GOAL 1 OBJECTIONS
ATTACHMENTS
#

Date

Description

1

7/14/10

Linda Peters: Objection 1: Lack of Citizen Involvement,
Ordinance 733

Page

See http://www.savehelvetia.org/ourcase/Peters-Consolidated Objectionsall 7.14.pdf

2

3/3/11

The Oregonian: “Andy Duyck Irked” by Planning Commission
vote

2

3

3/12/11

Matthew Larrabie: Planning Commissioner response to Andy
Duyck

4

4

4/25/11

Cherry Amabisca: Letter to DLCD

5

5

4/26/11

Robert Bailey: Letter regarding records requests

7

6

3/9/11

DLCD: Response to record request

10

7

1/5/11

Dick Benner: Urged DLCD not to enter order

11

8

3/29/11

Robert Bailey: Testimony - Concern about no written order

13

9

12/4/10

Tom Brian/Andy Duyck: No extensive outreach needed

14

10

11/24/09

CPO 8: Endorses Rural Reserves north of Highway 26

18

11

11/1/10

Andy Duyck: No rollover on this one

19

12

11/2/10

Tom Brian: Get deal done before election

20

13

11/10/10

Tom Brian: Keep confidential and away from opponents

21

14

11/14/10

Tom Brian: I want 3 votes lined up

23

15

12/4/10

Tom Brian notifies commissioners of new reserves areas and
acreages

25

16

12/7/10

The Oregonian: Commissioner denigrates Save Helvetia

29

17

12/12/10

Tom Brian: After meetings with Metro, we are within reach

31

18

12/14/10

Robert Bailey: Testimony - Slow down, include citizens in
process

33

19

3/15/11

Robert Bailey: Testimony - Transparency and disclosure needed

35

20

6/2/11

DLCD Website: Still lists December as target date for written
order

37

Washington County planning commission vote on urban reserves irks County
Commission Chairman Andy Duyck
Published: Thursday, March 03, 2011, 3:35 PM

Updated: Wednesday, March 09, 2011, 11:43 AM

Dana Tims, The Oregonian
By
Washington County's attempts to pinpoint where growth should and shouldn't occur over the next 50 years just got a lot more
complicated -- and contentious.

In a vote certain to be noticed by other elected officials around the region, the county's planning commission Wednesday
recommended that a substantial piece of land north of Cornelius be opened up for future development.

The rub? The targeted acreage has already been declared off limits to urban development by the state
Land Conservation and Development Commission.

In fact, the county's initial proposal to allow development on the 624-acre Cornelius tract was the main
reason the state agency remanded Washington County's entire urban and rural reserves plan last
October.
Courtesy
Washington
County
Washington County
Commission Chairman
Andy Duyck

Further, it's since been taken off the table by Washington County's commissioners themselves, who
ostensibly oversee the all-volunteer planning commission.

County Commission Chairman Andy Duyck, while saying he values the planning commission's work,
said this was an issue that the latter body should have avoided entirely.

"They can have hearings, but they don't have to take ownership on this like we do," he said. "They don't have to make it work with
other jurisdictions to get the votes. On something like this, they truly are just a rubber stamp."

Duyck said he would have preferred that the planning commission not vote on the county's larger urban and rural reserve
proposal at all.

"What this does is throw doubt into the process," he said. "If we can't get our own planning commission to understand the importance
of moving ahead on this now, we're going to have a lot more problems going down the road."

Marc San Soucie, planning commission chairman, said he spoke with Duyck Thursday morning. He described the conversation as
cordial and light.

While acknowledging the regional implications of the vote -- both Multnomah and Clackamas counties essentially "divorced"
Washington County in late 2009 over the very issue of including the controversial Cornelius piece as an urban reserve -- he
nonetheless defended the planning commission's actions.

"I'm as aware as anyone that this could be viewed by some people as being a problem or obstacle to the board in that the planning
commission didn't agree with their proposal," San Soucie said. "But the role of the planning commission in all of this is so slender, it's

hard for me to interpret it as an obstacle to anything."

