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O R E G O N Protecting Central Oregon's natural environment

LANDWATCH and working for sustainable communities.

Dae  Juy 26 2007

To: City of Bend Planning Commission
710 NW Wall Street
Bend, Oregon 97701

Re: Addressing Acreage Devoted to Rights-of-Way, Schools, and Parksin the City of Bend®
Residential Land Sudy

Dear Commissioners.
Thereisaprovison in the Oregon State Administrative Rules (OAR 660-024-0040) which reads as follows

(9) Asasdafe harbor during periodic review or other legislative review of the UGB, aloca government may
estimate that the 20-year land needs for streets and roads, parks and school facilities will together require an
additional amount of land equa to 25 percent of the net buildable acres determined for residentia land needs
under section (4) of this rule. For purposes of thisrule, a"Net Buildable Acre" consists of 43,560 square feet of
residentialy designated buildable land, after excluding present and future rights-of-way, restricted hazard aress,
public open spaces and restricted resource protection aress.

Essentially this Gafe harborOprovision says that acity Din establishing a20-year land need Dcan dlot 25%
of its net buildable acreage to roads, schools, and parks, and avoid further review or gpped by doing so. This
rule essentialy establishes a @easonableOstandard for the amount of land acity should devote to roads,
schools, and parks. Oregon law dlowscities to deviate from this standard, but requires that acity
demongrate aneed to do so before receiving gpproval.

The City of Bend, in its RLS has made a policy decision to alot 25% of its net buildable land purely to roads,
and has included separate methodologies for establishing the need for parks and schools. Theresult isa
cdculated 510 acre need for roads, 213 acresfor parks, and 300 acres for schools, which collectively amounts
to 1,025 acres or afull 50% of its net buildable land need.

At thispoint, it is uncertain how acity can justify afull one-hdf of its net resdentid land need for roads,
schools, and parks. Perhgps the city has good reasons for these numbers. However, it has not yet addressed
the matter of why it feels it needs considerably more land than other citiesdo. We hope that this matter
receives additiond scrutiny and tha planning s&ff is asked to address this concern.

Regards,

Erik Kancler
ExautiveDireta



