








APPENDIX G — SUSTAINABILITY AS AN OPERATIONAL PRINCIPLE

Sustainability has emerged as a key organizing principle for public and private organizations
throughout the United States and the world to address environmental, economic, and social challenges
within and outside their organizations. Sustainability reflects a shift from concern and action on
environmental issues to the broader understanding that depletion of environmental resources and
services has a significant, direct impact on economic opportunity and social equity.

The roots of the sustainability paradigm are traced to the origins of the environmental movement that
led to passage in the 1970’s of key global treaties related to the environment, as well as new U.S.
environmental laws and amendments, including the National Environmental Policy Act, Clean Water
Act, Clean Air Act (amendments), and the Endangered Species Act.

In 1983, the Brundtland Commission was formed by the United Nations to study and pursue global
environmental strategies to achieve sustainable development by 2000. The 1987 publication of the
Brundtland Commission’s work, Our Common Future, established what has now become the widely
accepted definition of sustainability.® This definition® seeks consideration of resource availability and
equity for current generations as well as for future generations. In 1992, the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Development in Rio de Janeiro (Earth Summit) was organized with
sustainability as the central theme, further cementing it as a key organizing principle. A key outcome
of the Earth Summit was the recognition that regional and local action is crucial in order to realize the
implementation of sustainability. This was expressed by the Earth Summit delegation through the
adoption of Agenda 21 which, among other things, called for action by local governments to
implement sustainability.

Beginning in the mid-1990’s, implementation of sustainability began, largely among multi-national
corporations and national governments, as well as in some regions and localities. These efforts helped
organizations clarify the purpose and goals of programs and policies related to sustainability, and it
provided a framework for reporting on performance. For example, global companies began to issue
annual sustainability reports, allowing shareholders and citizens to better understand the impacts of
company operations and efforts to reduce negative impacts.

In the early 2000’s, some larger cities in the U.S. began to develop sustainability programs. At that
time, private companies and public organizations began to more clearly see the benefits of
sustainability for their employees, stakeholders, image, and bottom line. Several cities in Oregon have
been at the leading edge of these efforts, and in some cases have implemented sustainability projects
and activities. Today, more small and medium-sized cities in the U.S. are developing and implementing
sustainability programs in order to capture and measure the impact of these types of projects, and to
organize efforts across city departments. Some of the City of Hillsboro’s efforts are listed in Appendix
H.

8 “sustainable development is development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their own needs”
° Definitions for sustainable development and sustainability are often the same and are used interchangeably here
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CITY ANIMAL REVIEW
Testimony Received

August 4, 2010
TO

August 31, 2010



Ruth Klein

From: Ruth Klein
Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2010 2:58 PM
To: Council; Dan Dias
Cec: Colin Cooper
Subject: RE: Email to Council re: Chickens

Hello Ms. La Grange,

Thank you for providing your comments on the City Animal Review process. Your email will be forwarded to the Council
as part of the next Council package of meeting materials. If you would like to participate further in this public process I'd
like to recommend the City Animal Review webpage which has updates on upcoming Council meetings, draft policy
language and informal survey results on community preferences.
http://www.ci.hillsboro.or.us/Planning/CityAnimalReview.aspx?g1dd=8&g2dd=4

Sincerely,
Ruth

Ruth Kiein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465

From: Heaveninview@Frontier.com [mailto:Heaveninview@Frontier.com]
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2010 1:51 PM

To: Council

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.




Ruth Klein

From: Ruth Klein

Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2010 11:04 AM
To: ‘'mrsautoonion@yahoo.com'

Subject: RE: Email from the City of Hillsboro website
Hello,

Thank you for your interest in the City Animal Review process. Your name has been added to the mailing list to receive
updates.

Sincerely,
Ruth

Ruth Klein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465

From: mrsautoonion@yahoo.com [mailto:mrsautoonion@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, August 18, 2010 9:52 AM

To: Ruth Klein; Dan Dias

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.




Ruth Klein

From: Ruth Klein

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 4:33 PM

To: ‘kenshops@mac.com'

Cc: Dan Dias

Subject: RE: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

Hello Mr. Jackson,

Thank you for the positive words regarding the City Animal Review process and your comments regarding lot size
options and setbacks. Your email will be forwarded to the Council as a part of the next Council package of meeting
materials. Please consider visiting the City's City Animal Review website to stay up to date on upcoming events related
to this topic.

