AGENDA

City of Aurora
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING
Tuesday, November 06, 2012, 7:00 p.m.
Council Chambers
21420 Main Street N.E., Aurora, Oregon

1. Call to Order of Planning Commission Meeting:

2. City Recorder Calls Roll

Chairman, Schaefer
Commissioner, Willman
Commissioner, Gibson
Commissioner, Graham
Commissioner, Fawcett
Commissioner, Braun
Commissioner, Sallee

3. Consent Agenda
All matters listed within the Consent Agenda have been distributed to each member of the
Aurora Planning Commission for reading and study, are considered to be routine, and will be
enacted by one motion of the Commission with no separate discussion. If separate discussion is
desired, that item may be removed from the consent Agenda and placed on the Regular Agenda
by request.

Minutes

I. Aurora Planning Commission Meeting —October 02, 2012
. HRB Minutes
HL. City Council — September 11, 2012

Correspondence

I

4. Visitor

Anyone wishing to address the Planning Commission concerning items not already on_the
meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the Council could
look into the matter and provide some response in the future.

5. Public Hearing

A. Discussion and or Action on Extended/Continuation of CPMA-12-01 Anthony Fidanzo

0. New Business
A.
Planning Commission Agenda November 06, 2012

This is a public meeting and all interested citizens are invited to attend. The meeting place is not handicapped accessible; those
needing assistance should contact the city Office three (3) working days before regularly scheduled meetings. The minutes of this and

all public meetings are available al City Hall during regular business hours. All meetings are audio taped and may be video taped
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7. Old Business

A. Discussion and or Action on Historic Review Board Guidelines
B. Review of Title 17 revisions
8. Commission Action/Discussion

A. City Planning Activity (in Your Packets) Status of Development Projects within the City.

9. Adjourn

Planning Commission Agenda November 06, 2012

This is a public meeting and all interested citizens are invited to attend. The meeting place is not handicapped accessible; those
needing assistance should contact the city Office three (3) working days before regularly scheduled meetings. The minutes of this and
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Meeting Minutes
Correspondence
Financials

Other ltems



Minutes
Aurora Planning Commission Meeting
Tuesday, October 02, 2012 at 7:00 P.M.
Aurora Commons Room, Aurora City Hall
21420 Main St. NE, Aurora, OR 97002

STAFF PRESENT: Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
Renata Wakeley, City Planner

STAFF ABSENT:

VISITORS PRESENT: Bill Graupp, Aurora

Karen Townsend, Aurora
Gayle Abernathy, Aurora

Kris Sallee, Aurora

Susie & Tim Corcoran, Aurora

1. Call to Order of Planning Commission Meeting
The meeting was called to order by Planning Chair Joseph Schaefer at 7:00 p.m.

2. City Recorder Did Roll Call

Chairman, Schaefer -  Present
Commissioner, Willman Present
Commissioner, Gibson Present
Commissioner, Graham Present
Commissioner, Fawcett Present
Commissioner, Braun  Absent

3. Consent Agenda

Minutes
L. Aurora Planning Commission Meeting —September 04, 2012
II. HRB Minutes
IIL City Council — August 14, 2012

Correspondence

L OR 99E Woodburn to Aurera Corridor Segment Plan, Project Management
Meeting #3. There is a brief discussion on the 3 draft improvement options describing
this memo, Planning Commission is asking City Planner Wakeley about drawings
because it would be much easier to grab the concept 1 had included them by email,
Chairman Schaefer asks if we are in a hurry to provide comment Wakeley informs the
Commission that she had provided a response in my review asking for clarity honestly I

have not heard back nor about a meeting. Soon there will be an open house at Hubbard

Planning Commission Meeting October 02, 2012 Page 1 of 5



City Hall and these options will be discussed I do not have a date for that I have not been
attending just reviewing and commenting however it might be a good idea for someone

from the city attend.

The Commission requested drawings for the next Planning Commission meeting,.

Ii. Email from ODOT, New Enhance Application Solicitation, City Planner Wakeley is
happy to have PC provide comment on this ODOT STIP application process this is new
from ODOT. Wakeley states that 1 have spoke to ODOT about Aurora/Donald
interchange and the continuation of sidewalk along 99E if there are others you can let me
know. Side note in speaking to several of the County planners this application process
the Woodburn interchange has received funding and they will be shutting down 99E for
quite a while. I have asked for more information on this I will be sharing with everyone
once Ireceive it. Tam not sure if you can request help from the County or State to help
with signage to make everyone aware. Councilor Graupp states it will be limited access
not fully closed. Chairman Schaefer states that I would like to comment that the Hubbard
cut off would be the way to go so let’s confirm that traffic get detoured away from
Aurora to 551 however Townsend says no it’s good that they come into town.

With the STIP Aurora/Donald interchange, side walk project am I hearing that this is
something that we want to see keep moving forward because if it is not on the ODOT list
for 2015 it will not be considered.

Councilor Graupp states that I would like to see the salety flashing light

Board member Townsend stated that originally we had asked for a sidewalk on the west
side of 99 by the yarn shop for safety and we did not make it into their cycle to be
approved.

Wakeley states that funds are reduced so sorting through how we get these items added
for business. This application 1s 5 pages. I have not heard a lot of excitement on these

three intersections that are proposed from ODOT.

Commissioner Rob Graham will help assist Wakeley on this grant application for the STIP.

Motion to approve the consent agenda was made by Commissioner Gibson and seconded by

Commissioner Graham.

4. Visitor
Anyone wishing to address the Planning Commission concerning items not already on the
meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the Planning

Commission could look into the matter and provide some response in the future.

No one spoke at this time.
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5. Public Hearing

A. Discussion and or Action on Extended/Continuation of CPMA-12-01 Anthony
Fidanze,

Was called to order at 7:15

The applicant is not here to night, City Planner Wakeley gives a report or recollection on the
process to date and so far MR. Fidanzo has been receiving positive comments however he has
nothing in writing and Wakeley asked for an extension in this matter.

Currently we are covered by the 120 day rule agreement that Mr. Fidanzo signed and |
recommend or ask for a continuance on this matter.

A motion is made by Commissioner Fawcett to continue the hearing until November 6. 2012 at
the next regularly scheduled meeting and is seconded by Commissioner Graham. Motion Passes.

The Public Hearing closed at 7:20 with no comments from the audience.

6. New Business

A. Discussion and or Action on request for extension Gateway Aurora Project
and Subdivision by Bixler. Chairman Schaefer asks about the history of this
extension and Wakeley states originally they were given 3 years at which point
now Mr. Bixler submits a letter to Council and asks that it be extended for 2
years. Wakeley states that we have repeatedly asked for items and about half of
the items we are requesting are getting lost at this point I think a 2 year extension
is overly generous and I believe a one year is adequate.

A motion is made to recommend an extension for 1 year to City Council by
Commissioner Sallee and is seconded by Commissioner Willman. Motion
approved based on Municipal Code 16.76.3660.

B. Discussion and or Action on Email from Sandra Larsen Department of
Aviation.
City Planner Wakeley states, there is no formal action so that is why 1 did not
submit a staff report. I looked at this situation and since this is over the height
restriction in your code | then contacted the Department of Aviation and
Mr. Pitchford felt as though because this was so far away from the airport this
should not be an issue, however based on our code I had to look into it. Since then
he is no longer interested in the property because he does not feel he is subject to
ODA 7640 form. However maybe we look at this and see if this is overly strict for
the entire city. I wanted to bring this to your attention and this maybe one that we
look at it and shrink the overlay zone in regards to this situation. Mr. Pitchford
stated that some trees are taller and the city’s own water tower is higher than that.
Since we do not have anything in front of us I am not requesting a ruling just
wanted to bring it to your attention.