Planning commissioners, responding to emotional pleas from a handful of Cornelius residents, voted to approve 350 acres of the
original 624-acre parcel for future urban-style development. That proposal continues to draw opposition from groups such as Save
Helvetia, 1,000 Friends of Oregon and the Washington County Farm Bureau.

Just how many ripples the vote will cause in the run up to a March 15 joint meeting between Washington County and the Metro
Council is unclear.

At that meeting, the two agencies will hold a public hearing and vote on a revised proposed urban and rural reserves agreement
issued Feb. 22 by Duyck and Tom Hughes, Metro Council president.

Once that is concluded, Washington County's commissioners will hear testimony on Ordinance 740, which, if passed, will serve as
the enacting ordinance for the newly signed intergovernmental agreement between the county and Metro.

The county will likely continue the hearing until March 29, at which time a final vote will be taken.

After that, matters are still up in the air. The urban and rural reserve plans drawn up by Multnomah and Clackamas counties have
already sailed past the state land agency without objection.

However, regionwide cooperation is still needed before a process now three years in the making can be completed.

Although the respective counties have been negotiating their own intergovernmental agreements with Metro since the "divorce" of
2009, all four governments, under state law, must still adopt a joint set of findings for final submission to and approval by LCDC.

Although all of the Cornelius land has already been removed by Washington County's commissioners from their revised proposal, it's
still possible that either of the other two counties, along with various citizens' groups, could object to the county's plans now of
wanting to designate considerable acreage north of U.S. 26 for future urban growth.

And if that happens?

"Personally, I'm getting political fatigue from what's been a regional merry-go-round," Duyck said. "I'm getting to the point that, if
we don't see an end to it, there's no point bringing up plans that are dead on arrival."

If the system for designating where growth does and doesn't take place for the next half century actually collapses, the county would
then revert to the "old style" of targeting new land for development, Duyck said. That involved primarily using soil types to decide
where to expand, with so-called "foundation farmland" soils being the last to be tapped and marginal or "exception" lands and soils
being the first.

"That's not where I would like to go," he said. "But that may be the only choice left us."
Dana Tims

© 2011 OregonLive.com. All rights reserved.
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Save Helvetia
13260 NW Bishop Road
Hillsboro, OR 97124

April 25, 2011

Director’s Office
Department of Land Conservation and Development
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150
Salem, OR 97301-2540
Re: Remand of Washington County’s Ordinance No. 733 and Metro’s Ordinance
No. 10-1238A
Dear Director Whitman,
Save Helvetia is a community organization whose supporters testified in the
Reserves hearings in Washington County, before Metro Council and before LCDC
(on 10/29/2010). We have been patiently awaiting the written remand order so
that we might determine our response.
In the meantime, Washington County Board of Commissioners indicates
that your “oral order of remand” was sufficiently clear to them to proceed with
their response. They are taking the approach that only several components of the
Ord. 733 submission need alteration. Metro appears to accept this approach.
As an organization with standing before LCDC, we are perplexed. We take
issue with not only the amendments taking place now (Area 8D Urban Reserves,
Area 8-SBR Undesignated) but with items that were before you in October (Area
8B Urban Reserves). Washington County treats them as “settled”. We do not.
We had a recent conversation with a LCDC commissioner, who expressed
surprise and concern regarding the lack of a timely, written order following their
findings.

