
Rationale: The area needs 
protection; it is less than a mile 
from the UGB. 



VII. BEAVERCREEK/SOUTHEAST O F OREGON CITY (cont 'd) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Urban Area 6: Southeast o f Oregon City 

P AC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

M<1jority (12): Designate d ose-in flatter 

areas, including around Ho lly Lane, 

u rban reserve. 

Ratio11ale: Orego11 Cihj hos snid ii can 
easily serve tire area, a11d development of 
Holly Lane area is needed for 
connectivity. Co11tai11s most ofbuildable 
land in the area. 

Minority (9): Designate en tire area 

urban reserve except mapped natural 

features. Rational<>: Can be served wit It 
i11frastmch1re. Oregon City is interested hr 
tile area. Pro/eel 11al11ral features. 

Minority (3): Designate cntlre a.rca as 

urban reserve. Ralio11ale: Nnt11ra/ 
extension of Oregon City; natural areas can 
be protected; rates moderately well 011 

i1ifraslntcl ure. 

Minority (3): Do n o t d esignate any 

urban reserve. Ratio11nle: Muc/J of area is 
riifficu// lo serve willr i11frastr11ct11re. 
Protect mral quality. 

Augu st 25 
Majority (16): Exclude from urba.n 

reserve the natu ral features in this area, 

remove Holl}' Lilrlc from rur<tl reserve 

designation and reaffim1 the majo rity 

vote on the u rban area. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate entire area urban 
reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Rates moderately weU on major 

infrastructure 
• Natural extension of Oregon City, and OC 

has ind icated it would have a bility to 
serve it. 

• Natural areas/creek systems could be 
protected with development regulations 
and/or acquisition. 

Option 1: Designate close-in, flatter areas, 
including around Holly Lane, as urban 
reserve. Rationale: 
• Oregon City could easily serve this area. 
• Will contain most of buildable land in the 

area. 

Option 2: Do not designate any urban 
reserve. Rationale: 
• Contains a limited amount o r buildable 

land - approximately 600 acres. 
• Contains two of the mapped important 

natural landscape features. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (6): Designate close­
in flatter areas, including around Holly 
Lane, urban reserve. 

Rationale: Oregon City has said it can 
easily serve the area, and Holly Lane is 
needed for connectivity. Contains most 
of buildable land in the area. 

Minority (3): Do not designate any 
urban reserve. 
Rationale: Don't understand why 
Oregon City wants or needs Holly Lane 
- there's not room to expand. The area 
can't be serviced. 



Vll. BEAVERCREEK/S~UTHEAST OF OREGON CITY (cont'd) 

Urban Area 8: 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATlONALE 

Majority (8): Do not designate any urban 

reserve: 
Rationale: Difficult to provide sewer and 
tra11sportation services. No 11atural buffers 
wit Ii adjacent farnr and fores t areas. Protect 
11at11ral areas, i11c/11di11g Beaver Creek 
drainage. 

Minority (4): Designate as urban reserve 

the a rea north and northeast of the Beaver 
Creek drainage system. Ratio11ale: Protect 
important farmla11ds to the soul/I 

Minority (4): Designate urban reserve in 
close-in areas and the Highway 213 
corridor, excluding the Parrett Creek 
drainage area. Rationale: Orego1t City ilas 
defined close-in areas as easiest lo seroe and 
develop. Parrett Creek is a separate watersl1ed. 

Minority (3): Exclude Parrett Creek 
watershed from consideration as urban 

reserve. Rationale: Urban service boundaries 
si1011/d be drawn based on watersheds, tmd 
Parrett Creek is a separate watershed. 

Minority (3): Designate as urban reserve 

the area along Highway 213 in the Beaver 
Creek watershed. Rationale Parrett Creek is a 
separate W{!/erslred. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, O PTlONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate the area urban reserve. 
Rationale: 

Compared to other areas around Oregon 
City, this area: 
o Is easiest to serve. 
o Could be developed with least impact 

to inventoried important natural 
features. 

o Is the easiest to develop into 
walkable, well<0nnected 
neighborhoods in conjunction with 
development inside the existing UGB. 

Suitable for employment la.nd with flatter, 
larger parcels with access to a state 
highway, community college and Mulino 
Airport 
Appears suitable for a ra.nge of housing 
types 

Option 1: Designate only close-in areas as 
urban reserves. Rationale: 
• These are the areas identified by Oregon 

City as the easiest to serve and develop. 