HRB Board member Townsend asks if this would be a situation to notice
surrounding properties, and I would ask that you considered looking at this
situation and review the overlay to find out if this is warranted.
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7. 0ld Business

A. Discussion and or Action on Historiec Review Board Guidelines
o Review of Title 17 revisions,
Chairman Schaefer explains basically I followed the standard format in the code and I did go with the
city standard numbering,

What I added here is that it gave the HRB the ability to approve or adopt the inventory and this is 17.04

e First change is on the inventory, and having it apart of the appendix and be part of the code.,
s Question is the issue of how to inform citizens of the code standards, City Recorder states that
the staff informs citizens already, and as they come into the office we hand out material.
e 17.04.50 A. this is where we put in applicability, Townsend states that demolish and remove are
missing.
e Definitions, pg 401 new definitions for colony structure and bricks or masonry are new,
Finished Material I would add to that siding and trim.

Masonry definition, Townsend feels that it is missing some items, to make this definition clear.
e 17.16
e I made changes to this section for clarity
o 406 pg, item 4 approval of application under this title.

407 pg amendments to guidelines and inventory, again this is procedural,

There is a lengthy discussion on neon or LED open signs. PC wants to allow however HRB does not
want this. Commissioner Willman is totally against not allowing a neon sign because it is very hard to
see if a business is open or not.

Salle states there should be some compromise because we need to let people know if these businesses
are open or not.

Chairman Townsend of the HRB states that if you approve this you will have every store front
displaying a neon sign and this will not be a look that we want in the historic sign.

Councilor Brotherton a guest, if you’re a business that deals with cash basics it could be allowed
however could you limit it if you were a church no not really but we could limit it as per size.

As per the discussion and the ability to not come to a decision Chairman Schaefer requests that HRB do
some research on how other Historic towns have dealt with this? We will resume the discussion on how
to handle neon and or LED lights then.

o Accessory Dwelling mostly formatting

o [7.28.50 was added for outdoor display, this is in the base code allows however in the guidelines it has a
specific item,
Not sure if we need this here because it is A,B,C are in the base code.

o D. adds language from Guidelines section 15 for displays.

e 17.010 Contributing Structures, Schaefer states should be no cannot move,
Townsend states if the building is in danger it should be allowed to be moved.

e TFences, Stock does this mean wire Chairman Schaefer asked, Townsend states that this should be
allowed.
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e  What about old fashion rod iron fences, what if someone is in a nonconforming structure next to the
museum then how do you know if this applies. If it is not listed as allowed then it is prohibited.

® We do not address what is appropriate, we are going to allow or not.
o Porches, Schaefer states that a brick or masonry porch doesn’t fit.
It is discussed to keep section A or not in the 17.36.040 it is determined that we need to tidy it up and not

make people have a wooden only porch structure after the discussion is completed.

At the next November meeting a complete draft of these items will be presented for better clarity these list
are just a few highlights of discussion that took place.

8. Commission Action/Discussion

A, City Planning Activity (in Your Packets)
Status of Development Projects within the City.

9. Adjourn 9:15 P.M.

A motion to adjourn the October 02, 2012 meeting is made by Commissioner Fawcett and
seconded by Commissioner Willman. Motion Passes Unanimously.

Chairman, Schaefer

ATTEST:

Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
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Minutes
Aurora City Council Meeting
Tuesday, September 11, 2012, at 7:00 P.M.
City Council Chambers, Aurora City Hall
21420 Main St. NE, Aurora, OR 97002

STAFF PRESENT: Kelly Richardson, City Recorder
Lyle McCuistion, Chief of Police
Bob Southard, Water Superintendent
Otis Phillips, Waste Water Superintendent
Jan Vlcek, Finance Officer

STAFF ABSENT:

VISITORS PRESENT: Trevor Daly, Lone Elder Rd
Jason Daly, Lone Elder Rd
Christine O’Brien, Aurora
Jason Saucedo, Aurora PD
Chris Halstead, Aurora
Kris Sallee, Aurora
Scott Brotherton, Aurora

1. Call to Order of the City Council Meeting
The meeting was called to order by Mayor Greg Taylor at 7:00 p.m.
2. Administrative assistant does Roll Call
Mayor Taylor — present
Councilor Graupp - present
Councilor Roberts -Resigned
Councilor Sahlin — present
Councilor Vlcek - present
3. Consent Agenda
L City Council Meeting Minutes — August 14, 2012
IT. Planning Commission Meeting Minutes — August 07, 2012

III. Historic Review Board Minutes — June 28, 2012

Motion to approve Consent Agenda was made by Councilor Vlcek and seconded by Councilor
Graupp. Motion Passes,
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Correspondence

I. Resignation Letter from Terri Roberts

IL. Email to Bob Southard on Passenger Rail Project
III.  League of Oregon Cities Update

IV.  League of Oregon Cities invites to City Hall Week

A motion was made by Councilor Graupp to approve the correspondence and accept Councilor
Roberis resignation letter and was seconded by Councilor Sahlin. Motion Passes.

4. Visitors
Anyone wishing to address the City Conncil concerning items not already on the

meeting agenda may do so in this section. No decision or action will be made, but the
City Council could look into the matter and provide some response in the future.

No one spoke at this time.

5. Discussion with the Parks Committee, Nothing was said.

6. Discussion with Traffic Safety Commission, No one from Traffic Safety was
present.

7. Reports

A. Police Chief’s Report — (included in your packet) Chief McCuistion read his report.
o The average speed for the month was 21 miles over.

10 instances 3 assists

| assist on a wreck

4 vehicles towed

Car 27 maintenance on an electrical issue

19 citations

Records Clerk is on vacation and Brent Earhart is assisting in the office.

Read the Analysis report, over the past year in a half.

o  We have never had even one call a day.

% Councilor Sahlin comments that 21 miles per hour over the speed limit does not
constitute a speed trap at that point they deserve that citation.

0000 o0

No more questions of the Chief

B. Finance Officer’s Report — Financials (included in your packets)
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1. Revenue & Expense Report

e Everything at this point is where we should be.
e Auditors are scheduled for October 8th

There were no more questions from the council.

C. Public Works Department’s Report — ( included in your packet)
1. Monthly Status Report (Storm Water)
2. Monthly Status Report (Water)
Superintendent Southard does a brief overview of his report as provided.
e The water filtration unit is struggling with the high demand.
o Well levels at this point are low; hopefully we will not have to ask the public
to water on odd and even schedule.

e  Working with the manufacturer to resolve the issues with the water filtration
unit,

e Storm Water Master Plan is moving forward.

* Routine maintenance items and in the Park the dog water valve has been
fixed,

A, Waste Water Treatment Plant Update (from Otis Phillips),

¢ Plant is working well.
Blower System is up and running.
e Everything is looking good

D. City Recorder’s Report (included in your packet)

City Recorder, Richardson gives a brief overview of her report as included in the
packet. There were no questions from the Council.

E. City Attorney’s Report — (not Included in your packet)
* Apex Contract review, there is a minor yet significant change in the second
line. Once the change is made as to whom the owner and the contractor are 1
believe it is good to go.

e Tort Claim has been filed from Rodger Eddy 21520 Main Street Anrora, OR
97002. Update, 1 spoke to City Planner Wakeley, as a general rule cyclone fence
that he wants to put up he could apply for a variance however this process is very
costly and probably will not be an option chosen.