Please inform us as to the rationale for the lack of a timely and written
remand order, following nearly 6 months. Please inform us how this lack of
written order impacts our standing and rights of appeal to items beyond
Washington County’s current and narrow amendment process.
We express concern that citizens and organizations with standing have
been given no communication about the lack of written remand order and that
this then contributes to the Reserves process being less than transparent.
I look forward to hearing from you at your earliest convenience.
Respectfully,

Cherry Amabisca

cc:

Save Helvetia Board of Directors
Linda Peters, Chair, CPO 8
Linda Gray, Washington County CCI

Robert Bailey
7455 NW Helvetia Road
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124
April 26, 2011
Board of County Commissioners
Multnomah County
Portland, Oregon

Supplemental Information for the Urban and Rural Reserves Record
I start with praise for those decision makers among you who have kept
an open mind and shown respect for citizen involvement and input. I
praise those who have managed to keep the protection of prime farmland a
functional goal during this Reserves process.
The Legislative Assembly granted historic authority to Metro and the
three counties to undertake the Reserves process. It is said that this
legislation grew out of the farmers’ aspirations for certainty. The process
appears to have delivered that more in Multnomah and Clackamas Counties.
In Washington County, cities’ and county aspirations (other than
Cornelius) appear to be getting the land use certainty. Consensus with
citizens and the agricultural sector has gone wanting. Communication from
LCDC has been less than transparent and in particular they have failed to
communicate their lack of a written remand order. This thwarts the due
process of objectors.
Save Helvetia made a request for some public records from Washington
County Administration. We have posting these on our website for public
review: www.SaveHelvetia.org. We submitted into the record a CD of
documents but I will reflect on a few at this time. They offer a glimpse into
a largely invisible process, the stage curtains parted for a moment in time.
• The current changes in Ordinance 740 were the initial product of
Tom Brian and Andy Duyck, and then broadened to include Tom
Hughes and Metro councilors Hostika, Harrington, and later Colette.

1

• Washington County has had three votes for Ordinance 740
throughout the process and long before any hearings took place. See
Tom Brian’s e-mail dated 11-14-10.
• There are hints that LCDC could not write a written remand order
dating from early November: Mulvihill email of 11/1/10 and Brian
email of 11/2/10. LCDC has yet to communicate with the public
whether they could, would, couldn’t and if so, why or when. This
has been detrimental to the standing and due process of the parties
who opposed parts of Ordinance 733. This gap has been used by
Metro and Washington County to move rapidly forward with an
amended plan. Those with standing now are realizing that that they
are standing in the dust of their Goal One rights.
• The e-mails show Metro Chairman Hughes, and Councilors
Harrington and Hostika as mutual architects of Ordinance 740
beginning in early December on. Hughes was involved before he
came on to the Metro chairmanship: see Tom Brian e-mail dated
11/14/10.
• Metro attorney Benner advocated to LCDC’s Richard Whitman not
to finish a written order of remand, to limit “litigation” from those in
opposition. See Benner e-mail dated 1/5/11.
• Washington County’s attorney Dan Olsen communicated with
LCDC’s Director Richard Whitman about the timing or lack of
written remand order: see Olsen e-mail dated 11/23/10.
• There is growing concern in the community that Director Whitman
is actively advocating for adoption and acceptance of the regional
reserves proposal instead of acting in a neutral way. The lack of a
written order and the lack of clear and timely communication with
the public about the status of the order are disappointing. It is also
rumored that the Director set aside his staff's assessments of the
original reserves decision and related Objections and replaced them
with his own.
While this is far from a full picture, it does offer a glimpse into the very
exclusive and internal planning. It strongly suggests that the hearings have
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been a roll-out of the pre-ordained plan. What few changes occurred appear
more as attempts at charades of compromise and/or choreographed empathy
for the taking of prime farmland.
I also oppose Washington County’s use of undesignated land. It has
been used alternatively in an attempt to mollify the City of Cornelius, and
conversely to add urban reserves (lite) in Helvetia, while appearing to
compromise.
Washington County released its Reserves “Reasons for Designations for
Urban and Rural Reserves” on April 21st, the day of the final Metro hearing,
and after the close of three of its four hearings:(3/15/11, 3/29/11, and
4/19/11). This is a bare minimum of facilitating citizen access to key
documentation. When I look at Tom Brian’s e-mail memo dated 11/14/10, I
think that it is reflective of the current culture of citizen involvement.
Washington County and Hillsboro came to the dance, hand in hand
with agriculture. Washington County and Hillsboro now leaves the
dance with the development sector. The development-government
complex has arrived in Washington County and Hillsboro. One does not
have far to look for examples of those circulating between government and
development. The mantra of jobs has been effectively used to re-define
Oregon’s history of land use values. Farmers here are now treated as a
second class sector. Washington County wants to grow us to 1,000,000 in a
radically short period of time, benefit from an increased tax and fee base,
and have us all pay for a one billion dollar dam project necessary for this
rapid expansion. They proclaim it prudent planning. It is a choice that they
make and that they benefit from.
Measured growth is available without taking prime farmland.
Robert Bailey
Save Helvetia
Attachments of public documents from Washington County
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Oregon
John A. Kitzhaber, M.D., Governor