Sincerely,
Ruth

Ruth Klein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465 .

From: kenshops@mac.com [mailto:kenshops@mac.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 12, 2010 7:05 PM

To: Ruth Klein; Dan Dias

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.




Ruth Klein

From: Ruth Kiein

Sent: Monday, August 16, 2010 4:15 PM

To: ‘pihettinga@comcast.net'

Cc: Dan Dias; Amber Ames

Subject: RE: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

Dear Ms. Hettinga,

Thank you for your comments regarding the potential impacts of the livestock language under review by the Council. In
December when the City Animal Review process started the Council recognized the importance of encouraging a
community discussion through a series of open houses. The result of those open houses was the Recommended Policy
proposed to Council during the work session on August 3™. Your comments are appreciated and will be forwarded to
Council as a part of the next Council package of meeting materials. I can tell that this is a very important issue to you
and would like to encourage you to visit the City’s webpage outlining the City Animal Review process and upcoming
events and opportunities for public input that will help shape the Council’s discussion. I've also added your name to a
mailing list that will provide updates on when events such as the work session and public hearing are occurring.

Please feel free to contact me if you would like to discuss the details of the Recommended Policy. One point of
clarification is that the recommended language only sets a standard for the outdoor portion of the animal enclosure (20
square feet) which is established for the animal’s welfare. There are no size requirements for the covered, indoor portion
of the animal enclosure which only requires the covered portion of the enclosure to provide the animal with protection
and safety from the elements and predators.

Thank you for your comments.

Sincerely,
Ruth

Ruth Klein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465

From: pjhettinga@comcast.net [mailto:pjhettinga@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, August 13, 2010 4:09 PM

To: Council

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.




' ihens and houses the current proposal for 20 5q ft per hen is qulte unnecessary and unrealistic and I
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Ruth Klein

From: Ruth Kiein

Sent: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 2:30 PM

To: ‘annejim1@clear.net’; Dan Dias

Subject: RE: Email from the City of Hillsboro website
Hello Jim,

That particular sentence in the Argus article is discussing two different concepts: properties adjacent to
the UBG and properties annexed into the City.

UGB: The sentence isn’t accurate about properties adjacent to the Urban Growth Boundary being exempt.
The Council was presented with two policy options. One updated the existing regulations: the Status Quo
Policy. The other expanded the existing regulations: the Recommended Policy. I am guessing that the
reference to UGB exemptions is a misunderstanding of the Status Quo Policy which does not place explicit
limits on the number of livestock for properties that are 1 acre or larger and within 500 feet of the UGB.
Under the Status Quo Policy the number of livestock is determined during a permitting process that
involves a public hearing before the Planning and Zoning Hearings Board.

ANNEXATION: The Recommended Code language does recommend a different set of standards for
properties annexed to the City. Properties which were part of the voluntary island annexation have a
different more generous set of standards and are not a part of the City Animal Review process. For typical
recently annexed properties there is language within the Recommended Policy that codifies the City's
practice of allowing people to list the number and type of animals that exist on their property and continue
to keep those animals following annexation. Below is a link for this scenario and the specific language
can be found on page 5.

Again this is a different scenario than the island annexation process. During the island annexation process
the Council established via Ordinance an exception that allows voluntary island annexation properties to
forecast and then keep those forecasted animals on their annexed property. The island annexation
Ordinance establishing this special circumstance will be cross referenced in the new City Animal Review
Ordinance that the Council adopts. Creation of that ordinance is still several months away, however,
your name has been placed on the City Animal Review mailing list and when the Ordinance is drafted it
will be available for viewing and comment.

Thank you for your comments.

Sincerely,
Ruth

http://www.ci.hillsboro.or.us/PIanninq/documents/CAR Recommended Policy.pdf

Ruth Klein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465

From: annejiml@clear.net [mailto:annejiml@clear.net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 7:54 AM

To: Ruth Klein; Dan Dias

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

. This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box. .