¢ Mayor Taylor states that as far as he is concerned nothing is salvageable. I believe
the city has been very patient and we now need to move forward with the process.
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Consensus of the Council to move forward with the condemnation process and instructed City
Attorney Koho to contact the building inspector to move forward on the process.

Mayor Taylor states he is very displeased at the point the response that we have received with
the company that manufactured the water filtration unit however at Southard’s request we will
hold off another week until a leiter is drafted by the Attorney.

9, Ordinances and Resolutions

A. Resolution Number 657 Declaring Council Position Vacant, by resignation of
Councilor Roberts.

A motion is made to declare Council position 3 held by Terri Roberts vacant by
Councilor Vicek and seconded by Councilor Graupp. Motion Passes.

B. Resolution 658 Electing Council President

A motion is made to elect Councilor Bill Graupp as Council President by Councilor
Vicek and is seconded by Councilor Sahlin.

C. Resolution Number 659 Validating the Appointment of Vacant Council Position.

Mayor Taylor’s recommendation to fill vacant Council seat is Scott Brotherton until

election. Motion to approve Resolution 659 and appointing Scott Brotherton is made by
Councilor Sahlin and seconded by Councilor Vicek. Motion Passes. City Attorney Koho
performs the swearing in.

D. Resolution Number 660 Changing Bank Account Signers and Removing Terri
Roberts.

A motion is made to make Councilor Graupp a signer as Council President on the West
Coast Bank account and the safe deposit box is made by Councilor Vlcek and seconded
by Councilor Sahlin. Motion Passes.

E. Resolution Number 661 Resolution Authorizing Garbage Collection Rate
Increase.

A motion is made to approve Resolution 661 to accept the increase proposed by Allied
Waste by Councilor Graupp and is seconded by Councilor Vicek. Motion Passes.

10. Old Business

A. Discussion on Economic Development Committee, Councilor Graupp let
council know of 3 people that are interested and is reviewing a mission statement.
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B. Discussion and or Action on Tri City Police Proposal
¢ Town Hall meeting discussion, if you were at meeting I (Mayor Taylor)
thought it went very well the presentations were excellent and the questions
and concerns were productive.
s Mayor Taylor proposes a work shop to discuss this further, if a decision is to
be made it must be a special meeting or meeting stated by legal.
o The meeting is set for September 20, 2012 to discuss this issue at 6pm.

Chief McCuistion needs to address the reserve officers because they are working very hard for
the city and currently they are in limbo and are not sure where we are going with this. Many of
them may apply to Hubbard however they will not just absorb them they will need to go through
testing. Officer Anderson would be interested in being the interim Chief to keep the doors open
and so the department just doesn’t go down. Mayor Taylor states go ahead and check into it and
maybe if we have more information by the 20" we can let them know.

Mayorh'l‘aylor asks Chief McCuistion for an inventory of everything we have if possible before
the 28",

11. New Business

A. Discussion and or action on whether or not to appoint a new Councilor for
vacant position. This was completed during the Resolutions process with filling
the position with Scoftt Brotherton.

B. Nomination of New Council President.This was completed during the
Resolution section with Councilor Graupp.

C. Discussion and or Action on Backflow Management Policy, I would like to
see us opt out of the, Need more information before a decision is made. Tabled.

D. Discussion and or Action on Proposed Allied Waste Increase, in attendance
Carol Diane, Manager, Bret Davis Operations Manager. There was a brief
discussion and explanation for the increase of 5.5% mostly because of rising fuel
costs along with labor and benefits. This increase would take effect on Oct 1,

2012,
Resident Scott Brotherton asks for clarification on a fee.
E. Recommendation to have Kris Sallee to fill the vacaney, a verbal by PC

A motion is made to accept the verbal recommendation from Planning Commission to

appoint Kris Sallee to fill the open Commissioner seat by Councilor Graupp and

seconded by Councilor Vicek. Motion Passes.

Chris Obrien was disappointed that the police situation was not talked about more.
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Chris Halstead and Chris O’Brian state that they are very upset about the amount of man
power in the public works department they feel a two person staff is far too many
and is an area for staff cuts to help the budget.

Mayor Taylor (ries to explain with no avail and suggests they get involved in the budget
process or in other areas so they are better informed.
12. Adjourn

A motion to adjourn the September 11, 2012, meeting at 8:35 p.m. was made by
Councilor Graupp and seconded by Councilor Brotherton. Motion Passed Unanimously.

P j ;""‘"i}
Greg ;’[rayn{f, I\{fjxyor
I
ATTEST:
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PUBLIC HEARING




HEARING DATE:

TO:
FILE:

APPLICANT:

SUBJECT
PROPERTY

REQUEST:

APPLICABLE
CRITERIA:

EXHIBITS:

City of Aurora

PLANNING COMMISSION

STAFF REPORT
November 6, 2012
Aurora Planning Commission
CPMA-12-01

Anthony Fidanzo
151Main Street W
Monmouth, OR 97361

Map 4.1.W13 Lot 700 (subject parcel is located at the castern terminus of
Ottaway Road and is also identified as 15233 Ottaway Road NE in Aurora.
See Exhibit A.

The application applies to those portions of Lot 700 that are within the
Urban Growth Boundary of the City of Aurora. The applicant has
submitted an application requesting a Comprehensive Plan Map
Amendment to remove the western 225 feet of the subject parcel from the
Flood Hazard (FH) overlay designation, established by the City of Aurora
in 2002. Upon further review and receipt of additional information, the
applicant has requested to remove the westernmost 150-175 feet of the
subject parcel from the FH overlay designation (See Exhibit E). The
remainder of Lot 700 within the Urban Growth Boundary would maintain
as the Flood Hazard (FH) designation under the Comprehensive Plan Map.
No change to the city limits or urban growth boundary is proposed at this
fime.

Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 197.610 through 197.651;
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies; Aurora Municipal Code Section
16.80 and 16.76

Exhibit A: Site Map

Exhibit B: Application materials

Exhibit C: DLCD correspondence and maps

Exhibit D: FEMA maps from 1987 and 2000

Exhibit E: Letter of Map Amendment (LOMA )determination from FEMA
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BACKGROUND:

The City has received an revised application for re-designation of the westernmost 150-175 feet
of the subject parcel from the FH overlay Comprehensive Plan designation (See Exhibit E) to a
Low Density Residential (R-1) Comprehensive Plan designation. No change to the city limits or
urban growth boundary is proposed at this time. The subject parcel contains approximately
93,544 square feet, or 2.15 acres, that are within the City of Aurora Urban Growth Boundary.
The subject property within the UGB has a Marion County designation of Urban Transition (UT-
20). The remainder of Lot 700, approximately 190,357 square feet or 4.37 acres are outside the
Aurora Urban Growth Boundary and under a Marion County zoning designation of Exclusive
Farm Use (EFU). The portions of the subject property included within this land use application
are located within the City of Aurora Urban Growth Boundary (UGB). The land use action will
not change the current zoning of the property but will rather change the Aurora Comprehensive
Plan Map designation which would apply upon approval of annexation of the property and
application to the City of Aurora for a zone change.

The subject parcel is currently shown in the Aurora Comprehensive Plan Map as having a Flood
Hazard (FH) zone upon annexation into the city.