Department of Land Conservation and Development
Director’s Office
635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150
Salem, Oregon 97301-2540
Phone: (503) 373-0050
Fax: (503) 378-5518
www.oregon.gov/LCD

March 9, 2011
Robert Bailey
SaveHelvetia.org
7455 N.W. Helvetia Rd.
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124
Re: Public Records Request
Dear Mr. Bailey,
In accordance with ORS 192.440(2), this is to acknowledge our receipt on February 27, 2011, of
your request for the following records:




Written, audio, or video minutes of: The meetings (electronic, telephonic, video
teleconference and/or face to face) between Washington County Board of County
Commissioner’s Chair, Andy Duyck, and/or Washington County Department of
Land Use and Transportation staff, with Oregon DLCD’s Richard Whitman
and/or Oregon DLCD staff, and any Metro elected official and/or staff, from the
date of the oral Remand of Washington County’s Ordinance 733 on October 29,
2010 forward to the present.
Description of public notice given to these public meetings.

Having reviewed your request, I can tell you that there have been no public meetings regarding
this topic. Two meetings have occurred between DLCD Director Richard Whitman and Dick
Benner of Metro. The two meetings occurred on November 4, 2010 and January 31, 2011. No
notes or written records for either meeting were created.
If you have any questions feel free to contact me at 503-373-0050 ext. 322 or via email at
Casaria.r.tuttle@state.or.us.
Sincerely,

Casaria Tuttle
Records Coordinator

Robert Bailey
7455 N.W. Helvetia Road
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124

March 29, 2011

Washington County Board of County Commissioners
Hillsboro, Oregon
Testimony for a Hearing on Ordinance 740
For the record, we (SaveHelvetia) asked the State of Oregon Department of Land
Conservation and Development Department, through a public records request, to disclose
the communication they had with Washington County commissioners and/or staff since
the October 29, 2010 oral remand, and related to the remand of Ordinance 733 and what
was to become Ordinance 740.
We were surprised that the county was moving forward in mid-December, without any
written remand order. We testified then and since, that Washington County should await
the written order. We expressed concern that moving forward without the written order
lacked clarity but also did not allow community groups such as SaveHelvetia to
sufficiently participate in their Goal One based citizen involvement and participation role.
The Washington County BOCC determined by vote, nonetheless, to move forward,
based on their understanding of the oral remand. This occurred just before two
commissioners were to leave their roles and a new commissioner was to begin. This gave
the impression of a rapid vote while the votes might be in support of this course of action.
We were surprised to learn that the State Department of Land Conservation and
Development indicates that they had NO communication with Washington County
commissioners or staff as Washington County moved rapidly to create Ordinance 740.
We again express our concern that this rapidly moving context puts citizen
involvement in an inappropriately reactive position, not knowing the detail of the remand,
and not being fully able to determine our rights of appeal through our bona fide standing
in this matter.
For the Record,
Robert Bailey
For SaveHelvetia

Date: November 24, 2009
To:

Reserves Steering Committee Core Four
Washington County Board of Commissioners

From: Citizen Participation Organization 8 (CPO 8)
Re:

