Date:

June 3, 2022

To:

Interested Person

From:

Timothy Novak, Land Use Services
503-823-5395 / Timothy.Novak@portlandoregon.gov

NOTICE OF A TYPE II DECISION ON A PROPOSAL IN
YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD
The Bureau of Development Services has approved a proposal in your neighborhood. The
mailed copy of this document is only a summary of the decision.
The reasons for the decision are included in the version located on the BDS website
http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm?c=46429. Click on the District Coalition then
scroll to the relevant Neighborhood, and case number. If you disagree with the decision, you
can appeal. Information on how to do so is included at the end of this decision.

CASE FILE NUMBER: LU 22-121349 EN
GENERAL INFORMATION
Applicant/Owner:

Clyde Kessler
13707 NE Marine Dr
Portland, OR 97230
(503) 805-8582 | ckes782227@aol.com

Co-Owner:

Carin Rittby-Kane
3941 NE Tillamook St
Portland, OR 97212-5339

Site Address:

13707 NE MARINE DRIVE

Legal Description:

INC RIPARIAN RIGHTS W 120' OF LOT 24, REYNOLDS MTN VIEW
PLAT 2; INC RIPARIAN RIGHTS LOT 24 EXC E 32' & EXC W 120',
REYNOLDS MTN VIEW PLAT 2
R700800470, R700800490
1N2E14DC 00100, 1N2E14DD 01600
2444

Tax Account No.:
State ID No.:
Quarter Section:
Neighborhood:
Business District:
District Coalition:

Argay Terrace, contact at argaylilliane@outlook.com
Columbia Corridor Association, contact at mking@columbiacorridor.org
& Parkrose Business Association, contact
parkrosebusinessassociation@gmail.com
East Portland Community Office, contact at info@eastportland.org

Plan District:
Other Designations:

Columbia South Shore
100-Year Floodplain
Site 71, Columbia Corridor Environment and Industrial Mapping Project
(1989)

Zoning:

Base Zone – Residential Farm/Forest (RF)
Overlay Zones – Environmental Conservation (c), Aircraft Landing (h),
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Portland International Airport Noise Impact Zone (x)
Case Type:
Procedure:

EN – Environmental Review
Type II, an administrative decision with appeal to the Hearings Officer.

Proposal:
The applicant proposes to replace an existing septic drainfield that is failing. The new
drainfield will be placed over and beyond the existing drainfield in the manicured side yard of
the property. The yard is currently planted with ornamental shrubs and a manicured lawn for
groundcover. There is one six-inch cherry tree, a smaller olive tree, and a number of
ornamental shrubs in the vicinity of the project that are proposed for removal and replacement
with native species.
The site is in the Environmental Conservation overlay zone; therefore, certain standards must be
met to allow work to occur by right. In this case, the proposed development does not meet the
general development standard that requires proposed alterations to existing development to be
setback at least 50 feet from the top of bank of any waterbody in the Columbia Corridor
(33.430.140.F). Since portions of the proposed drainfield will be within 50 feet of the top of bank of
the Columbia River, Environmental Review is required.
Relevant Approval Criteria:
In order to be approved, this proposal must comply with the approval criteria of Title 33. The
relevant approval criteria are:
-

Section 33.430.250.E. Other development in the Environmental Conservation zone or
within the Transition Area only.