The property is located at the eastern terminus of Ottaway Road. The area to the west is zoned
Low Density Residential and is within the Aurora city limits. The area to the north is within the
Aurora Urban Growth Boundary with a Comprehensive Plan designation of Flood Hazard (FH)
zone. The area to the east and south are located outside the city limits and urban growth boundary
and are zoned Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) by Marion County,

PROPOSED USE:

The requested action was to move the Flood Hazard Overlay 225 feet to the east of its current
location and change the Comprehensive Plan designation of Flood Hazard (FH) to a
Comprehensive Plan designation of Low Density Residential (R-1) to the westernmost 225 feet.
Upon further information and review, the applicant has requested to remove the westernmost
150-175 feet of the subject parcel from the FH overlay designation (See Exhibit E). If the subject
application is approved, the applicant would be able to develop the property with those uses
permitted under the Low Density Residential, upon approval of an annexation and zone change
application. The land use action requested at this time does not include a request for annexation
or zone change.

ANALYSIS OF APPLICABLE CRITERIA

Subchapter 16.80 Amendments to the Code, Comprehensive Plan, and Maps
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16.80.30. Quasi-judicial amendments.

Quasi-judicial amendments shall be in accordance with the procedures set forth in 16.76. The
council shall decide the applications on the record. A quasi-judicial application may be
approved, approved with conditions, or denied.

Findings: Aurora Municipal Code (AMC) sections 16.76.020 through 16.76.110 outline
the procedures for the application process, noticing requirements, approval authorities,
and hearings procedures. The application was determined complete on June 5, 2012 and
the City has 120 days, or until October 1, 2012, to take final application on the request
unless extended at the request of the applicant. Notice of the proposed land use action
was mailed to property owners within 250 feet of the subject property at least twenty (20)
days prior to the first hearing date and published in the Canby Herald no less than ten (10)
days prior to the first hearing date. Notice was also mailed to the Department of Land
Conservation and Development for review and comment. The Planning Commission
makes a recommendation to the City Council for final decision.

The City received a Waiver from the applicant for the 120 day rule for a final action on
the application in order to allow for collection of more information in support of the

application.

Staff finds the criteria under 16.76.020 through 16.76.110 are met.

Subchapter 16.76 Procedures for Decision Making—Quasi-Judicial

16.76.120 Standards for the decision

A. The decision shall be based on proof by the applicant that the application fully complies
with:

1) Applicable policies of the city comprehensive plan and map designation;
Findings: The applicant requests a re-designation of the Comprehensive Plan Map of the
westernmost 150-175 feet of the subject parcel from the Flood Hazard (FH) designation
to a Low Density Residential (R-1) designation (See Exhibit E). The property was
previously re-designated in 2002 from R-1 to FH. Approval of this land use action would
revert portions of the property back to its pre-2002 Comprehensive Plan Map designation.
A surnmary of applicable policies of the Aurora Comprehensive Plan are addressed below

Conformance with applicable policies of the city comprehensive plan and map designation:

Comprehensive Planning Goal 1: Citizen Involvement
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Findings: Citizens owning property with 250 feet of the subject property were notified regarding
the proposed comprehensive plan map amendment. The City printed a public notice of the
proposed amendment and public hearing in the local newspaper. Both notices invite citizens to
participate in a public hearing before the Planning Commission in July 2012 or to submit
comments to the City prior to the public hearing. No written comments were received prior to the
July Planning Commission meeting. At the July 2012 Planning Commission meeting, the
applicant requested a continuation of the hearing until additional factual data could be provided.
The public hearing was continued to the October Planning Commission meeting date and
announced at the July hearing. Testimony from the public was also invited at the July Planning
Commission meeting and none was received. Beyond the applicant, no interested parties were
recorded. At the October 2012 Planning Commission meeting, the hearing was once again
continued to the November 2012 Planning Commission hearing as no additional information had
been received by the applicant, and no interested parties were recorded.

Staff finds this goal is met.
Comprehensive Planning Goal 2: Land Use Planning

Findings: The proposed plan map amendment follows the procedures and criteria for reviewing
applications for plan amendment as outlined by the City of Aurora and statewide statutes.

Staff finds this goal is met.
Comprehensive Planning Goal 6: Air, Water and Land Resources

Findings: Policy 6 under this goal states, “The City will require all development to adhere to
applicable federal and state clean water requirements.” While the proposed application is not for
creation of new lots for development or construction at this time, approval of the application
would remove the Aurora Flood Hazard (FH) designation from portions of the subject property
which data showed to be within the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 100-year
floodplain.

Evidence submitted by the applicant under Exhibit E document approval of a Letter of Map
Amendment (LOMA) from FEMA. The approved LOMA; dated October 2, 2012, documents
FEMA's approval to move the 100-year floodplain. Exhibit E documents how far to the east the
100-year floodplain and FH overlay could be moved (approximately 1735 feet to the east on the
southern property line and approximately 150 east on the northern property line), thereby
removing portions of the subject parcel from the 100-year floodplain and FH overlay. Staff finds
this goal and this criteria is met. _

Comprehensive Planning Goal 7: Natural Hazards
Findings: The Objective of this Goal is to “Protect life and property-from natural hazards due to

flood or landslide.” AMC section16.18.050 states, “all property which falls within the boundaries
of the one hundred (100) year floodplain shown on the FEMA maps as areas of special flood
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hazard shall be subject to the provisions of this title”. The applicant has revised their request to
match the data submitted under Exhibit E. Policy 1 under Natural Hazards further states, “The
City will prohibit any urban development within the 100-year flood plain.” Approval of the
subject application would remove the prohibition for future development within the 100-year
floodplain as it would remove portions of the subject property shown to be under the 100-year
floodplain from the City of Aurora Flood Hazard designation.

Subsequent data submitted by the applicant from FEMA shows the approval from FEMA for
removal of portions of this property from the 100-year floodplain and that the approval of this
application would not be contrary to the Comprehensive Plan goals and policies for Natural
Hazards.

Staff finds the application meets this Comprehensive Plan goal and this criteria is met.
Comprehensive Planning Goal 10: Housing Policies

Findings: The application would remove prohibitions for development currently applying to the
subject parcel. While approval of the application would meet some of the Comprehensive Plan
policies for the provision of adequate housing, approval of the application would contrast with
Policy 7 which states, “the City will encourage an active code enforcement program to maintain
existing dwellings at minimum structural hazards” as the City does not currently require
elevation certificates to be included with building permit applications.

Staff finds that while this Comprehensive Plan goal can be met with application approval, The
City should require that subsequent building permits for structures not permitted under the FH
zone, if any, are required to include elevation certificates showing the structures are above the

revised floodplain elevation of 104 feet. This is included as a condition of approval. Staff finds
this criteria can be met, with conditions.

Staff finds that Comprehensive Plan goals for Forest Lands, Open Spaces and Natural Resources,
Recreation, Energy, Historic Resource Policies, Economic Policies, Public Facilities, Public
Facilities and Services, and Transportation Policies do not apply to the subject application.

Staff finds this application is consistent with the applicable goals and policies of the Aurora
Comprehensive Plan.

2) The relevant approval standards found in the applicable chapter(s) of this title, the public
works design standards, and other applicable implementing ordinances, including but not
limited to, the Aurora Design Review Guidelines for Historic District Properties; and

Findings: The proposed land use action would change portions of the property from the

FFlood Hazard (FH) Comprehensive Plan designation which is more restrictive of new
construction than that permitted under Low Density Residential designation.

City of Aurora CPMA 12-01 Fidanzo_Continued Hearing 5



While the proposed land use action does not include annexation of the property within the
city limits or the creation of new residential lots, the proposed Comprehensive Plan Map
Amendment would allow for development in the future by removing portions of the
property from the Flood Hazard designation upon annexation into the City. The intent of
the FH designation is to, “promote the public health, safety and general welfare, and to
minimize public and private losses due to flood conditions”. AMC section16.18.050
states, “all property which falls within the boundaries of the one hundred (100) year
floodplain shown on the FEMA maps as areas of special flood hazard shall be subject to
the provisions of this title”.