Option 2: Do not designate any urban reserve. 
Rationale: 

Difficult lo provide sewer and 
transportation services, including limited 
transit 
Area no .... -s directly into adjacent 
agricultural and forestry areas without 
natural buffers to prevent encroachments. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMEND A TIO NS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendiltion (7): Designate only close­
in areas, down to Henrid, as urban reserves. 

R.11tiona/e: These are the a.reas identified by 
Orego.n City as the easiest to serve and 
develop. 

Minority (2): Designate close-m areas and 
other areas that can be urbanized as urban 
reserves. 
Rntio11n/t: Some of the area is very close to 
the UCB and could be easily serviced 

Other Vote 

Minority (3): Do not designate any of the 
area as urban reserve. 
Ratio11nlt: Difficult to provide sewer and 
tran.;portation. Only one way in and one 
way out. large watershed area. 



VIII. NORTHEAST OF OREGON CITY 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Runl Area G - Oackanns Heights 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIO NALE 

Majority (16) evenly split between: 
• Study whole U N for rural re.serve 
• Study inventoried natural features 

only as rural reserve. 
Rationale: N11t 11ral fant11res; tJirenl of 
11rba11i2.atio11: watershed, 11at11ral 
feRl11rts 

Aug.1st 25 
Majority (12): Remove from urban area 
any natural features (which would then 
be rural reserve; the rest of the area 
would be urban ~rve). 

Au1:mt25 
Majority (12): Do not con.sider for rur~ 

reserves any are;is not identified ,1s 
foundation or important Cannland, or 

inventoried natural features. 
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STAfF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
ANO RATIO NALE 

Suggestion: Designate inventoried 
natural fea tures as rural reserves. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threa t of 

urbanization because it is adjacent 
to an UCB. 

• Qualifies under natural features 
protection factors. 

• Consistent with Board priorities 
to protect natural features, 
especially Oackamas Rive.r, and 
foundation farmlands. 

Pl.ANNING COMMJSSION 
RECO MMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 
Designate inventoried natural features as 
nual reserves. 

Ratio11ale: Important to protect natural 
features. Adjacent to UGB, so threatened 
by urbanization. 



Vlll. NORTHEAST OF C1REGON CITY (cont 'd) 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority (7): Designate dose-in a.reas as 
urban reserve. 

Rationale: These are areas idmtified by 
Oregon City ns easiest to serve and 
develop, sense of place similar to Oregon 
CihJ. 

Minority (5): Do not designate any 
urban reserve. Ratio11ale: Protecl rural 
areas; limit sprawl. 

Minority (4): Designate entire area 
urban reserve except the Clackamas 
River d rainage. Ratio11ale: Some arras can 
be served. Protect drainage. 

Minority (4): Designate flatter areas 
along roads as urban reserve. Ratio11ale: 
T/1ese areas are easier to serv<?. 

Minority (2): Designate flatter areas in 
the north as urban reserve. Ratio11ale: 
Most potential to be developed. Rate lrigh or 
medium 011 infrastruc~ure factors. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate natter, more 
northern areas as urban reserve. 
JUtionale: 

Rate high or medium on the three 
major infrastructure cost 
assessments 
These areas have the most potential 
to be deve.loped into walkable, well­
connected ncighborhoods in 
conjunction with existing 
development inside the UGB. 

Option l : Designate only close-in areas 
as urban reserve. Rationale: 
• These are the areas identified by 

Oregon City as the easiest to serve 
and develop. 

Option 2: Designate all as urban 
reserve. Rationale: 
• Enfue area marginally qualifies 

under the factors. 
• Natural areas}creek systems could be 

protected inside the urban area with 
development regulations. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 
Design.ate flatter, more northern areas 
to foot of slope, just south of Forsythe, 
as urban reserve. 

Rationale; Rate high or medium on 
infrastructure; have the most potential 
to be developed. 



IX. SOUTH OF THE CLACKAMAS RIVER 

DlSCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area J - Springwater Ridge North 

PAC STRAW POLL ANO 
RATIONALE 

Majority (14): Study entire 
area as rural reserve. 

Rationale: Natural features; 
~11ffcr; fnrm/1111d; Clackamas Riwr 
as UCB bo1111dnry 

Minority (6): Study 

inventoried natural features as 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: Proltct natural 
fent11m; sliou/dn't designate all 
arta5 as possible rural areas 

August 111 

Majority (1 1 ): Do not consider 
for rural reserves any areas 
beyond three miles o( the 

rMUGB and li'l mile of the 
outlying city UGBs. 