ANALYSIS
Site and Vicinity: The site is a riverfront site on the Columbia River, located on a southerly
channel across from Government Island State Recreation Area and about 1.4 miles east of the
I-205 bridge. The site is on the riverward slope of the levee that NE Marine Drive runs along
the top of. As will be noted in the findings, plantings on and adjacent to the levee are severely
restricted by the Army Corp of Engineers who constructed and maintain the levee. As such,
there is little vegetation in the vicinity of the subject property, with grasses being the only
vegetation on the levee outside of the 1,900-foot-long strip of riverfront houses that the subject
property is part of. Further reducing vegetation is the broader character of development in the
area, which is almost, if not completely, medium, and large-scale industrial uses.
Environmental Resources: The application of the environmental overlay zones is based on
detailed studies that have been carried out within separate areas throughout the City.
Environmental resources and functional values present in environmental zones are described
in environmental inventory reports for these respective study areas.
The project site is identified within Site 71 of the Columbia Corridor Industrial and
Environmental Mapping Project. The Columbia Corridor represents a portion of the historic
floodplain of the Columbia River, extending 20 miles eastward from the Willamette River to the
Sandy River. Its history has been determined primarily by flooding and subsequent human
response. Resources found throughout Site 71 include riverine, tidal, seasonally and
intermittently flooded, emergent wetlands, palustrine, scrub-shrub, and forested habitat areas.
Site 71 includes an extensive section of the Columbia River shoreline, extending from the
eastern city limits to the Burlington Northern Railroad Bridge crossing. This area is noted as
being highly disturbed with levees which must be kept clear of large trees and protected from
erosion. Recreation activities, including boat ramps, beaches, and bicycle paths are noted as
the predominant activity along the eastern portion. Commercial and industrial activities, and
residential development are in the central and western sections.
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Resources and functional values of concern on the project site include those identified on the
Columbia River and adjacent shoreline: riparian wildlife habitat, visual amenity, erosion
control, drainage, flood storage, sediment trapping, and pollution and nutrient retention and
removal, though the development of the property and the armoring of the riverbank have
severely compromised them at the site.
Zoning: The site is located in the Residential Farm/Forest (RF) base zone, with Environmental
Conservation (c), Portland International Airport Noise Impact Zone (x), and Aircraft Landing (h)
overlay designations. The site is also located in the Columbia South Shore Plan District (see
zoning on Exhibit B).
The RF base zone designation is intended for agricultural and forested areas in the city which
are presently deficient in public services. Agriculture, forestry, and extremely low-density
single-dwelling residential will be primary uses.
Environmental Overlay Zones (c & p) protect environmental resources and functional values
that have been identified by the City as providing benefits to the public. The environmental
regulations encourage flexibility and innovation in site planning and provide for development
that is carefully designed to be sensitive to the site’s protected resources. They protect the most
important environmental features and resources while allowing environmentally sensitive
urban development where resources are less sensitive. The purpose of this land use review is to
ensure compliance with the regulations of the Environmental Conservation overlay zone.
The Aircraft Landing overlay zone limits the height of structures and vegetation near the Portland
International Airport. The height limit at the subject site is over 300 feet, and thus is not relevant
to this review.
The Portland International Airport Noise Impact overlay zone reduces the impact of aircraft noise
on development within the noise impact area surrounding the Portland International Airport. The
zone achieves this by limiting residential densities and by requiring noise insulation, noise
disclosure statements, and noise easement. These regulations do not apply to this proposal.
The Columbia South Shore Plan District regulations encourage the development of the
Columbia South Shore as an industrial employment center that is intended to attract a diversity
of employment opportunities. The plan district regulations also protect significant
environmental and scenic resources and maintain the capacity of the area infrastructure to
accommodate future development. Per 33.515.268, the environmental regulations specific to the
Plan District do not apply to this site.
Land Use History: City records indicate there is one prior land use action for this site:

PC7359: Bureau of Planning action for Annexation of multiple parcels in 1983
Agency Review: A “Notice of Proposal in Your Neighborhood” was mailed April 18, 2022.
Multiple bureaus responded, all with no issues or concerns. See the E Exhibits for the full
responses.
Neighborhood Review: A Notice of Proposal in Your Neighborhood was mailed on April 18,
2022. No written responses have been received from either the Neighborhood Association or
notified property owners in response to the proposal.