New information submitted by the applicant under Exhibit E shows that portions of the
subject property can be re-designated or removed {rom the Flood Hazard overlay zone as
they are not within the boundaries of the 100- year floodplain shown on the previous
FEMA maps as areas of special flood hazard.

The applicant will still be subject to the Aurora Municipal and Development Code and
other applicable chapter(s} of this title and the public works design standards. At the time
of annexation, partition/subdivision, development, and/or permit approval, the subject
property will remain subject to the approval criteria of the Municipal Code. Staff finds
this criterion is met.

3) In the case of a quasi-judicial plan map amendment or zone change, the change will not
adversely affect the health, safety and welfare of the community.

Findings: The applicant argues that his property was erroneously placed under the Flood
Hazard (FH) Comprehensive Plan designation in 2002 as the westernmost 225 feet are
not within the 100-year FEMA special flood hazard area. The applicant was able to
provide documentation of approval of a Letter of Map Amendment from FEMA. The
subject land use action does not propose an amendment to FEMA maps but rather
requests the City comprehensive plan map designation of Flood Hazard be removed from
the portions of the subject property based upon elevation data submitted by the applicant
and the approved LOMA (see Exhibit E). The FH overlay could be moved
(approximately 175 feet to the east on the southern property line and approximately 150
feet to the east on the northern property line), thereby removing portions of the subject
parcel from the FH overlay without adversely affecting the health, safety and welfare of
the community as these portions of the subject property are shown to not be within the
100-year floodplain. Staff finds this goal and this criteria is met.

The intent of the FH designation is to, “promote the public health, safety and general
welfare, and to minimize public and private losses due to flood conditions”. AMC section
16.18.050 states, “all property which falls within the boundaries of the one hundred (100)
year floodplain shown on the FEMA maps as areas of special flood hazard shall be
subject to the provisions of this title”. The applicant argues that portions of the subject
parcel are not subject to the FEMA areas of special flood hazard and were erroneously
included in the 2002 ordinance applying the FH designation to the subject property. Staff

City of Aurora CPMA 12-01 Fidanzo_Continued Heaning 6



finds evidence submitted by the applicant documents portions of the subject parcel are not
subject to the FEMA 100-year flood plain and staff finds this criterion is met.

B. Consideration may also be given to:

1) Proof of a substantial change in circumstances or a mistake in the comprehensive plan or
zoning map as it related to the property which is the subject of the development
application; and

Findings: Exhibit E documents FEMA's concurrence that circumstances have changed or
the comprehensive plan map mistakenly identified the entirety of subject parcel as subject
to the 100-year floodplain. Staff believes the applicant has provided information to
satisfy the criterion that circumstances have changed or that a mistake was made and that
portions of the parcel, approximately the westernmost 200 feet of the southern property
line and approximately the westernmost 150 feet on the northern property line), should be
removed from the FH Comprehensive Plan designation. Therefore, staft finds this
criterion is met.

2) Factual oral testimony or written statements from other parties, other persons and other
governmental agencies relevant to the existing conditions, other applicable standards
and criteria, possible negative or positive attributes of the proposal or factors in
subsections (A) or (B)(1) of this section.

Findings: See Exhibit E and summary above. Staff finds the application meets the criteria
as outlined above for approval of an amendment to the comprehensive plan map.

SUMMARY FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL:

Based on the findings above and in the body of this report, staff recommends the Planning
Commission recommend the Aurora City Council APPROVE the application CPMA-12-01 with
the following conditions:

1. The subject property is: Section Township Range. Tax Lot of Map

2. The owners of record are:

3. The property subject to this action is currently within the Urban Growth Boundary and has a
Comprehensive Plan designation of Flood Hazard (FH) overlay.

4. The property is subject to the Aurora Municipal Code (AMC) and land use and development
requirements of the AMC.

City of Aurora CPMA 12-01 Fidanzo_Continued Hearing 7



5. Building permits, if any, on the subject property shall be required to include elevation
certificates documenting structures meet the development requirements of the underlying zone, if
applicable.

PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION

Comprehensive Plan Amendment 12-01:

A. A motion to recommend the City Council deny the request for Comprehensive Plan Map
Amendment [2-01;

[. As recommended by staff; or
2. As further amended by the Planning Commission (stating any revisions).

B. A motion to continue the comprehensive plan map amendment request to a date and time
certain (stating the date and time).

C. A motion to continue the comprehensive plan map amendment request indefinitely, stating at
what point the Planning Commission would consider reopening the hearing.

D. A motion to recommend the City Council approve the request for Comprehensive Plan Map
Amendment 12-01 stating the reason(s) for approval.

City of Aurora CPAMA 12-01 Fidanzo_ Continued Hearing 8
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City of Aurora
Building /Planning Application

{Check appropriate boxy

T SITE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW tAMC 16.58) O  CONDITIONAL USE {AMC 1660
T PLOOL PLAN DEV PERMIT (AMC 16 1$) O VARIANCE (AMC 1664
O HISTORIC OVERLAY DISTRICT AMC 16.20.16 22 0  HOME QCCUPATION (AMC 1636}
0 Certificare of Appropritencss —Typel ___ Typell
(3 Demohnuon Permie O NON-CONFORMING USE (AMC 10,62}
) Sign Review {1 LAND DIVISION
L3 MANUFACTURED HOMIE PARR (AML 16.38) 3 Subdivision (AMC 16.72)
0 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT (AMC 10.80) O Paniton tAMC 16.70)
O Tex O vap O Propeny Line Adjusiment (AMC [6.68}
BT ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT (AMC 16 8 0 APPEALTO FAMOC 167416 78y
0O orHER

O e Ll Tap

APPLICANT GENERAL INFORMATION
Applicant /'J4 i’\’ﬂ\r?'\ a8 F\foam I Phone SO ') - (;)-67 T Vo7
Maiting Address / ‘3”’2'13’! 7T A uAY Rel ALiE é[m o ] T Dea 3

Property Owner < s [ Phone
N _’/‘G—\ M =g SRR S

Mailing Address

Contact person i difterent than applicant Phone

Mailing Address

PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
Address /Q‘"Q- "]'73 & Wﬁwﬁ—v IZJML Tox Map# __/ * Alp Tax Lot # ) O

Legal DLSCHPUUH (altach add'] sheel if nl.('ﬂ‘.’lry)

Total Acres ar Sq. Fu. 3’% odt _Sf 7 Existing Land Use 2T Y
Existing Zonmg w T~ Proposed Zoniag (if applicable)
Proposad use
ACTION REQUESTED: (use additional sheels as needed)

- O DL e CA¢-\71 i—;a.C/( I éu{/é{{al‘lé

7 T &f’l}
A Plot plan of subject praperty- show scate, north arrow, Jocation of alf existing and proposed structures. road aceess 1o praperty. names of owners
of each property. et Plol plans can he subsmitied on tax assessor maps which can be obisined from the tax assessor's office in the Marion Coumy
Courthouse. Salem OR
B. Legal description of the propenty as il appears on the deed tmetes and bounds), This can he ohtained at the Marion County Clerks office in the
Marion County Courthouse. Salem OR.
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

i order to expedite and complete the processing of this application. the City of’ Avzora requires that all pertinent material vequired lor
review of this application be submitled wl the time application is made. 1f the application is found te he incomplete. review and processing of
the application will sot begin until the application is made complete. The submitial requirement relative 1o this application may be obtained
from the specific sections of the Aurera Municipal Code pertaining to this application. I there are sny questions as to sehmittal requirements,
contact the City Hall prior to formal submission of the application,