Aui:;ust25 
M;ijority (12): Do not consider 
(or rural reserves ;iny areas not 

identified ;is (oundation or 

imporrant farmland, or 
inventoried rotural (c;itures. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 

AND RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate inventoried 

natural leatures as rural reserve. 
IUtionale: 

• Qualifies under threat of 
urbanization because it is adjacent 
to an UCB. 

• Qualifies under agricul tural 
protection factors, but contains 
important, not foundation land . 

• rrotected for agricultural/forestry 

use by zoning. 
• Some qualifies under natural 

features. 

• Qualifies under the safe harbor 
factor. 

• Consistent with Board priority to 

p.rotcct natural fearu res, especially 
Clackamas River. 

Option Kl: Designate area rural 

reserve. 
Rationale: Important farmland; 

ranks high on many agricultural 
factors. 

PLANNING COMMJSSION 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 

Designate inventoried natural 
features only as rural reserve. 

R11Ho1ra/e: Natu ral features 
need 10 be protected. This area is 
close enough to the UGB to raise 
the threat of urbanization. 



PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority (16) evenly split 
between: 
• Study entire area for rural 

reserve 

Ratio11nle: Natural f~turcs; 
walenvny$; fnrmlmrd 

• Do not study any of area for 
rural reserve 
RaNonnle: Ewry area of the 
county lrns natural features 

Au~st JR 

Majority (11): Do not consider 
for rural reserves any areas 
beyond three miles of the 

PMUGB and 'I.! mile of the 
outlying city UC&. 

Augu~t2S 

Majority (12): Do not ronsid~r 
for rural reserves :my 11reas not 

identified as foundiltion or 

importmt fannland. or 
inventoried natural fo;itures. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate as rural 

rese.rve. 
Rationale: 

• Though about two miles from PMUGB, 
separated by significant topography. 

• Important rathe r than foundation 
farm land. 

• Protected for agricultural and timber 

uses by zoning. 

Option 1: Designate the portion within 3 
miles of PMUGB a rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies "under threat of 

urbanization" because it is adjacent to 
thePMUCB. 

• Beyond 3 miles does not qualify under 
threat of urbanization; protection from 

UCB expansion not needed. 
• Arca beyond d istance noted is and will 

continue to be protected for 

agricultural uses by zoning. 
• Qualifies under the agricultural 

protection factors. 
• Qualifies under safe harbor as 

important agricultural lands. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Recommendation (6): Identify 

inventoried natural features as rural 

reserve and leave the remainder of the 
area undesigna ted. 

Rntio11ale: Important to protect natural 
features. 

Minority (1): Do not identify inventoried 

natural features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Rural reserve designation is 
not necessary because of how for lhis area 
is from the UCB. 



IX. SOUTli OF THE CLACKAMAS RIVER (cont'd) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Ana I- Springwater Ridge South 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (10): Study entire area as 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: High ngric11/t11rnl 
potential; natural features 

Minority (9): Study inventoried 
natural features as rural reserve. 
Rnlionnle: Protect 11nl11rnl features; 
fam1lnttd not threatened 

Minority (2): Do not study any of 
area as nual reserve. 
Rationale: Part of area is already 
somi'lohnt urbanized. 

August 111 
Majority (11): Do not consider for 
ru ral reserves an)' areas beyond 

three miles of the PMUGB .md 'h 
mile of the ouLlyi.ng city UGBs. 

August 25 
Majority (12): Do not consider for 

rural reserves any areas not 
identified as foundation or 

important farmland, or 
inventoried natural features. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RA TIO NALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate rural 
reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Does not qualify under threat of 

u rbanization 
lmportant rather than foundation 
farmland. 

• Protected for agricultural/timber use 
by zoning. 

Option 1: Designate inventoried 
natural features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies "under threat of 

urbanization" because it is adjacent 
toanUGB. 

• Qualifies under natural features 
p rotection. 

Option 2: Designate area rural 
reserve. 
Rationale: Important farmland; ranks 
high on many agricultural factors. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATlONS ANO 

RATIONALI! 

Recommendation (6): Leave the 
entire area undesignated. 

