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10 % reduction options
This reflects a portion of a reduction to Base Budget taken in
M the Governor's Recommended Budget (GRB). It, along with an
easure 49 Services and Supplies - additional $790,314) brings the Essential Budget Level (EBL) in
660 {001-64| DLCD {M49 i 1,617,929 : 9 g
Attorney General expenditures $ 1,617,929 line with anticipated permanent needs as outlined at the time of|
GRB development. Additional funds are requested in policy
package on limited duration basis only.
additional options to
15% reduction
Additional reduction to Base Budget ($790,314 of which was
Measure 49 Services and Supplies - also taken in GRB). Brings brings the Essential Budget Level
660 j001-64| DLCD |M49 Attomey General expen diture‘;p 808,964 $ 808,964 (EBL) in line with anticipated permanent needs as outlined at
— the time-of GRB-development-Additional funds-are requested
in policy package on limited duration basis only.
additional options to
20% reduction
Additional reduction to Base Budget, none of which has been
Measure 49 Services and Supplies - taken in GRB. Brings EBL budget in tine with permanent needs]
660 1001-64| DLCD [M49 " 717,122 - Brng g e
Attorney General expenditures 7 $ a2z as currently anticipated (March '09). Additional funds are
requested in policy package on limited duration basis only.
Reduce Landowner Naotification Sp Pmts by just over 85
percent. This reduction is consistent with a similar removal of
Special Payments - Reimbursement to funding for the 2907-09 bler)mun_'n. 1f M56 nofification i
660 j001-60} DLCD |Landowner jlocal jurisdictions for Measure 56 91,842 $ 91,842 repayments required by legislative measures or other actions

notification costs

necessitate resources beyond this level, the department wouid
request Emergency Board funds to reimburse local
jurisdictions. A review of approved legislation with M56 impacts
would be appropriate before making this reduction.

additional options to
25% reduction

ST e
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660

003-02

DLCD

General Fun

Budget Note General Fund Grant monies
related to Planning for Unincorporated
Urbanizing Areas

500,000

500,000

Removal of additional funds provided by Budget Note (BN) for
the 2007-09 biennium for the General Fund Grants program.

* [While requests for grants for the purpose described in the BN

were undersubscribed in the 2007-09 biennium, the reduction
would eliminate the ability to reprogram funding to otherwise
oversubscribed purposes, including required periodic review
and economic development planning. The on-the-ground
outcome is that fewer local governments will be able to timely
and effectively complete comprehensive land use plan and
related updates. To the extent funds were requested for BN
purposes, the impact would be to make coordinated public
facility planning more difficult, exacerbating land use conflicts.
This reduction is roughly commensurate with the "fund sweep"
reduction taken during the 2007-09 biennium.

660

003-02

DLCD

General Furl

General Fund Grants

308,964

308,964

Reduction at this level would further reduce capacity in the
General Fund grants program. The impact is same as
described above but to a deeper level. Local governments will
continue to lack resources available for land use planning,
making readiness for economic rebound more difficuit.

additional options to

30% reduction

660

001-64

DLCD

M 49

Personal Services

314,251

314,251

2.00

Eliminate two (2.0) permanent, full-ime position authority
related to Measure 49 implementation. These permanent
positions were originally granted for ongoing "new" Measure
37/49 claims resolution. Experience to date has been minimal
in this area. Positions would be required to be funded, in part,
on a limited duration basis during the 2009-11 biennium
(adjustment to POP 107) in order to complete resolution of
existing Measure 49 elections.

660

DLCD

Planning

Personal Services and Services and
Supplies Reduction

494,713

494,713

4.00

A reduction at this level would include elimination of at least
one Planning Specialist (Planner 4), at least one Regional
Representative (Planner 3), and up to two (2) additional
operations and/or policy staff {(of TBD position classifications).
Reduction of these positions would substantially increase the
workload on other positions resulting in reduction of services to
local governments, state agencies, and the public. Notably,
reductions refated to regional staff would increase the number
of local governments within remaining staff's portfolios.
Reductions to specialist and other policy/operations staff
positions would decrease the department's ability to address
legislative and other emerging and ongoing policy issues
related to land use and economic development capacity
building. A reduction beyond this level would likely require the
department to redesign the way it delivers services. ’

4,853,785

4,853,785

6.00
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City of Portland
‘Bureau. of

Planning and
Sustainability
Sam Adams, Mayor
Susan Anderson, Difector

Planning

1900 S.W. 4th Ave,, Ste. 7100
Portiand, (_)R 97201-5350
Phone 503-823-7700

FAX 503-823-7800

TTY 503-823-6868

Sustainability
721 NW. 9th Ave,, Ste. 195
Portland, OR 97209-3447

Phone 503-823-7222
FAX 503-823-5311
“TTY -503-823-6868

www.portiandonline.cam/bps
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April 15, 2009

John VanlLandingham, Chair

Oregon Land Conservation and Development Commission
635 Capitol St. NE, Suite 150 :

Salem 97301-2540

RE: Agenda ltem 8, Commission Direction on Pending Periodic Review Work Programs
Dear Chair VanLandingham and Members of the Commission:

It light of recent legislative action to rescind the uncommitted portion of the Commission’s periodic
review grants pragram | understand the Commission’s decision to suspend initiation of additional
reviews.. | do, however, support the testimony offered by the. League of Oregon Cities in your
March meeting to allow cities the choice of beginning or continuing in periadic review.

I am sure every city is facing difficult choices, but for Portland, continuing with-our submitted work
program seems:the right course. The “Portland’ Plan” includes updates of the economic -
development, housing, transportation, public facilities, and urbanization elemerits of our '
Comprehensive Plan. This'is very important work that must be coordinated with Metro’s pending
updates of its Regional Transportation Plan and- Urban Growth Management Functional Plan.
Because: of a once-in-a-decade opportunity for Portland and Metro to synchronize-major plan
updates, limited city resources are being reallocated for this purpose.

Portland has received and nearly expended a $1Qd,000 periodié review grant for a new economic
opportunity analysis. This work will be completed as scheduled on June 30, 2009, and will provide

- a valuable boost to our plan update.

The periodic review option, rather than the post-acknowledgement plan-amendment, is clearly the
appropriate process-under which to do a major comprehensive plan update. Periodic review
affords-more access to State agency assistance teams and the expertise of the Department's
specialists. Review by the Commission is better suited for complete plan updates than the more
formal and legalistic approach required.of the Land Use Board .of Appeals. Also, if there are any
questions as to.the meaning of the-Goals-and administrative rules; pericdic.review allows the
Commission’s views to be afforded defererice. -

For all these reasons periodic review Is the better option for-Portland. | would ask you keep-this

~ door open for other jurisdictions as well.

Joe Zehnder |
Chief-Planner
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