In submitting (his application. the applicant should ke prepared to give evidence and information which will justify the request and
salisfy all the reguired applicable erileria. The filing fee deposit must be paid at tie time of submission. This fte in 2o way assures approval of
the application and is refundable 1o the extent that the fee is not used o cover all actual costs of processing the applizasion,

{ eeriify that the stalements made 1o this application are complele and true (o the best of my knowledge, 1 understand that any false
stalemems mwy resull in dendal of this application. | understand that the original fee paid is only a deposit and 1 agree 1o pay all additional
scluad costs of provessing this application. including. but not limited 10, all planning, engineering. City attosacy and City admimstration fees &
costs. T understand that na tinal development approval shall be given andfor huilding permit shill he issued uniil afl nemal costs for processing

this application arepaid in full
//Mvgél Q—Célc«/gT\ - /)

gnalvre of Apphn‘ml [ Date
Signature of Property Ownur Date
Office Use Only:  Received By 00 pate §-2U= 201 pro paias. 1SO0. 00 CK H AS09
Reeeiptéi ___ Cuse File # Planninge Direcor Review Dage.

Last updated &/ 142010

.
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Wakeley, Renata

From: Shirley, Christine {christine_shirley@state.or.us)
Sent: Thursday, June 21, 2012 11:00 AM

To: 'Jfidanzo@aotl.com'

Cc: Lazarean, Angela, Wakeley, Renata

Subject: RE: Ottaway property

Attachments: floodmaps2.pdf, OttawayHistoric. pdf

Dear Joe,

As discussed last night, please find attached the historic flood insurance rate map that covers vour property. As you can
see the map is short on detail making it difficult to locate your specific property on the map. Fortunately you property is
located at the “104” base flood elevation line, giving us something to reference to.

| have also included in this emait the current effective flood insurance rate map, rendered at the same scale as the
historic map. If you print out both maps, and overlay them {against a sunny window) so that the 104" base flood
elevations and flood zone boundaries align, you will see quite clearly that the boundaries of the flood zone have not
changed since the 1987 map.

Hope this helps give you a clearer picture,

Christine

From: Shirley, Christine

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 1:58 PM
To: 'Wakeley, Renata’

Cc: Jfidanzo@aol.com; Lazarean, Angela
Subject: RE: Ottaway property

Dear Renata,

Please find attached a map drawn from our GIS system that depicts Taxlot 700 and the FEMA Floodway, 1% (or AE) and
0.2% floodplains. The Floodway + the 1% annual floodplain are the regulatory Special Flood Hazard Area, which must be
regulated by the local flood hazard ordinance.

The Aurora city limit shown on the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) is incorrect (or old). The length of Ottaway
Road also seems to be foreshortened on the FIRM. [ have added to my map the most recent city limit boundaries

. generated by ODOT and available at the DAS-GEO website. The old city limit line and foreshortened road on the FIRM
Map may have added to confusion about how to interpret the FIRM. Likewise, having the panels cut in the vicinity of the
project makes it hard to figure out exactly where the project is located.

As you can see from my map, most of taxlot 700 is in the Special Flood Hazard Area. If the applicant wishes to be
relieved of regulatory burdens associates with being in the Special Flood Hazard Area, he or she must file a Letter of Map
Amendment application with FEMA, If granted, the LOMA would remove portions of the property that are above the
base flood elevation from the Special Flood Hazard Area. Upon approval of the LOMA, Aurora could amend its local
flood hazard overlay to address the changes. Aiternatively, Aurora could amend its code to define the flood hazard
overlay as the FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area, and then use the digital flood insurance rate map product to provide the
boundaries. That way Aurora would not need to amend its flood hazard overiay boundary to match FEMAS line work
every time FEMA grants a letter of map amendment or revision.

1



In any case, the applicant will need to amend their comprehensive land use map amendment application so that the
adjustment stops at the western edge of the AE flood zone houndary, or continue the application untii a FEMA grants a
Letter of Map Amendment, and then adjust the boundary according to how the parcel elevations correspand to the base
fiood elevation as shown on the LOMA,

Please let me know if you have any questions,

Christine Shirley | NFIP Coardinator

Planning Services Division

Oregon Dept. of Land Conservation and Development

635 Capitol Street NE, Suite 150 | Salemn, OR 97301-2540

Office: (503) 373-0050 ext. 250 | Cell: {971) 239-9457| Fax: (503) 378-6033
christine.shirley@state.or.us | www.oreson.gov/LCD

From: Wakeley, Renata [mailto:renatac@mwvecog.org]
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2012 10:59 AM

To: Shiriey, Christine

Cc: Jfidanzo@®aol.com

Subject: RE: Ottaway property

Hi Christine,

Thank you for your response. Do | understand your explanation below correctly in the attached that the pink hatch
marks are the 500-year floodp hazard area and the darker red hatch is the 100 year floodplain? | labeled each as |
understand it from your description below in the attached scanned document. Please let me know if this is correct.

| understand that the City should include the SFHA {the darker red area) in the Flood Hazard Qverlay, but are they also
required to include the 500-year flood hazard area?

What if the City were to chose to completely remove their Fiood Hazard zone from their zone code and comprehensive
plan, like some other cities, and only use the FEMA maps as their guides for development as not every ¢ity has adopted a
special flood hazard zone.

Finally, the Google Earth mapping does not appear te match up to the FEMA map from 2000 that you previously
forwarded to me. How does Google Earth information compare tc the attached FEMA map and which take precedence?

The attached FEMA map doesn’t show the 100 year starting until the eastern edge/end of Ottaway Road.

The applicant and City will be interested in knowing all of their options in moving forward with the pending application.
if possible, please phone so we can discuss this in further detail.

Thanks,
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Federal imergeney Management Agencey
Waoshineton, DO 20472

Octaber 02, 2012
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Date: October 02, 2012 {Casu No.: 12-10-1491A | A

PagetolZ I

Federal Emergency Managemenl Agencey

Vehington, 1Yo ng? e

LETTER OF MAP AMENDMENT
DETERMINATION DOCUMENT (REMOVAL)

LEGAL PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
Trael 2 as descenbed m Ihe Wairanty Dead. recerded as Conlial No
V12786 n Reet 2310, Page 160, m the Office of the Counly Clerk
Karnon County Cregon

COMMUNITY AND MAP PANEL INFORMATION

MARION COUNTY. OREGON
{Unincorporated Areas)

COMBMUNITY
The porlinn of proparty «s more parlicutarly descnbiad by the loliowing
il - Tt igles and bounds
COMMUNITY NO - 110154
" , NUNMBER: 41047C01750C
AFFECTED

MAF PANEL
DATE: 11192000

APPROXIMATE LATITUDE & LONGITURE OF PROPERYY 45 724, 122744
SOURCE OF LAT & LONG. ARCGIS 10 IDATUM NAD 83

DETERMINATION

FLOODING SOURGE: PUDIJING RIVER

OUTCOME T ARNINLIAL LIYANEST LOWE ST
Wgadi ) [t GCHANGE ADLIALTNT LT
Ly | BEOCR D spshivision STRLIT REMOEED FRR | FTO0OR a0 GRANT FEIVATION
SN [HF Gl esh AONE [l FVATION FUTWATION ENEIIE D0,
FNGVD 30 INGVT 24
- 5250 Oftaweny Raait Parlion of X 1041 toe : 194 1 foun
Nrintheast Property [Shaded;
the Anod Baving a1 peidenst chanee of bBrong