R11tio1111/e: This area is more than 
three miles outside the UGB and 
rural reserve designation isn't 
needed. 

Minority (1): Do not leave the 
entire area undesignated. 
Rationale: Should designate 
important natural featu res as rural 
reserve. 



X. SOUTH OF D.lMASCUS 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rurill Atta L- Soulh Damascus 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority (8): Study inventoried 
natural features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Protection of 11al11rol 
features 

Minority (6): Study inwntoried 
natural features as rural rese.rve 
except areas labeled with 3. 
Rationale: Pro/eel nnlural felllures; 
co11sider possible expansion 11eetls far 
City of Damascus 

Aucust2S 
Majority (15): Remove rural reserve 
consideration from areas considered 

for urba.n reserves. 

Majority (12): Do not consider for 
rural reserves any areilS not 
identified as fou ndation or 

important farmland, or inventoried 
natural foaturcs. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
AND RA TIO NALE 

Suggestion: Designate inventoried 
natural features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of 

urbanization because it is 
adjacent to the UGB. 

• Does not qualify under 
agricultural protect-lion factor; 
all identified as conflicted 
farmland. 

• Some qualifies under natural 
features. 

• Does not qualify under safe 
harbor factor. 
Consistent with Board priority to 
protect natural features, 
especially Clackamas River. 

Option :1: Exclude from rural 
reserves the areas identified by 
Damascus as areas of interest. 
Rationale: If not designated urban 
reS(!rvc, area will continul! to be 
protected with zoning. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 
The portion of the area that is 
not designated as urban reserve 
should be designated as rural 
reserve. 

Ra tionalt: Inventoried natural 
features need protection. 



X. SOUTH OF DAMASCUS (con1'd) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area K - Eagle Creek North 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Mojori ty (10}: Study 
inventoried natural features ;as 

rural reserve. 
, , R11lio1111/c: Nol llrrtnle11ed by 

11rbm1iznlio11; alrendy 11r/Ja11ized in 
some areas 

Minority (8): Study entire area 
as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Threat of urlnmiiation 
bemuse of liiglmmys; lots of 
fannlmrd 

At1'1t<! II! 

Majority (11): Do not consider 
for rural reserves any areas 
beyond three miles of the 
PMUGB and Yi mile of the 

outlying city UGBs. 

August 25 
Mojority (12): Do not consider 
for rurill reserves any areas not 

identified as foundation or 
import.int formland, or 

inventoried natural features. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, 
omoNsAND 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate 
inventoried natural features as 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of 

urbanization because it is 
less than <me mile from the 
UGB. 

• Qualifies under agricultural 
protection factors, but 
contains important, not 
foundation land. 

• Protected for agricultural 
and forestry uses by 
agricultural and forestry 
zoning. 

• Some qualifies under 
natural features. 

• Qualifies under the safe 
harbor factor. 

• Consistent with the Board 
priority to protect natural 
features, especially 
Oackamas River. 

Option n: Designate area 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: Important 
famlland; ran.ks high on many 
airricultural factors. 

PLANNJNG COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDA TJONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recomme.ndation (6): 

Designate all inventoried 
natural features as rural 
reserve. 

R11tio11nle: Natural features 
should be p rolectcd. This is 
consislcnt with 
recommendations for other 
areas. 

Minorily (1): Do not designale 
inventoried natural features as 
rural reserve. 
Ralionale: Rural reserve 
designation is not needed in 
this area. 

OlherVotc 
Leave area undesignated (5 no, 
2 yes) 



X. SOUTH OF DAMA~CUS (cont'd) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Urban Area 10: South bf Damascus 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority 110): Designate entire area 
urban reserve except Noyer Creek and 
peninsula between Noyer and Deep 
creeks. 

Ratio11ale: Serviceable. suitable for 
employmmt amf /1011sing; exc/11dt•d are11s 
diffim// to sttw and re/11/ively 
unproductive for housing 1111d employment. 

Minority (8): Designate as urban reserve 
the area already annexed by Damascus 
;ind flat are;is in the northern portion o ( 

the area. Rntio1111/e: Makes smse for Ille 
a11nexed area to bt i11 l/1e UGB. Dnmasc11s 
11uds the norllrent area for tra11sportntio11 a11d 
sewer i11frastmct11re. 

Minority (2): Designate entire ;irca urban 
reserve. R11tio11n fe: Much is srrvictnble. 
Good areas for employment 1111d ho11si11g. 
Natural areas could be protected. 

