Date: October 26, 2012
To: West Linn Planning Commission
From: Zach Pelz, Associate Planner

Subject: New evidence received since noon on October 25, 2012, regarding Lake Oswego-Tigard
Water Partnership pending land use proposals (CUP-12-02/CUP-12-04)

Attached is the public testimony received since noon on October 25, 2012, regarding the Lake
Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership pending land use proposals.
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I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Co N, for-the-m
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant. ‘ o

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., entarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial treffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as
claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normat conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include -
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years - all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community,

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will hav a resi ial neigh will
5 X i . businesses and jobs as a res 2

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in @ meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by the
City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community. '

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of this
development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commerciat and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing., A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits daimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required pet result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and
adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides
but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not In compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe
conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal In the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan i eighborh iller, a busi i job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community,
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Thank You!



Pelz, Zach

From: Cliff Gerber [cliffgerber@comcast.net]

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 4:28 PM

To: Pelz, Zach

Subject: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Water Transmission Pipeline

Dear Mr. Peltz,
Could you please enter my below text into the record and deliver to the commission for tonight's meeting?

Please also confirm receipt.

I would like to comment on the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Treatment Plant Expansion and Water
Transmission Pipeline.
| oppose this project as it does not belong in a residential neighborhood. It seeks a Conditional Use Permit,
but | don’t believe Conditional Use was ever meant to be interpreted as industrial in the middle of residential.
| believe this is in violation of CDC 60.070 (A) (2) as relates to location. This is a regional water treatment
facility, is industrial in nature and in no way consistent with the surrounding land use.
I would also suggest as regards CDC 60.070 (A) (3), that this proposal is not consistent with the needs of the
citizens of West Linn. Although LOT has interpreted much of its adherence to codes and regulations as
“benefits” to the area, | do not believe this to be the case.
The community does not need nor does it benefit from the following:

* Thousands of Diesel powered trucks on our roads and in our neighborhoods contributing to noise and

air pollution, all of which is contrary to the specified goals of the Comprehensive Plan

¢ Neighborhood streets being torn up to the point of being impassable for residents getting to their
homes and emergency vehicles

¢ Massive intrusion upon MSY park

¢ Condemnation of neighborhoods’ long standing CC&R’s resulting in expense and undue stress for those
residents involved

In addition, the seismic dangers that have been shown to exist with this site are in violation of CDC 60.070(A)
(2) which states that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Regardless of how compliant this
project is with modern construction practice, it makes no sense to increase the possible damage of a large
earthquake by locating such a facility in a residential area.

There are many other issues that the residents of this city have called to your attention. Please hear their
voices and include mine as one raised in opposition.

Thank You
Clifford Gerber

18406 Nixon Ave
West Linn, OR 97068



West Linn Planning Commission Meeting 10/18/2012
LOT Water Treatment Plant Expansion
Testimony from: Lamont King

4257 Kenthorpe Way, West Linn OR

My name is Lamont King and | have been a resident of West Linn for over 40 years. | live across the
street from the LOT Water Treatment Plant and was living there when it was constructed around 1968.
We didn’t want an industrial plant in our neighborhood then and we still don't.

Earlier this year | received several phone calls from people living on Mapleton who were recently sued
by LOT to nullify covenants on the deeds to their property. These people were terrified by the prospect
of being sued and asked me how an another city could could come into West Linn and use eminent
domain to take away their property rights. They asked me how they could justify a huge industrial plant
expansion in our city and put us through the construction nightmare and increased industrial presence
after construction when the plant wasn’t for their benefit.

| would like to address the Neighborhood Coordination contained in LOT’S filing and show how their
interaction with our neighborhood was superficial and insincere and failed maintain a “high level of
communication”during the construction phase. They acknowledge the plant is located “in the midst of a
residential neighborhood “ and that the plant must remain “compatible with this setting” which it does
not.

My first experience with LOT came at a meeting at the local Presbyterian Church on 12/10/2010.
Representatives from LOT conducted a meeting using handheld electronic devices to record responses
to various questions about the proposed plant. A quick review of those questions revealed that many, if
not all of the questions regarded issues that were not optional on the part of LOT. They will be required
to replant/restore areas disturbed by the pipeline in MSY Park, they will be required to minimize
pipeline time/disruption, they will have to maintain access to area homes during construction and they
will have to ensure a safe school commute during the construction period. The list goes on and the more
we read caused many of us to not participate in the voting which LOT dutifully recorded. This insulting
attempt to create a record showing they worked with the neighborhood has continued throughout most
of the process.

LOT mentions other Public Outreach in their proposed plan. They mentioned public briefings for
neighborhood associations and other interested groups. They didn’t mention that four of the largest and
most active Neighborhood Associations(Bolton, Willamette,Hidden Springs and Robinwood) voted in
support of the GNC and against LOT’s unchecked expansion into our neighborhood.

LOT has attended many of our neighborhood meetings and conducted a number of open houses but
have refused to sit down with concerned members of our community and address issues that have



many residents concerned about the impact this development with have on their homes and the
liveability of the neighborhood.

Most, if not all of the mitigations LOT has claimed they included in their plan for the benefit of the
community were required by the City of West Linn, TV&R and other approving bodies. The items
requested by members of the community to specifically address the expansion of a major industrial
facility in a residential neighborhood were for the most part ignored. There were recently meetings with
LOT senior level people(the mayors and the Oversite Committee) and those meetings indicated that
there was some common ground and perhaps with additional meetings and some sincere give and take,
some of our concerns could be better addressed.