Special Flood Harard Area (SFHA) - The SFHA @ oan area ial wonld be ondsaed Ty

guuais] v mecauded 1 any qven vesr fhase oo

ADDHTHONAL CONSIRERATIONS iPlease relor 1o the approprale sechinn on Attaskment | for the addmanal considerobions hates bla 5

PRORAL FIROMEE Y DESURIPTION
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Prge2of2 | |Date: October 02,2012 |Case No.: 12-10-1491A ] LUAA

Federal Lmergency Management Agency

Woashgeton, .07, 20072

LETTER OF MAP AMENDMENT

DETERMINATION DOCUMENT (REMQVAL)
ATTACHMENT 1 (ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

LEGAL PROPERTY DESCRIPTION (CONTINUED)

BEGINNING at the northwest property corner, thence S89°56'02°E . 152 88 feel: thence $40714'02°W 21 14
feet thence S82°4108W. B0 16 fecl. thence S28706'30°E, 66 03 feel. thence S49°27 38°E . 64 00 [cel, thonce
S22V 2TE 11920 feel, thence 506™43'01'W G5 68 feet: thence SO2°0328°E. 56 82 feet, thence
BZETERNETN 15 11 leet, thenee NBYTBE'DZ"W. 1786 45 foed. thenoe NODTDZ36™E . 374 73 (ool to the POINT OF
FEGINRNING.

PORTIONS OF THE PROPERTY REMAIN IN THE FL.OODWAY (T his Additiona! Consideration applies to

the preceding 1 Property.)

A portien of s praperty is jocated within [he Spectal Tlood |azard Area and the National Flood Insurance
Program (NT P regulatory floodway for the flooding sauce mdicated on the DetermimationComment Dacument
while the subyeet of this determination 1 not. The NTIP requlatory floodway s the area thal mus! remarn
unobsiructied in order to prevent unacceplable mcreasas n base 1ood slevabons. Therefore, no construclion
may lake place i an NEIP regulatory lloodwsy that may cause an mcrease in the base flood elevation and any
luture constructon or substanbal mprovement on the property remams subject to Mederal. State/Gommonwealth
and focal regutations for floodplain management  The NFIP regulatory foodway is provided 1o the communly as
a tool to requlate loodplam development - Modifications Lo lhe NFIP requlatory floodway musl be accopted by
both the: Fedesial Emergency Management Agency (F FMAT and the community Invelved  Appropoale community
actions are defined in Paragraph 60.3¢d) of the NFIP regulations  Any proposed revision ta the NFIF requiatony
Nowdway must be subrmilted to FLBMA by commurity ollicials The community should contact either the Regionat
Dircctor ifor those communtdies in Regong LV, and VI-X). or the Regional Engincer {for those communmbes m
Reon V) lor gudance on the data which muest be subnuited lor a revision 1o the NE ([ regulatory lloodway
Cortact intormation for each regional office can be oblamned by callmg the FEMA Map Assislance Center toll free
wl A7) 338 2627 4877 FEMA MAP) or from our wel: site al hitp iivwww feina qgaviaboulyegoft m

oo allacticvwre proswrdes el hannd rronmenli tergandeg A remaed o pog hove sasy queshioney atdel Bis o ollaclmird apase st Jhe
FOWA an fvastanee Coptor Wl froc ad BP0 NG MGET ORTE L CMA RASE 0 Iw Bl anddiessed Ig e e ral Fensezeniy Moagwgeuwen]

Agency Frgmoeenng DiBany, 847 Saalh Fcket! Hboo! Aipsaridan, VA 2] A5G

tus Bvdnguer L Chaet
Eregncerng Minanement Branch

Frgemt e 3 Wiaaion Admasstalion
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Federal Emergency Management Agency
Washington, 2.0, 20472

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING
LICFTERS OF MAP AMENDMENT

When mahing determimitons on regoests Tor Letters of Map Amendiend (8.OMASYL e Depasiinent o
Homedand Seenrin s bederal Biergeney Management Apeney (UFM A} bases o deternuaation on the
Honl Bazard mlormation available ar the doe of the deterndnations, Requesters should be ssare that
Moo conditeoms may change or pew pdormation: may by generaled that would supersede 1 AEA -
detcrminztion [osuch cases, the community will benlored by [vner

Reguuestersilso shonkd beware that remonad of o proparty dparced ol Band o stractnes fros Hie RYHUNTN
Ploeod Thesond A (SEPHAT mieans VERMA Dz detennined the oty b nol sebpeet to mdiation by the
Pood Tusvige a0 1 pereeat clisnee ol ey equaled o exeeedad i ans piven year thase ood) s does
ol rean e propetty as ot subject to otler ood Tizards, he propenty condd e msdared By o flnod
witha sagninuede preates than the base aod or by Incalizad fooding not shoswn o e elTectis e Natorl
P lows] Tnsuvanee Prograo (NTH?) iy,

The clteet of o LOMA i it removes the Pederad reguaement for the Jender o require Hood st
caverage for the property desertbed. The TOMA & wor aowaner ol the condition that the properhy owner
mamtain Toad inswmnee coverage lor the properts Oedyv the lender can wave the Tlood insuraiee
purchase requirenient hevause the lunder imsposed the requoeiend Fle properae envis e st 1 st ad
FOCEa aECH wahvor from ti fomder depon e canceinisy the podiey . The lendes nay debermine, o s own
i Iamess deciston, it af washies e cantmunge the Good nesuanee requireinient 1o srateel s lnone il
nako i the Toi,

Phe TOMA provides FEMAS conment on the sambinoey Mood susarsnee reguirements of the NEIP as
Hiey apply oo particalin property. A TOMA s wot 2 buskdimg permit, noe shoulid it be constraed as such,
Ay development e constrachon, or substatial improseiient of o proparty ampocted by 3 TOMA mu
comply with alt applcable State sod Tocal cotersa and other Fedens] vetera,

o ooy redeases apropenty owseet ron the Qoed instrnce requirenent, amd (e propests o ner dedides
to catteel the polrey and seek avefund, the NFEP wafl vefamd the peeminn paid for the cunen RN Y
Prowided that na vl s pending o5 has been paid on the poliey dorg e coment policy sean. e
Proporty over must provide awriden winver of the insuranee regquireinent from the leader 1o tie propei
TSI el or company setviciny his or her poliey The agent or compumy will then process e
relseid teguest.

ven thouph struchires are net located inan SEHAL sv menbionad above. they could by floaded by
Howdime event with o greater magastude than e base Mood B Biel, more than 23 petvent sl all vlaines
patd By e NEH are for poheres don stouctines Tocated ontarde the SEHA in Zones 1. UL N (Shacded), o0 N
canshidedt Sore than onestoretly ol al) pehicies pusehased unde the NEIP poteet stiuctiees lvated m
thase zomes Fhe msk 1o struetures Tocated omtside SEHAS b just ot s preal as the msk T sietetones
foeated an SFHAS Fioadly, approsimately 90 pereent ol alt Jederally declared disasters ase vied by
Mewching. and homeowners msuranee docs po pos rde (il predeetian frooe thas Hoadioe | heretore,
FEMA vocourages the w idest peessilile coverase aixdee thye NE TP
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Location:  OR99E/Main St,, OR v
99E/3" St. - Aurora

o T

Milepost:  25.01 . o

Meed: Skewed intersection

&

Source: Googie Maps

Description: Eliminate skewed
intersection:

1. Close north leg of OR 99E/Main
5t. intersection (see
improvement aption for OR
99£/2™ St. intersection).

2. Close south leg of OR 99E/Main
St. intersection.

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary $2,000
Engineering

Construction 55,000
Construction $1,000
Engineering

Contingency 52,000

* Crosswalk desired between 2nd 3¢, 2nd 3rd St. However, Tull crosswalk
Total 510‘0(301 investigaticn wlll be reguired to datermine safest location, in additien to
crosswalk approval by State Traffic Engineer,

Benefits:

o Elimination of skewed intersection,

Reduced number of traffic conflict points.