Motion on Rural Reserves in CPO 8

Following is the motion that was passed by the attendees at the November 10, 2009 CPO
8 Meeting, along with the recorded vote:
CPO 8, of those here present, endorses the designation of rural reserves status for
those lands north of Highway 26 and east of Jackson School Road, within CPO 8,
that the Washington County Reserves Coordinating Committee recommended as
urban reserves or undesignated.
Yes - 30
No - 1
Abstentions - 2

During the meeting, about 90 minutes were spent in discussion of the proposed motion.
The CPO 8 Steering committee believes that the motion:
• embodies the needs of North Plains for adequate growth,
• provides for protection of the area commonly referred to as "Greater Helvetia"
that lies within CPO 8 boundaries, and
• removes the ambiguity associated with the "undesignated" label as called for by
the recommendation released by the Washington County Reserves Coordinating
Committee.

Signed, CPO 8 Steering Committee: Henry Oberhelman
Pat Wolter
John Driscoll
Susie Anthony

Washington County land-use meeting generates fireworks, accusations
Published: Tuesday, December 07, 2010, 7:16 PM

Updated: Tuesday, December 07, 2010, 7:16 PM

Dana Tims, The Oregonian
By
Washington County's attempts to comply with state land-use laws generated fireworks both inside and outside the organization
today, with one commissioner accusing another of "blindsiding" her by leaking documents.

Commissioner Desari Strader pulled no punches in accusing colleague Dick Schouten of releasing a memo over the weekend written
by two other commissioners, along with maps showing where the county is now proposing to target residential growth over the next
half century.

"It's a sad day in leadership in the region when things get out before colleagues even have a chance to review them," Strader said,
with Schouten seated a few feet away. "The result is a lot of misinformation out there that set some of us up for an onslaught from
constituents."

Clarifications later in the day from Washington County Chairman-elect Andy Duyck made it clear that Schouten did not, in fact,
distribute the documents without permission. But the incident laid bare just how frustrated various commissioners are as they try to
wrap up a land-use process that's been nearly three years in the works.

Land-use advocates, seizing on the new materials, immediately blasted proposed revisions to the county's blueprint for future
growth, calling them a massive conversion of prime farmland.

"This is nothing short of a huge land grab by the county," said Save Helvetia organizer Cherry Amabisca. "It's way overreaching."

The dust-up comes as the county rushes to formulate a counter proposal to one already partially rejected by the state Land
Conservation and Development Commission.

The state commission last month signed off on most of the lands Washington County said are most capable of accommodating future
growth and which acreage constitutes so-called foundation farmland.

However, it rejected outright a 623-acre urban reserve north of Cornelius and sent back a proposed 508-acre parcel near Forest
Grove for further examination.

Duyck and board Chairman Tom Brian have huddled with county and Metro staff members in recent weeks to identify lands that
could be swapped for the rejected acres.

The new maps indicate the county wants to take 625 acres north of U.S. 26 and south of West Union Road and change it from
undesignated to urban reserve. That would essentially replace the Cornelius land.

The county reduced the Forest Grove parcel from 508 acres to 480 acres, and plans to resubmit it.

But then the county went further. It also wants to take another 592 acres north of U.S. 26 and change it from rural reserve to

undesignated. An additional 900 acres in the Rock Creek area would be converted from rural reserve to undesignated under the
county's proposal.

While those two parcels would not be in the urban reserves, they would be removed from the protection of the rural reserve
designation.

"A major loss to the rural community north of Sunset," Amabisca wrote in an e-mail Tuesday. "Los Angeles, here we come!"

Duyck insisted that the total acreage involved was about 50 acres fewer than the proposal rebuffed by the state.

"That's anything but a land grab," he said.

Amabisca disagreed. She acknowledged that the land the county now wants tapped for urban reserves is about 50 acres fewer than
had been included in the initial application to the state. But she argued that the county has overreached in trying to convert nearly
1,500 acres now listed as rural reserves to undesignated.

All the county has to do to move that land into urban uses is to say it has an immediate need to do so, she said.

"They have brought all of this new land into play, which is only going to drive up land prices as people figure this is the next big place
to grow," Amabisca said.