Minority (2): Do not designate any urban 
reserve. Ralio11nlt: There's plmty of la11d 
still to be developed in Danrnsc11s. 

Minority (2): Des.ignate urban reserve the 
a rea already annexed by Damascus. 
Ratio11ale: It mnk~ smse that I/tis area should 
be i11sidt tire UGB. 

26 

STAFF SUGGESTION, 
OPTIONS ANO RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate this area 
an urban reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Much is moderately 

serviceable. 
Portions very suitable for 
employment, range of 
housing types, walkability, 
accessibility to transit. 
Natural areas{ creek systems 
could be protected inside 
the urban area with 
dcve.lopmen t rcgulntions. 

Option 1: Designate entire area 
urban reserve, ac111ding Noyer 
Creel< and the peninsula 
between Noyer and Deep 
creeks. Rationale: 

Area to be exduded would 
be diffirult to serve and 
relatively unproductive for 
employment and range of 
housing types. 

PLANNING COMMlSSJON 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (8): 

Designate the area as urban 
reserve. 

R11tio1111le: This is dose to 
Damascus nnd Damascus is still 
going through planning. There 
is transportation access, though 
it needs improvement. 
Damascus is working to protect 
natural ;ireas and zoning will 
help protect the creeks. 



XI. EAST OF DAMASCUS/CLACKANOMAH/ AROUND SANDY 

Rural Area M - Clackanomah 

DISCUSSION AREA 
PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIO N ALE 

Majority (8): S tudy the --·--··-· --···,~ I entire area for rural reserve 

~lifNfitl!t.¥*ir~ ~ .:..:< -~ designation. 
R11tio11ale: Tirere is fou11datio11 
farmland i11 tire area and ii cnn 
seroe as a buffer. 

Minority (6): Exclude area 
around Boring from rural 
reserve study. 

Rnlio11a/e: Bori11g is a rural 
commu11ily and may be 
important for f11t11re 
devclopmenl. 

Aucust 18 
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Majority (11): Do not 
consider for rural reserves 

any areas beyond three miles 

of the PMUGB and !h mile of 
the outlying city UGBs. 

August 25 

Majority (12): Do not 
consider for rural reserves 

any areas not identified as 
foundation o r importnnl 
farmland, o r inventoried 

natural leaturcs. 

STAFF SUGGESTION, 
OPTIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

S uggestion: Designate area 
rural reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of 

urbanization because it is 
adjacent to the UCB. 
Most of area qualifies under 
agricultural protection 
factor and is foundation 
farmland. 

• Remainder of area qualifies 
under natural features 
protection factors. 

• Most of area qualifies under 
safe harbor factor. 

• Consistent with Board 
priorities to protect natural 
features and foundation 
farmlands. 

O ption #1: Exclude from 
rural reserves consideration 

some of a rea adjacent to 
UGB and Multnomah 
County line, along Hwy 26. 
Rationale: 
• Intent of green corridor 

agreement (to maintain a 
swath of rural land behveen 
Sandy and Portland metro 
area) could be maintained in 
other ways. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (4): The 

portion of the area that is not 

designated as urban reserve 
should be designated as rural 
reserve. 

Rationale: Need to protect 

natural features and foundation 
farmland. 

Minority (3): Do not designate 

as rural reserve all the area that 
is not designated as urban 
reserve. 
Rationale: Rural reserve 
designation is not needed to 
protect the area and it restricts 

options for landowners. 



XI. EAST OF DAMASCUS/CLACKANOMAH/AROUND SANDY (cont'd) 

DISCUSSl()N AREA 

Urban Area 11: Clackan 

PAC STRAW POLL AND RATIONALE 

Majority (11): Desjgnate a relatively small 
area in the west/northwest as urban reserve. 

Rationale: This is not fo11ndatio11 land a11d is 
cJose to other employment land. Foundation 
//'Ind should be protected. Sandy is oppoSi!d to 
developmmt along Ille Highway 26 corridor. 

Minority (8): Do not designate any urban 
reserve. Ratio11ale: Protect fo1111datio11 land and 
rural land. 

Minority (5): Designate a somewhat larger 
area in the westfnorthwest as u.rban reserve. 
Ratio11ale: Not fo1111dation land a11d close to 
employment laud. 