ZONING CODE APPROVAL CRITERIA
33.430.250 Approval Criteria for Environmental Review
An environmental review application will be approved if the review body finds that the applicant
has shown that all the applicable approval criteria are met. When environmental review is
required because a proposal does not meet one or more of the development standards of
Section 33.430.140 through .190, then the approval criteria will only be applied to the aspect
of the proposal that does not meet the development standard or standards.
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Findings: The approval criteria which apply to this proposal are found in Section
33.430.250.E. The applicant has provided findings for these approval criteria and BDS Land
Use Services staff have revised these findings or added conditions, where necessary to meet the
approval criteria.
E. Other development in the Environmental Conservation zone or within the Transition
Area only. In Environmental Conservation zones or for development within the Transition Area
only, the applicant's impact evaluation must demonstrate that all of the following are met:
1. Proposed development minimizes the loss of resources and functional values, consistent
with allowing those uses generally permitted or allowed in the base zone without a land use
review;
Findings: The replacement of the existing septic drainfield is necessary for the continued use
of the property for household living, a use allowed by right (See Table 110-1). As detailed in the
findings for criterion 2, below, the site does not have the option to connect to sanitary sewer.
Furthermore, because of limited space on the site where the new drainfield can be located, the
new drainfield is proposed within the existing drainfield’s footprint to the maximum extent
possible. Additionally, the location of the proposed drainfield is within the property’s existing,
improved outdoor area. There will be no new disturbance area created. The loss of resources
will be limited to the removal of one non-native cherry tree, a decorative olive tree, and three
shrubs in or directly adjacent to the new drainfield (Exhibit C.2). The applicant proposes to
replace all vegetation removed with new plants on a 1:1 basis, and as a condition of approval
staff will require that all new vegetation be native species. Finally, by preemptively replacing
the septic drainfield before it fails, the proposal avoids the inevitable pollution and impacts to
water quality that will occur if the system is not replaced and the existing one fails.
These elements, along with those further elaborated on below, demonstrate that the proposed
development minimizes the loss of resources and functional values consistent with the need for
on-site sanitary sewer for the allowed household living use at the site.
Therefore, this criterion is met.
2. Proposed development locations, designs, and construction methods are less detrimental to
identified resources and functional values than other practicable and significantly different
alternatives;
Findings: Alternatives to the proposal that were evaluated included connecting to public
sanitary sewer and different drainfield and septic system configurations.
The nearest sanitary sewer main is in NE 138th Avenue, on the other side of the levee and over
270 feet away from the subject property. As noted in an e-mail from Bret Winkler (Exhibit A.2,
pgs 15-17), a Development Engineer for the Bureau of Environmental Services (BES), the cost
of the extension and the need to bore through the levee to do so translates to an alternative
that is not practicable and so it was determined that a connection to public sanitary sewer is
not available for this site.
Regarding practicable alternatives to the size and location of the proposed septic system
improvements, The Multnomah County Sanitarian conducted a site evaluation of the site,
documented in the City’s permitting system as SER 17-21 (Exhibit A.2, pgs 7-10). The
evaluation, supplemented by additional clarification of the siting limits by the Sanitarian,
reveals that the proposed location was the only viable location based on septic requirements in
OAR 340-071 (Exhibit E.6). Among those requirements are those related to native soils and
soil separation distance from the soil absorption area to the lower bank (escarpment of the
Columbia River.
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To reduce and minimize impacts, the preferred alternative employs method(s) of construction
that limit and avoid unnecessary impacts during installation of the new system, unlike other
alternatives that were ruled out preemptively for the amount of destruction and disturbance it
would cause to the site’s improvements. The proposed alternative minimizes impacts in part
by installing larger elements via crane from NE Marine Drive. Trenching for the installation
and backfilling of the drainfield will be conducted by a small excavator that will access the yard
via a shared, paved driveway on the west side of the house. The excavator will use the
driveway to enter the garage, which also has an access door out to the yard. No additional
shrubs or trees will need to be removed for the excavator to enter the yard and conduct its
work. All excavated soil will be stored in the flat yard, away from the top of bank. Any soil not