1



3No res nse. |
Noresponse | i @clearet




Ruth Kiein

From: Ruth Klein

Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 4:15 PM

To: 'paul. wanner@verizon.net'

Cc: ~ Dan Dias; Colin Cooper; Amber Ames

Subject: City Animal Review - August 10th email to Mayor

Dear Mr. Wanner,

Thank you for the positive words regarding the presentation materials provided by Dan Dias during the August 3™ work
session and your comments regarding the impacts of establishing a lot size standard. Should the Council have questions
Dan and myself will be prepared to discuss the issue further at the next work session. If your particular concerns aren’t
fully explored during the work session please consider bringing up this topic during the public testimony portion of the
upcoming public hearing. Also your email will be forwarded to the Council as a part of the next Council package of
meeting materials.

Thank you for your ongoing participation in the City Animal Review process.

Sincerely,
Ruth

Ruth Kiein, Planner
Hillsboro Planning
503-681-6465

From: paul.wanner@verizon.net [mailto:paul.wanner@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 8:41 AM

To: Jerry Willey

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.
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Ruth Klein

From: jennylkoivisto@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, August 09, 2010 12:31 PM
To: Ruth Klein; Dan Dias

Subject: Email from the City of Hillsboro website

This email was auto generated by the City's website suggestion box.




CITY OF HILLSBORO

150 E. Main St, Fourth Floor

Hillsboro, Oregon 97123-4028
503/681-6144 » FAX 503/681-6469
email: building_dept@ci.hillsboro.or.us
Inspection Request Line 503/681-6244

INTEROFFICE MEMO

DATE: 08/23/2010

TO: BUILDING DEPARTMENT MONTHLY REPORT RECIPIENTS
FROM: BROOKE COOPER, BUILDING DEPARTMENT
| RE: JULY 2010 MONTHLY REPORT CORRECTION

‘ Attached you will find a copy of the Building Revenue Report (page 2) of the Building

‘ Department Monthly Repotrt. The correction is on the report is the addition of the revenue
line item “IGA for Plan Review Setrvices”. Sorty for any inconvenience this may have
caused.

ATTACHMENT




BUILDING REVENUE REPORT

Fees Collected July July 2010-2011  2009-2010

July 2010 2010 2009 YTD YTD

Building Permit Fee Totals $76,200.04 $30,779.74 $76,200.04 $30,779.74

Plan Review Fee Totals $42,408.12 $232,233.77 $42,408.12 $232,233.77

Mechanical Permit Fee Totals $15,672.81 $8,101.08 $15,672.81 $8,101.08

Plumbing Permit Fee Totals $19,499.70 $8,258.10 $19,499.70 $8,258.10

Electrical Permit Fee Totals $31,691.84 $16,333.72 $31,691.84 $16,333.72

Solar Installation Permit Fee Totals

Manufactured Home Permit Fee Totals

Sidewalk and Driveway Permit Fee Totals $50.00 $50.00

Fire Life Safety Fee Totals $15,296.31 $135,634.23 $15,296.31 $135,634.23

IGA for Plan Review Services $6,290.00 $6,290.00

TOTAL $207,108.82 $431,340.64 $207,108.82 $431,340.64
‘ In Manufactured Homes Fees Inclusive of State Surcharge

Funds Building Department Collects for Others

Sewer Connection Fee Totals $65,528.50 $36,360.00 $65,528.50 $36,360.00

State Surcharge Fee Totals $17,209.90 $7,608.09 $17,209.90 $7,608.09
‘ Water Connection Fee Totals $101,371.00 $36,036.00 $101,371.00 $36,036.00
| TIF Street Fee Totals 1$16,739.00 $16,739.00
| TDT Fee Totals $117,955.28 $13,797.00 $117,955.28 $13,797.00

Park Systems Fee Totals $49,002.00 $45,723.00 $49,002.00 $45,723.00
| Erosion Control Fee Totals $4,500.00 $2,150.00 $4,500.00 $2,150.00
’ Erosion Control Plan Check Fee Totals $1,050.00 $550.00 $1,050.00 $550.00

SWM Fee Totals $5,315.00 $5,903.25 $5,315.00 $5,903.25

Fence Permit Fee Totals (Planning) $180.00 $90.00 $180.00 $90.00

Sign Permit Fee Totals (Planning) $660.00 $1,320.00 $660.00 $1,320.00
‘ Metro Construction Excise Tax $19,504.75 $6,000.73 $19,504.75 $6,000.73
| Hillshoro School CET $56,858.51 $22,053.51 $56,858.51 $22,053.51
| Beaverton School CET $17.50 $17.50

$439,134.94 $194,348.08 $439,134.94 $194,348.08

| TOTAL