Minority (1): Designate entire area urban 
reserve except North Fork of Deep Creek and 
Ea.st Buttes. Ratio11nle: Relatively easy to seroe. 
Larger areas of u11co11strained land could provide 

•• 1 far housing and employment. fac/uded area ns 
limited a11d costly developmeut pole11tia/. 

August25 
Majority (17): Remove foundation land 

from urban reserve designation, except for 
'200 feet on either side of 282°J Avenue. 

Majority (14): Remove rural reserve 
designation from the remainder of the 

s tippled area, with a result of keeping tl1e 
area u rban reserve. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Designate all as urban reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Relatively easy to serve. 
• Larger areas of unconstrained land could: 
o provide a range of housing types. 
o become part of east Portland region employment 

cluster with access to state highways and 
eventually the freeway system. 

• Natmal ecological systems and features can be 
protected by development restrictions and 
acquisition. 

• Potential to be developed into walkable, well­
connected neighborhoods. 

Option 1: Designate all as an urban reserve, excludi11g 
North Fork of Deep Creek aTea and East Buttes. 
Rationale: 
• All the reasons cited above. 
• Excluded area: 

o limited potential to be developed into walkable, 
well-connected neighborhoods with a range of 
housing types or employment uses. 

o difficult and expensive to serve with 
transportation and other services. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): 
Designate relativc.ly small area in the 
wesVnorthwest as urban reserve. 

Rationale: ls not foundation land 
and is close to other employment 
land Foundation la.nd should be 
protected. Sandy is opposed to 
development along the Highway 26 
corridor. 



RURAL RESERVE DISCUSSION AREAS COMPLETELY OR PRIMARILY OUTSIDE THREE MILES OF THE PORTLAND METRO UGB 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Rural Area A- Norlh of Estacada to Eagle Creek 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

Majority (14) evenly split 

between 
Study all rural reserve except 
buffer around Estacada 
{excludi.ng Clackamas River). 
Ralio11nle: !mpor/011/ farmland, 
rates /1ig/1 011 agriculture/ 
forestry, tlrrealened by 
11rbanizatio11 (Hwy 224), natural 
features 
Study Clackamas River and 
Eagle Creek a.reas only as 
rural reserve. 

Ratio11nle: Protect i111porla11t 
landscape features 

Minority (2): Study rural reserve 
for enti.re area Rationn/e; 
l111por/a11/ farmland, rates high 011 

agrir11/t11re a11d forestry, threatened 
by 11rba11izalio11 (Hwy 224), 11nl11ral 
features 

Augustll\ 
Majority (11): Do not consider for 
nrral reserves any areas beyond 
three miles of the PMUGB and 'ii 
mile of the outlying city UGBs. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS 
ANO RATIONALE 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS ANO 

RATIONALE 

Suggestion: Do not designate any rural I Recommendation (8): Do not designate 
reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Not qualified under threat of 

urbanization because so far from the 
PMUGB. 

• Insignificant threat of urbanization from 
Estacada because area is protected by 
state rules that will make it difficult to 
make a case to expand the city UGB onto 
EFU land with high value soils. 

• Qual.ifies under agricultural protection 
factors but contains important, not 
foundation farmland. 

• Protected for agricultural and fores try use 
by zoning. 

• Qualifies under natural features 
protection. 

Option 1: Designate inventoried natural 
features nual reserve. Rationale: 
• Qualifies under natural features 

protection. 
Consistent with Board priorities to 
protect foundation farmlands and natural 
features, especially Clackamas River. 

Option 2: Designate en tire area rural 
reserve. Rationale: Important farmland 
and ranks high on many agricultu.ral 
factors. 

any rural reserve. 

Ratio1111/e: This land is not threa tened by 
urbanization. No foundation fam1land. 

Minority (1): Study rural rese.rve for 
entire area. 
Rationale: Rural reserve designation 

protects people. Important fam1land. 
Threatened by urbanization because of 
Highway 224. 



Rural Reserve Discussioh Areas Completely or Primarily Outside Three Miles of the Portland Metro UGB (cont'd) 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 
RATIONALE 

Majority (8): Study entire area rural 

reserve except Canby area of inte.rest 
Ralio11a/e: Meets some of need to protect 
fou11d11tio11 farm/1111d wlrile providit1g an 
option for Cm1by to expand if l/rey ca11 
demons/rate /he need to I/re state, 
nltho11gh unsure Juno much land will be 
needed 

Minority (6): Study entire area rural 
reserve. 