Creation of small parcel that could be used for open space or as part of redevelopment.
Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due 1o fewer intersections.

L]

L]

! Cost of vacating north leg of OR 89E/Main St. intersection included In cost of improvement option for OR 99E/2"d
St. intersection.




Key Considerations/Notes:

e No additional right-of-way would be needed for this improvement.

e This improvement would result in the diversion of approximately 25 vehicles per hour from
northbound Main St. to 3 5t

* Vacated portion of Main St. could be converted into landscaping.

e Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

e This improvement is not included in Aurora TSP,

Improvement Option #2

Description: Eliminate skewed
intersections at OR 99E/Main S5t. and
OR 99E/3" st.:

1. Close north leg of OR 99&/Main
St. intersection (see
improvement option for OR
998/2™ St. intersection).

2. Close south leg of OR 89€/Main
5t. intersection.

3. Realign east leg of 3 St. to “T"
into OR 99E.

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary 575,000
Engineering
Construction 5230,000
Construction $30,000
Engineering
. ) * Crosswalk desired between 2nd St. and 3rd St. However, full ceasswalk
Contingency 585,000 invastigation will be required ta determine safest location, in additlon to
" crosswalk approval by State Traffic Engineer,
Total $400,000
Benefits:

o Elimination of skewed intersection approaches at OR 99€/3" St. and OR 99€/Main St.

e Reduced number of traffic conflict points

= Creation of two parcels that could be used for open space or as part of redevelopment.
¢ Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due to fewer intersections.

Key Considerations/Notes:

« No additional right-of-way would be needed for this improvement.

» This improvement would consolidate two closely spaced intersections - OR 99E/Main St. {south
leg) and OR 99E/3™ st.

s This improvement would result in the diversion of approximately 25 vehicles per hour from
northbound Main St. to 3™ St.

s Vacated portions of Main St. and 3" St. could be converted into landseaping.

? Cost of vacating north leg of OR 99E/Main St. intersection included in cost of improvement option for OR 99E/2™
St. Intersection.




-]

]

-3

Vacation of Main St. between 3” St. and OR 99E would eliminate 15 parking spaces.

Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

This improvement is not included in Aurora TSP.

Scoring
. o . Raw Score
Evaluation Criterion Weight Option 1 Option 2

Potential reduction in crash rate/severity 15 3 B

Type/level of geometric improvement 11 4 10
3. Type/level of bicycle/pedestrian facility

improvement 10 z 4
4. Potential reduction in traftic conflicts 13 3 8
5. Potential reduction in congestion and delay 9 0 0
6. Reduction in number of access points 10 0 0
7. improvement in access design a 3 3
8. Minimization of impacts to environmentally

sensitive areas § 10 10
9. Minimization of impacts to EFU-zoned or

developed parcels 5 10 10
10. Minimization of construction cost 7 9 1
11. Minimizatian of required right-of-way 10 10
12. Consistency with ODOT standards and local

plans, policies z > 8

Total Weighted Score 395 571




Location:  OR 99€/2°st., OR
95E/Main St. - Aurora

Milepost:  24.95

Meeds:

¢ Skewed intersections.

e Substandard sight distance
from westbound approach of
2™ st

f~3
S by
e 2 MREYY

Erv i 5o

e 03 drial

s ancryource: Google Maps

mprovement Option #1

Description: Consolidate OR
99€/2" St. and OR 99E/Main St.
intersections:

1. Close east leg of OR 99E/2"™
St. intersection.

2. Close west leg of OR 99€/2™
St. intersection,

3. Close north leg of OR
9%E/Main St. intersection.

4. Realign Main $t. to "T" into
OR 95E.

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary $75,000
Engineering
Construction $210,000
Construction $30,000
Engineering T
- * Crosswalk desired betwean 2nd 5t. and 3rd $t, Howeaver, [ull crosswalk
Contmgency 385,000 investigation wil be required 1o determine safest location, in addition to
crosswalk approval by State Traffic Engineer.
Total $400,000
Benefits:

e  Elimination of skewed intersection approaches at OR 98E/2"™ St. and OR 99E/Main St.
o Elimination of sight distance deficiency at OR 99E/2™ st.
¢ Reduced number of traffic conflict points.

¢ Creation of two small parcels that could be used for open space or redevelopment.

s Improved pedestrian environment along OR 99E due to fewer intersections.

Key Considerations/Notes:

¢ No additional right of way would be needed for this improvement

1




This improvement is not included in Aurora TSP,

This improvement would vacate parts of 2nd 5t. and Main St., creating two small parcels.
Ten-foot sidewalks assumed.

Lost parking from vacation of Main St. could be provided along 2nd St., west of Main St,
This improvement would result in the diversion of approximately 20 vebicles per hour from
westbound 2™ St. to Liberty St. to the north and 3™ St. to the south.




Location:  OR 99E/Ottaway Ave. -

Aurora .-

Milepost:  25.56 ; -
Needs: g"‘t”‘“g

o Capacity {future only} -
¢ Improved pedestrian safety

e Turnlanes - &M
£ £ H

oy den

. 4 ' “Sourcé: Google Maps

Improvement Gption #1

Deseription:

1, Construct NB and SB left- and
right-turn lanes.

2. Add striping for EB and WB left-
turn lanes,

3. Construct bicycle lanes along
both sides of OR 99E.

4. Construct sidewalks on all
intersection legs where currently
not available.

5. install crosswatks with ADA ramas
and illumination on all
intersection legs where currently
not available,

6. Install traffic signal (future only).

Preliminary Cost Estimate:

Preliminary $250,000

Engineering

Construction $800,000

Construction $100,000

Engineering

Contingency 5275,000
Total $1,300,000

Benefits:

e Reduced traffic conflicts along OR 99E due to turn lanes.
s Improved pedestrian environmeant with additional sidewalks and crosswalks {crosswalks would be
signalized and illuminated in future).




Improved bicycle environment with addition of bigycle lanes.
Future {signalized) intersection v/c ratio of 0.73 would meet both OHP and HDM mobility
standards for Year 2035.

Key Considerations/Motes:

All improvements are consistent with Aurora TSP.

Right-of-way needs would be minimal.

Bicycle lanes and sidewalk improvements along OR 99E would extend between beginning and end
of NB, 5B turn lane improvements,

Bicycle lane improvements would connect to existing shoulder bikeways to north and sauth of
intersection.

Right-of-way cost not included in the preliminary cost estimate.

Preliminary cost estimate assumes 6’ bicycle lanes and 6" sidewalks.

MUTCD traffic signal warrants would have to be met prior to installation of traffic signal.

Future [unsignalized} intersection v/c ratio of >1.0 would not meet OHP or HDM maobility standards
for Year 2035.




Low-Cost Improvement Options

Reduction of speed limits (e.g., south of Aurora city limit)
Rumble strips

Lighting improvements

Bus pull-outs

Crosswalks

Regular maintenance of pavement markings

Bike lanes/bikeways and sidewalks