Strader denied claims by groups such as Save Helvetia that the land in question constitutes some of the best farmland in the region.

"What we're talking about in this instance," she said, "are intellectual, wealthy elitists wanting to protect their McMansions."

Duyck and other commissioners said they haven't yet done the political polling to determine whether a majority of Metro Council
members will support the county's new proposal. The two bodies must eventually sign an intergovernmental agreement before the
proposal can be formally sent back to the state.

Late Tuesday afternoon, however, Metro President Carlotta Collette issued a brief statement saying there is no support on the Metro
Council for Washington County's new proposal.

Duyck said the commission hopes to have its proposal ready for a board vote at its Dec. 14 meeting. He still hopes Metro will then
sign off on it two days later, meaning resubmission to the state can take place before year's end.

– Dana Tims
© 2011 OregonLive.com. All rights reserved.

Robert Bailey
7455 N.W. Helvetia Road
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124
December 14, 2010
Board of County Commissioners
Washington County
Hearing re Reserves
My name is Robert Bailey and I have resided at 7455 NW Helvetia Road, in Helvetia
these past 27 years.
The LCDC report is not yet available for review. I see that this does not inhibit you
from attempting this mid December action. If Washington County can discern the intent
of LCDC, would we not be here tonight?
None of you were elected to your current positions with the reserves issue on the
electoral table. Now, several have been elected and with the reserves issue part of the
electoral conversation, both at the county and Metro level. They will be seated in
January. I do not understand why you seek to move forward, given this context.
While I see that you have new maps, propose new designations, and have done the
acreage replacement math, you err by not returning to the OARs and the Factors for
Designation. SaveHelvetia has shown in much factor based detail how 8A warrants a
designation of rural reserve. You have yet to refute this assessment.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Excellent soils for sustained long-term agricultural operations
Free sub-irrigation water resources from the unique hydrology of the Helvetia
geology
Parcelization has not shown itself to be an obstacle
These farm lands are contiguous with a span of acres from east to west and south
to north
This area continues to enjoy agricultural infrastructure to support successful
operations
The area could be buffered by Helvetia Road and the Sunset Highway with desire
and effort
The area has been under threat of development for at least a decade
The area includes the important Waibel Creek drainage and wetland, needed for
recharge and flood mitigation in the Groveland area
The area has significant natural and cultural resources needing protection
The acreage provides for separation between Hillsboro and North Plains and
provides a diversity to what is becoming a Beaverboro social landscape
The area provides rural aesthetic, recreational, and cultural opportunities for
many throughout the metro area
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Where you perceive LCDC inviting you to designate more acreage as “undesignated”
and to creatively consider it as “back-up” for urban reserves acreage, others perceive
“undesignated” as indicating those lands beyond the reach of urban reserve and not in
need of the protection as rural reserves. These might better be described as the outer ring
of lands. Doing the math in this manner, however, would not allow Washington County
to appear as generous in protection of farm lands as they seek to appear.
I am a recipient of the 2007 Harold M. Haynes award for citizen involvement in
Washington County. This confers upon me a level of recognizing citizen involvement in
community issues. From this, I want to take a moment to counter the stereotyping, the
retaliatory remark, and the incivility of late toward SaveHelvetia and its members. You
have heard from many of our group during this arduous reserves process. We have a
history of land use advocacy that goes back well beyond a quarter century. This includes
the prevention of a mass grave of sheep in Jackson Quarry, the prevention of siting the
DEQ garbage dump in 4 sites north of the Sunset Highway, preventing the development
of 250 condo units on top of the flood plain and now adjacent to the Helvetia-Brookwood
Interchange project, and working to locate prisons in appropriate land use settings. These
individuals will likely not have things named after them. Nonetheless, I consider them
heroic in their volunteerism in behalf of land use and community.
As an observer of the reserves process, I describe Washington County’s citizen
involvement program as a ROLL OUT. That is, you perform internal assessments, you
make internal decisions, you announce to the public, and then you proceed. You claim
your announcements allow for citizen feedback. You evade good faith inclusion of
citizens in the study and formulation process. Tonight is but another example of this
manipulative strategy toward Goal One.
Tonight is a Legacy Moment for a number of you, going and coming. I recognize
that the legislation and the OARs did not create any extra-ordinary standard for conflict
of interest in this epochal land rush. I welcome you tonight to voluntarily take a pledge: a
pledge that your decisions will be for the good of the community and will not provide
you or your relations financial benefit in the foreseeable future.
It is a Legacy Moment for agriculture and more in Helvetia. Will you take the pledge?
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Robert Bailey
7455 N.W. Helvetia Road
Hillsboro, Oregon 97124
March 15, 2011