re-used to backfill the trenches will be hauled off-site.
As indicated above and demonstrated in the applicant’s submittal documents (A.2), the
proposed development is the only practicable alternative of those available. The methods and
routes of construction and installation are the least impactful of the alternatives that would
otherwise increase disturbance and impact the site’s improvements more deleteriously.
Therefore, this criterion is met.
3. There will be no significant detrimental impact on resources and functional values in areas
designated to be left undisturbed;
Findings: As noted previously, the whole of the site is improved and thus disturbance area.
Area to be left undisturbed is limited to the river. The proposed location of the spoils, the lack
of slope between the river and the work area, and the fact that the work is proposed in the dry
season, ensure that no erosion will occur that will impact the river. Furthermore, all spoils
remaining after the system is installed and backfilled will be removed from the site and
disposed of off-site. Additionally, by utilizing a small excavator for ground disturbing activities,
care can be taken to avoid overcuts and excavation. As noted above, access to the site will be
via the existing driveway, garage, and yard or via crane from NE Marine Drive.
By utilizing these methods of access and machinery types, combined with site conditions and
time of year that the work will occur, the proposal will have no significant detrimental impact
on resources and functional values in areas designated to be left undisturbed.
Therefore, this criterion is met.
4. The mitigation plan demonstrates that all significant detrimental impacts on resources and
functional values will be compensated for;
Findings: The resources on the subject site that will be impacted by the project are the
vegetation the needs to be removed. Two trees are being removed, one olive tree less than 6inches diameter and a six-inch cherry tree. The three shrubs and one tree that will be removed
are flowering species that provide habitat, cover, and food for wildlife.
The applicant’s mitigation plan, described in their narrative (Exhibit A.2, pgs 5-6), proposes to
replace all shrubs and trees removed and the relocation of those that can be saved. It is worth
reiterating that the bank at the subject property is completely armored and, per the MCDD
engineer, vegetation planting and removal on it should be avoided as dictated by standards
administered by the Army Corp of Engineers, who armored the bank and whose jurisdiction
the bank is under. A similar situation exists on the bank at the south, landward end of the
yard, which is within the levee prism and on which vegetation is limited by Army Corp
standards to native grasses. Furthermore, the MCDD engineer explains that roots ½ inch
diameter should remain at least 15 feet from the levee prism.
Therefore, the area of the subject site that is available for mitigation is the existing and
improved yard area on the east side of the house. Considering the limitations on plantings
above the drainfield to avoid root intrusion and associated damage to the pipes, some measure
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of flexibility is appropriate. Therefore, prior to finalizing of the septic installation permit, the
applicant will be required to apply for and receive final approval of a zoning permit for
mitigation plantings. The plantings must be composed of native species. The number of
replacement plantings for the lost tree shall be consistent with Table 430-3 and at least one
replacement tree shall be a flowering native, such as Western flowering dogwood to replace the
flowering species being removed. Shrubs shall be replaced at a rate of 2:1 in acknowledgement
of the fact that the shrubs being removed are of a larger, more mature size and it will take the
new shrubs time to replace the lost values to birds and other wildlife that the current
vegetation provides. Furthermore, due to restrictions in planting location and on plant types
allowed in the vicinity of the drainfield, replacement shrubs may well be smaller in stature than
the current specimens and thus require more numbers to replace the lost values. At least half
of the replacement shrubs shall be flowering species.
With conditions requiring that the mitigation outlined above occur and be maintained, the
significant detrimental impacts on resources and functional values stemming from the project
can and will be compensated for.
As such, with the noted conditions, this criterion can be met.
5. Mitigation will occur within the same watershed as the proposed use or development and
within the Portland city limits except when the purpose of the mitigation could be better
provided elsewhere; and
6. The applicant owns the mitigation site; possesses a legal instrument that is approved by the
City (such as an easement or deed restriction) sufficient to carry out and ensure the success of
the mitigation program; or can demonstrate legal authority to acquire property through
eminent domain.
Findings: Mitigation will be conducted on the same site as the development under review, and
the applicant is the owner of the property, including the mitigation area.
Therefore, these criteria are met.

DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
Unless specifically required in the approval criteria listed above, this proposal does not have to
meet the development standards in order to be approved during this review process. The plans
submitted for a building or zoning permit must demonstrate that all development standards of
Title 33 can be met, or have received an Adjustment or Modification via a land use review prior
to the approval of a building or zoning permit.

CONCLUSIONS
The applicant proposes to replace a failing septic system within an existing and improved yard
to serve the site’s single-family residence. Staff finds that alternatives were analyzed and that
that the proposal is the least impactful, if only practicable alternative, considering the stringent
limitations based on the site conditions, including those resulting from the presence of the
levee and the proximity to the river. Construction management has been designed to minimize
impacts to the site. The proposed mitigation plan, modified by conditions of approval,
minimizes impacts to resources and functional values at the site and provides reasonable
restoration of lost resources within the context of the site and area impacted. Therefore, this
request should be approved.

ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION
Approval of an Environmental Review for:
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 Installation of a replacement septic tank, drainfield, and associated system elements
within 50 feet of top of bank of the Columbia River; and
 Removal of two trees (one cherry and one olive) and three shrubs;
Per the approved site plans, Exhibits C.1 through C.3, signed and dated June 1, 2022,
subject to the following conditions:
A. A BDS Zoning Permit is required for inspection of required mitigation plantings; a
separate BDS permit will be required for inspection of the new septic system. The
Conditions of Approval listed below, shall be noted on the appropriate plan sheets submitted
for the zoning permit. Plans shall include the following statement, "Any field changes shall
be in substantial conformance with approved LU 22-121349 EN Exhibits C.1 through
C.3.”
The BDS Permit for the septic work shall not be finaled until the BDS Zoning Permit for
inspection of mitigation plantings required in Condition B, below is finaled.
B. The applicant shall obtain a BDS Zoning Permit for approval and inspection of a Mitigation
Plan for replacement plantings:
1. Trees. The number and type of replacement plantings for the cherry tree that will be
removed shall be consistent with Table 430-3 and at least one replacement tree shall be a
flowering native, such as Western flowering dogwood to replace the flowering species being
removed.
2. Shrubs. Six shrubs shall be installed to replace the three flowering shrubs being removed.
At least half of the replacement shrubs shall be flowering species.
The mitigation plan shall show planting locations consistent with the guidance provided by
MCDD in Exhibit G.3 and as listed on page 2 of Exhibit C.2. All plants shall be native species,
selected from the Portland Plant List.
C. The land owner shall monitor the required plantings for two years to ensure survival and
replacement as described below. The land owner is responsible for ongoing survival of required
plantings beyond the designated two-year monitoring period.
1. Prior to issuance of the BDS Zoning Permit, the applicant must submit and pay fees for
review of the Landscape Monitoring Report required below.
2. Two years after installation and inspection of the initial mitigation plantings, the land
owner must submit monitoring and maintenance report for review and approval to the
Land Use Services Division of the Bureau of Development Services containing the
monitoring information described below. The land owner must submit the report 22 to 26
months after the final inspection approval of the Zoning permit required under Condition
A. The monitoring report shall contain the following information:
a. A count of the number of planted shrubs and trees that have died. One replacement
tree or shrubs must be planted for each dead tree or shrub (replacement must occur
within one planting season).
b. A list of replacement plants that were installed.
c. Photographs of the mitigation area and a site plan, in conformance with approved
Exhibit C.4, Mitigation Plan, showing the location and direction of photos.
D. Failure to comply with any of these conditions may result in the City’s reconsideration of this
land use approval pursuant to Portland Zoning Code Section 33.700.040 and /or enforcement
of these conditions in any manner authorized by law.
Staff Planner: Timothy Novak
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Decision rendered by: ____________________________________________ on June 1, 2022
By authority of the Director of the Bureau of Development Services

