












































































































































































































































Planning Commission Findings of Fact and Recommendation Periodic Review Task 3 Public Facilities Plan 3

Plan Project to be consistent with its request that thosé projects be removed from the PEFP.
The amendments requested to the PFP at its May 29, 2013 hearing included the following:

a. At the Planning Commission’s motion of May 29. 2013 hearing to amend the
findings to move an amended paragraph from page 13 of the draft PFP into the
Purpose Statement as the second-to-last paragraph on page 1 was made and
seconded. The motion passed 5 to 1. The amended paragraph is to read:

1t should be noted that there is no obligation on the part of the City to build
the projects as described in the PFP or to meet the timefiame listed for the
projects. The project list may be included as part of the Comprehensive
Plan to show anticipated infrastructure needs based on known regulatory
requirements and current assumptions about growth and the direction of
[future development. _The list is intended only to provide a general
indications of the facilities needed to support future erowth. If erowth
lrends change. or if nmew regulations re imposed on the City, or if
technologies emerge that satisfy needs using different methods than those
assumed in master plans, the City may revise its public facilities investment
strategy without amending the Comprehensive Plan or PFP.

The Planning Commission finds that the PFP document has been amended
to match the motion.

b. At the Planning Commission hearing of May 29. 2013, a motion to amend item 7.6
Schools was made and seconded and passed 5 to 1. The amendment changes the
text to read: The Reynolds School District, the Gresham-Barlow School District.
and Mt. Hood Community College....

The Planning Commission finds that the PFP document has been amended to match
the motion.

12.  The Planning Commission recognizes and affirms that the contents of the PEP are primarily
derived from the City’s Master Plans for Water, Sanitary Sewer and Stormwater already

adopted by the City Council.

13.  The Planning Commission further acknowledges that there may be need to modify the Plan
to correct spelling errors, for improved consistency throughout the document. and for
clarity of meaning. Consequently, the document that is forwarded to the City Council may
include a number of nonsubstantive changes that the Planning Commission has not
reviewed but directs to staff. The Plan that ultimately goes to the City Council for adoption.
shall be in substantial form with the one approved by the Planning Commission.

V\PERIODIC REVIEW TASK 3\reconsidered FOF for Public Facilities Plan.docx


















































































	AGENDA MAR 19 2014 PC
	AGENDA ITEM 3 MAR 19 2014 PC
	AGENDA ITEM 6 MAR 19 2014 PC
	AGENDA ITEM 7 MAR 19 2014 PC

