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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. 
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• 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 21
st
, 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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TALKING POINTS 

 

Date: February 22, 2011 

 

For:  Metro Councilors and Washington County Commissioners 

 

Subject: Revised urban and rural reserves proposal for Washington County 

 

Audience: General public 

 

Messaging goal: Develop an appreciation by the public that the revised reserves proposal 

responds to LCDC’s concerns, protects valuable farm and forestland, and provides land for 

strategic job creation now and in the future. 

 

Prepared by: Ken Ray 

 

 

KEY MESSAGES: 

 

• This proposal ensures we can provide good jobs and homes for everyone now and in the 

future, makes the most of our existing cities and neighborhoods, and protects farmland, 

forest land and natural areas for current and future generations. 

• This completes a four-year collaborative effort to shape our region’s future for the next 50 

years. 

• We believe this proposal thoroughly addresses all of the concerns raised by LCDC while 

providing certainty to farmers, businesses and working families. 

• We welcome feedback from the public on this proposal. 

 

 

Frequently Asked Questions 

 

Q: What parts of the reserves map have changed since last fall? 

A: (See attached sheet that lists adjustments to the reserves map.) 

 

Q: Why is the only public hearing on this proposal being held at 10 a.m. on a weekday when 

most citizens who work cannot attend? 

A: There are plenty of opportunities to comment on the revised reserves proposal, and 

testifying at a public meeting is only one of them. Metro and Washington County are 

accepting public comments via e-mail at reserves@oregonmetro.gov, and there is more 

information on Metro’s reserves web page (www.oregonmetro.gov/reserves) on how to 

contact Metro Councilors and Washington County Commissioners directly. All comments 

submitted will be considered and included in the public record. 
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Q: How many total acres of urban and rural reserve will there be if this proposal is accepted 

by LCDC? 

A: This proposal provides 151,574 acres of rural reserve in Washington County (an increase of 

38 acres from the previous proposal) and 13,817 acres of urban reserve (a decrease of 67 

acres from last October). If accepted by LCDC, the total acreage, across all three counties, 

would be 266,992 for rural reserves and 28,548 for urban reserves. 

 

Q: The urban reserve north of Forest Grove (7B) didn’t change much. Did you fully address 

LCDC’s concerns about this area? 

A: LCDC asked us to look carefully at the area east of Council Creek. This proposal addresses 

that direction by removing that area from urban reserve designation. 

 

Q: Why is some of the old urban reserve north of Cornelius (7I) being converted to 

undesignated, rather than rural reserve? 

A: The majority of the former urban reserve (430 of 624 acres) will become rural reserve and 

off-limits to development for the next 50 years. The remaining 194 acres would become 

undesignated because they feature many small parcels of exception land and have a strong 

natural boundary. Under state law, this would be among the lowest priority land for urban 

expansion during the next 50 years. 

 

Q: Where can I find more information about this topic? 

A: More information on this revised proposal can be found on Metro’s urban and rural 

reserves web site at www.oregonmetro.gov/reserves. 
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Changes to Washington County reserves map 

 

Adjustment Area Total Acres 

Area A – East Portion of Urban Reserve 7B 

Change from Urban Reserve to Undesignated 

 

These 28 acres are located between Council Creek and Highway 47 in the 

vicinity of the intersection of NW Purdin Road/NW Verboort Road and 

Highway 47 

28 

Area B – West Portion of Former Urban Reserve 7I 

Change from Urban Reserve to Rural Reserve 

 

This portion of former urban reserve 7I is south of NW Long Road between 

NW Susbauer Road and NW Cornelius-Schefflin Road 

430 

Area C – East Portion of Former Urban Reserve 7I 

Change from Urban Reserve to Undesignated 

 

This portion of former urban reserve 7I is east of NW Susbauer Road and 

includes the area around NW Hobbs Road 

194 

Area D – Adjacent to Urban Reserve 8B 

Change from Undesignated to Urban Reserve 

 

This area is north of Highway 26, south of NW West Union Road and 

includes land on both sides of NW Groveland Road 

585 

Area E – South of SW Rosedale Road 

Change from Rural Reserve to Undesignated 

 

This area is south of SW Rosedale Road, west of SW Farmington Road and 

includes the parcels along SW Riggs Road 

383 

 