Decision mailed: June 3, 2022
About this Decision. This land use decision is not a permit for development. Permits may
be required prior to any work. Contact the Development Services Center at 503-823-7310 for
information about permits.
Procedural Information. The application for this land use review was submitted on March 9,
2022, and was determined to be complete on April 13, 2022.
Zoning Code Section 33.700.080 states that Land Use Review applications are reviewed under
the regulations in effect at the time the application was submitted, provided that the
application is complete at the time of submittal, or complete within 180 days. Therefore this
application was reviewed against the Zoning Code in effect on March 9, 2022.
ORS 227.178 states the City must issue a final decision on Land Use Review applications
within 120-days of the application being deemed complete. The 120-day review period may be
waived or extended at the request of the applicant. In this case, the applicant did not waive or
extend the 120-day review period. Unless further extended by the applicant, the 120 days
will expire on: August 11, 2022.
Some of the information contained in this report was provided by the applicant.
As required by Section 33.800.060 of the Portland Zoning Code, the burden of proof is on the
applicant to show that the approval criteria are met. The Bureau of Development Services has
independently reviewed the information submitted by the applicant and has included this
information only where the Bureau of Development Services has determined the information
satisfactorily demonstrates compliance with the applicable approval criteria. This report is the
decision of the Bureau of Development Services with input from other City and public agencies.
Conditions of Approval. If approved, this project may be subject to a number of specific
conditions, listed above. Compliance with the applicable conditions of approval must be
documented in all related permit applications. Plans and drawings submitted during the
permitting process must illustrate how applicable conditions of approval are met. Any project
elements that are specifically required by conditions of approval must be shown on the plans,
and labeled as such.
These conditions of approval run with the land, unless modified by future land use reviews.
As used in the conditions, the term “applicant” includes the applicant for this land use review,
any person undertaking development pursuant to this land use review, the proprietor of the
use or development approved by this land use review, and the current owner and future
owners of the property subject to this land use review.
Appealing this decision. This decision may be appealed to the Hearings Officer, and if
appealed a hearing will be held. The appeal application form can be accessed at
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bds/45477. Appeals must be received by 4:30 PM on June
17, 2022. The completed appeal application form must be emailed to
LandUseIntake@portlandoregon.gov and to the planner listed on the first page of this
decision. If you do not have access to e-mail, please telephone the planner listed on the front
page of this notice about submitting the appeal application. An appeal fee of $250 will be
charged. Once the completed appeal application form is received, Bureau of Development
Services staff will contact you regarding paying the appeal fee. The appeal fee will be refunded
if the appellant prevails. There is no fee for Office of Community and Civic Life recognized
organizations for the appeal of Type II and IIx decisions on property within the organization’s
boundaries. The vote to appeal must be in accordance with the organization’s bylaws. Please
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contact the planner listed on the front page of this decision for assistance in filing the appeal
and information on fee waivers. Please see the appeal form for additional information.
If you are interested in viewing information in this file, please contact the planner listed on the
front of this notice. The planner can email you documents from the file. A fee would be
required for all requests for paper copies of file documents. Additional information about the
City of Portland, and city bureaus is available online at https://www.portland.gov. A digital
copy of the Portland Zoning Code is available online at
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/zoningcode.
Attending the hearing. If this decision is appealed, a hearing will be scheduled, and you will
be notified of the date and time of the hearing. The decision of the Hearings Officer is final; any
further appeal must be made to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) within 21 days
of the date of mailing the decision, pursuant to ORS 197.620 and 197.830. Contact LUBA at
775 Summer St NE, Suite 330, Salem, Oregon 97301-1283, or phone 1-503-373-1265 for
further information.
Failure to raise an issue by the close of the record at or following the final hearing on this case,
in person or by letter, may preclude an appeal to the Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) on
that issue. Also, if you do not raise an issue with enough specificity to give the Hearings
Officer an opportunity to respond to it, that also may preclude an appeal to LUBA on that
issue.
Recording the final decision.
If this Land Use Review is approved the final decision will be recorded with the Multnomah
County Recorder.
• Unless appealed, the final decision will be recorded after June 17, 2022 by the Bureau of
Development Services.
The applicant, builder, or a representative does not need to record the final decision with the
Multnomah County Recorder.
For further information on your recording documents please call the Bureau of Development
Services Land Use Services Division at 503-823-0625.
Expiration of this approval. An approval expires three years from the date the final decision
is rendered unless a building permit has been issued, or the approved activity has begun.
Where a site has received approval for multiple developments, and a building permit is not
issued for all of the approved development within three years of the date of the final decision, a
new land use review will be required before a permit will be issued for the remaining
development, subject to the Zoning Code in effect at that time.
Applying for your permits. A building permit, occupancy permit, or development permit may
be required before carrying out an approved project. At the time they apply for a permit,
permittees must demonstrate compliance with:
•
•
•
•

All conditions imposed herein;
All applicable development standards, unless specifically exempted as part of this land use
review;
All requirements of the building code; and
All provisions of the Municipal Code of the City of Portland, and all other applicable
ordinances, provisions and regulations of the City.
EXHIBITS
NOT ATTACHED UNLESS INDICATED

A. Applicant’s Statement
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1. Original Submittals
a. Narrative
b. Plans
c. Aerial Photo of Property
d. Boundary Survey of Property
e. Septic Tank Drawings
f. MCDD Review of Proposal
g. Army Corp of Engineers Review of Proposal
2. Revised Submittal Packet (April 13, 2022)
3. Grading Plans
a. Site Elevation Plan
b. Proposed Development Grading Plan
Zoning Map (attached)
Plans/Drawings:
1. Existing Conditions Plan
2. Proposed Development & Existing Vegetation Plan
3. Construction Management Plan (attached)
Notification information:
1. Mailing list
2. Mailed notice
Agency Responses:
1. Bureau of Environmental Services
2. Bureau of Transportation
3. Fire Bureau
4. Site Development Review Section of BDS
5. Urban Forestry Division of PP&R
6. Life Safety Review Section of BDS
7. Multnomah County Sanitarian
Correspondence: NONE
Other:
1. Original LU Application
2. Incomplete Letter
3. MCDD guidance on mitigation planting locations

The Bureau of Development Services is committed to providing equal access to
information and hearings. Please notify us no less than five business days prior to the
event if you need special accommodations. Call 503-823-7300 (TTY 503-823-6868).