Washington County Board of Commissioners, and
Metro Councilors
Transparency and Disclosure
Under Oregon tradition and Public Records and Meeting Law,
elected officials’ deliberations are to be public and “transparent”,
with some narrow exceptions.
Under Oregon’s Government Ethics standards and law (Chapter
244), elected officials’ deliberations are to be conducted with due
respect to the management of conflicts of interest.
Washington County Personnel Policies (October 2009), under
Ethical Standards, identifies the management of conflicts of
interest and family and personal relationships.
A judge hearing a recent case in Lane County found that several
county commissioners had engaged in illegal and secret
deliberations, flouting Oregon’s law requiring public bodies
deliberate and decide public business in public. In this case, it was
found that the several elected officials had engaged in “serial
meetings” in private, scripting their votes that then were to be
unveiled in a public hearing.
It could be that here, in Washington County, we lack these
errors of governance. However, the perception arises, especially
when rapid votes follow complex and far reaching testimony. The
1

perception arises, if one never witnesses a public disclosure of
possible conflict, due to family relationship, economic interest, or
other benefit.
With all due respect, I ask you to assure me here today that
deliberations are being made in public and that any conflicts will
be disclosed.
Robert Bailey
SaveHelvetia
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State Review of Metro Reserves
Commission Hearings and Verbal Decisions
DLCD Staff Report Released
Exceptions to Staff Report
Background Information
Metro and County Decisions
Objections for State Review
State Review / Overall Schedule

Commission Hearings and Verbal Decisions
October 29, 2010
The Land Conservation and Development Commission held hearings on five days in late October to
hear objections from 46 parties to the Metro Urban and Rural Reserve designations. On October 29,
2010, the Commission voted unanimously to approve the urban and rural reserve designations in
Clackamas and Multnomah counties, and most of the urban reserve designations in Washington
County. Two urban reserve areas (representing about ten percent of the total in Washington County)
were sent back by the Commission, one just north of the City of Cornelius and the other just north of
Forest Grove. The Commission directed Washington County and Metro to remove the urban reserve
designation near Cornelius, and to reevaluate the one near Forest Grove. The Commission indicated
that the county and Metro may (they are not required to) add other areas as urban reserves to make
up for any acreage lost in the Cornelius/Forest Grove areas. As a result, the Commission also did not
take final action on the rural reserve areas in Washington County in order to leave the county and
Metro the flexibility to consider areas for urban reserve designation. The Commission did also
approve the overall amount of urban reserves in Washington County (and the rest of the region).
The commission’s final written order is expected to be issued in December.

DLCD Staff Report Released
Sept. 28, 2010
The Department of Land Conservation and Development issued a staff report today on its review of
the Metro Urban and Rural Reserves. The report is at the link below.
DLCD Staff Report

Exceptions to Staff Report
Oct. 08, 2010
The deadline for filing exceptions to the above DLCD Staff Report was Friday, October 10, 2010.
Those exceptions, which were sent to the department, are listed below. (NOTE: Some of these files
are very large and may take some time to download.)

REF.
00
7
13
15
20
24
33
34
000
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NAME
James Law Group
Dale Burger
Dorothy Partlow
Hank Skade
John Burnham
Kathy Blumenkron
Robert Burnham
Robert Zahler
City of Sandy
Coalition for a Prosperous Region

