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Cassandra Bergstrom

From: Daniel Riordan
Sent: Tuesday, May 02, 2017 9:08 AM
To: 'Matt Dale'
Subject: RE: Westside Planning Project
Attachments: Planning Commission Direction.pdf

Mr. Dale, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments.  I sincerely appreciate it.  A second notice will be mailed as you 
suggested.  The Planning Commission will be accepting comments until May 30th so there is time to for additional input 
before City Council considerations recommendations in June.       
 
I’d like to respond to your points about the R‐7 zoning.  The property east of the Forest Gale Heights neighborhood has 
been in the urban growth boundary since 1983 and zoned R‐7 since annexed into the City in 2007.  The Forest Gales 
neighborhood is also R‐7.  The R‐7 zone is a single family residential district with a density of 6.2 homes per net acre and 
an average lot size of 7,000 square feet.  The rational for the R‐7 zoning is future development would be similar to the 
adjacent area where you reside.   
 
You mentioned the wooded area near your home.  The wooded area is currently zoned R‐7.  The proposal is to change 
the zoning of the parcel containing the majority of the wooded area to R‐10.  The R‐10 zone is also a single family 
residential zoning district with a  lower density than R‐7.  The R‐10 density is 4.35 homes per net acre an average lot size 
of 10,000 square feet.  The R‐10 zoning is also proposed for this area  due to the presence of a historic landslide area and 
the stream corridor south of David Hill Road.  A map is attached showing the boundary between the R‐7 and proposed 
R‐10 zones. 
 
The Planning Commission could recommend City Council change the zoning of the area adjacent to the Forest Gale 
heights neighborhood from R‐7 to R‐10 provided development density is increased elsewhere in the urban growth 
boundary.  Under state law the City is obligated to ensure an average development density of 8 dwellings per net acre.  
 
Regarding the habitat area the proposed Westside Plan includes a policy to encourage the clustering of housing to 
reduce visual impacts of development and preserve natural areas.  I will contact the property owner to make the owner 
aware of your concerns and facilitate a discussion about a possible reduction in density.     
 
Please do not hesitate to call or E‐mail if you have any other thoughts or wish this further.   
 
Sincerely, 
Daniel Riordan 
Senior Planner   
 

From: Matt Dale [mailto:Matt_Dale@co.washington.or.us]  
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2017 8:53 AM 
To: Daniel Riordan 
Subject: Westside Planning Project 
 

May 1, 2017 
 
To whom it may concern, 
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1. Your mailing “Notice of Public Hearing” with regards to the Westside Planning Project (no 
date of issuance provided) was extremely vague and horribly presented. References are made 
to tables and articles in this document and yet there are none attached.  No maps...no 
nothing.  I see that as intentionally misleading and inadequate in meeting your due diligence 
on clear and trustworthy communication of intent to the public. 

2. The R7 Zoning to the west of Thatcher and North of Watercrest does not fit with the 
surrounding neighborhoods to the west and south of that section... R7 zoning is too small 
and too dense. 

3. There are significant habitat issues in the surrounding wooded areas. It is filled with deer, 
owls, and I have seen many bald eagles in those trees on many occasions.  A full blown 
biological / habitat survey will need to be done.  

4. I respect a property owners right to develop their lands but an R7 zoning to the east of my 
property will destroy THE defining characteristic of my home.... it’s stellar view of Mount 
Hood.  Anyone who builds there will need to adequately compensate homeowners for loss 
of view / visibility and diminished value.  I will demand to be compensated 
appropriately.  The developers rights do not supersede mine. 

5. No address or designee is named as to where or whom we write to object. Is that intentional 
to discourage inputs? 

 
I fully expect most of these concerns to be readily and quickly dismissed and ignored by the City 
and the Planning Commission. Land Use laws are highly skewed in favor of public agencies and 
local communities and eviscerate the rights of local property owners. 
 
I think the process should be rescheduled and a better communication process initiated 
immediately that is not vague.  It needs to be written for the public eye, not the legal eye.      
 
Disheartened and concerned  
 
 
Matt Dale 
3321 Lavina Drive 
Forest Grove, Or. 97116 
(971) 250-1628 
 