Rationale: The /and in Canby's area of 
interest qualifies as rural reserve. 
Promote denser, smaller UGBs; smaller 
car/Jon footprint; build up not 0111. 

11 Fo11ndatio11 la11d witlrin 3 miles of UCB 
.<- c1111 l1e1111tomnlically designated rural. 

August 111 
Majority (1 1): Do not consider for 

rural reserves any ;ireas beyond thr~'C 

miles of the PMUGB and ~mile of lhe 
outlying city UGBs. 

Ausust25 
Majority (12): Do not consldl'r for 

rural reserves any areas not identified 
as foundation or important farmland, 

or inventoried natural features. 
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STAFF SUGGESTION, OPTIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

S uggestion: Designate entire area rural 
reserve. 
Rationale: 
• Qualifies under threat of urbanization 

because it is within 3 miles of an UCB 
• Qualifies under the agricultural protection 

factors. 
• Foundation farmland. 
• Qualifies under safe harbor as foundation 

land. 
• Consistent with Board priorities to protect 

foundation farmlands and natural features, 
especially Oackamas River. 

O ption 1: Leave a portion undesignated to 
allow Canby to expand its UGB. Rationale: 
• Designating whole area rural would deny 

Canby an opportunity to expand. Canby is 
subject to state rules for UGB expansion that 
will make it difficult to expand its UCB onto 
EFU Land with high value soils. 

• Protected for agricultu.ral use by zoning. 

Option 2: Only designate identified natural 
features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Qualifies under natural features. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 

RECOMMENDATIONS AND 
RATIONALE 

Recommendation (unanimous): Designate 
entire area rural reserve except the area of 

interest of the City of Canby. 

Ratio11ale: Protects foundation land while 

providing an option for Canby to expand. 



Rura l Reserve D iscussion A reas Com p letely o r P r im arily O u ts ide Three Miles of th e Portland Metro UC B (cont' d) 

DISCUSSION AREA 

Run I Ana C - Cac~as Prairies 

PAC STRAW POLL AND 

RATIONALE 

All voting (9): Study entire area 
as run! reserve. 
Rationale: 171rent of urbn11izatio11, 
agricultural prolcclio11, fa1111dation 
fnrmla11d, protectio11of 11al11ral 
features 

Allf,IU~l lR 
Majority (JI): Do not consider 

for rural reserves any areas 
lx!yond three miles of the 
PMUGB and ~mile of the 

outlying city UGBs. 

Augu~t 25 

Majority (10) -- Reflect the 
request of the Molalla Planning 

Di rl!Ctor by removin~ ru rol 
rcservc considcration ndjaccnt to 

the City of Molalln. 

Majority (12): Do not consid~r 
for ru.ral reserves any arens not 

identified as foundation or 
import<mt farmland, or 

inventoried natur.11 features. 
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STAFF SUGGESTlON, OPTIO NS AND 
RATIONALE 

Sugges tion: Designate area rural reserve. 
!Ution•.le: 
• Qualifies under threat or urbanization because it 

is within 3 miles or an UCB 
• Qualifies under agricultural protection factors. 
• Foundation fonnland. 
• Qualifies under safe harbor as foundation land. 
• Cons istent with Board priorities to p rotect 

foundation fo nnlands and natural features, 
el>l'cciaJly Clackamas River. 

Op tion 1: Designate as ru.ral reserve areas in 3 
miles of PMUGB or 1 mile of Canby UCB. 
Rationale: 
• Same rationale as above. 
• Rural reserves do not qualify under threatened 

by urbanization and not need<'d to proteet the 
area from UCB expansion beyond the distance 
noted. 

• A rea beyond distanre noted is protected for 
agricultur~J u~'S by agric:ulturnl zoning . 

Option 2: Only designate identified natural 
features as rural reserve. 
Rationale: Qualifies under natural features. 

Option 3: Designate all rura l reserve except 
northwest comer undesignated by Canby. 
Rationale: Protected by zoning. Molalla State Park. 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND 

RATIONALE 

Recommend.iti on (6): Designate as 
rural reserve the area north of Lone 
Elder and west of 170"', excluding 
Canby' s area of interest. 

Ratio11nle: Foundation farmland. 
Gives Canby some flexibility. 

Minority (3): Do not designate any 
of the area as ruraJ reserve. 
Rationa.le: Leaving the area 
undesignatcd gives property 
owners more flexibility. 
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