This expansion has little or no direct benefit to the citizens of West Linn(we already have mutually
beneficial intertie) and this hearing is about the plant and not the pipeline. LOT’s own Project Manager
has publicly stated that the Clackamas watershed cannot provide long term water for existing customers
in Clackamas County and now he plans on selling 20 million gallons a day to Tigard in order to subsidize
Lake Oswego’s water rates. | ask that the West Linn Planning Commission deem this application
incomplete until the concerns of the citizens of West Linn have been properly addressed.

Respectfully submitted,

Lamont King 4/18/2012



Pelz, Zach

From: lamontking@comcast.net

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 5:09 PM

To: Peiz, Zach

Subject: PC testimony to be included in record
Attachments: West Linn Planning Commission Meeting.docx
Hi Zach,

After my presentation last week, the PC asked them | submit my testimony in writing. Please add this
attachment to the PC file on LOT.

Thanks,

Lamont



Pelz, Zach

From: Norman King [normbking@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 4:20 PM

To: Pelz, Zach; Michael Babbitt; Russell Axelrod
Subject: 10/18/2012 Testimony @ Planning Commission
Attachments: Norm King testiminy at WTP.docx

Zach, attached is a written copy of my testimony at the last Planning Commission meeting. | apologize for taking so long
to get this to you. | closed the document intending to proof it later and just forgot it. Norm



Norm King Comments, Planning Commission, 10/18/2012
LOT Water Treatment Plant and Pipeline

CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes
residences located at the “interior corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light
impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The
sheer scale or mass of the facility is not appropriate. The size and height lower property
values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will
be comparable to that of a Home Depot, Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big
box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing
type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically.
Engineers now know that the site is not stable due to a high liquefaction factor. The
proposal is not compliant.

The location of the intertie is not a factor in location as claimed by the applicant. It will
be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does
not determine the location of the WTP.

West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal
assumes an eventual allocation use of water produced by this plant expansion to the
Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the
overall needs of the community. West Linn provides sufficient water for itself. Other
benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists.
Additional benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water
required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is only a benefit if West Linn
continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnically impaired
site.



LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement
through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S. Young Park is a State owned park. But
then claim the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West
Linn. It seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements
benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn’t the citizens of West Linn be able to vote
on the crossing of the park by the LOT easement.

| don’t recall that a redundant 1-205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan,
particularly at a site so bad as the Robinwood crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a
legitimate benefit to West Linn.

Please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT in their presentation are
paid for by the citizens of West Linn. In addition, they are required to do the work by
the Planning Department.

| believe the costs to the citizens of West Linn should be included in the calculation of
benefits with the required net result being positive.

60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be
improved, including all steps necessary to address future street improvements identified
in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be required to
improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to
levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in lieu. This proposal does not include
any intersection improvements.

60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building
would be in compliance with the Robinwood Neighborhood Plan with regards to height
and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent
with the West Linn transportation plan. This plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with
the existing structures on the site and adjoining sites. Contextual design is required.



The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. |
am not sure it is even possible.

In 55.100(B)(6)(c) (Transition). The applicant is not in compliance with this paragraph.
The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides but it is not
successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design
features of the large building. Neither are contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The
42" and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into the available right of ways without
damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many
unsafe conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as
unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter
55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work, the night time working hours should be
limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour
impulse sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be
adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours will not be productive for
restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned
under 60.070(C). The application does not propose undergrounding utilities on
Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility removes and replaces utility
poles. It seems that when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities.
Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

Where is our West Linn government? Aren’t they watching out for our best interests?
Why should you, I and all West Linn residents subsidize the construction and operation
of this plant. Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for
services required. These must be required. LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50
years has not paid a franchise fee or transportation fee. This shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizens. This favoritism is shown to all developers, but this level
is unacceptable. Conditions of approval must require cost recovery contracts with City
and County agencies.



Pelz, Zach

From: Robley, Claire [Claire.Robley@fnf.com]
Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 3:38 PM
To: Pelz, Zach

Subject: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership
Attachments: Water Plant and Pipeline.pdf

RE: LOT water Treatment Plant and Pipeline

Thank you,
Claire Robley



T0:! West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:

West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswegg to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as
claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are qguite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site,

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years - all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or

Tigard. Due tp the extent of the work dla inkd, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residentlal area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since jt wi esi i ighborhood and will
create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a resuit of the extensive highway
iction and bottieneck traffic that it will create E i in the evening

Based upon calculations using the information provided by the Lake Osweqo Tigard report j.e, pages 10 and 11 of the
Construction Management Plan, there will be an exorbitant number of additional 89,472 of truck trips, (please see
calculations attac i dition to the other construction rel vehicul ffic. This wili cre ck traffic

a
on a highway that already had high traffic counts,

These numbers could change depending on how ma ndays they work, depending if wi
first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work

last month or only to the first
to the first of the [ast month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the area, which
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicl d to simpl j

wor
each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

extensive amount of time and make it

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it bath ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldnt the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crassing. A Robinwoad crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being pasitive,

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any Intersection improvements.

! | 7 / i Jf /00 )
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In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
{(LLe. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the manth, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
{again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Truck Trips Per

Days in

Work  Construction Total Truck

Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -

normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -

pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwaod
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties,

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55..100(8)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and
adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plantis in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides
but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit Into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe
conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified In chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because thi i i killer, a business killer and a job’s killer. It will also kil the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst gll of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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Pelz, Zach

From: Oveson, Pete [POveson@BrwnCald.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2012 1:24 PM

To: Pelz, Zach

Subject: RE: Questions regarding the LO project

Attachments: image001.jpg; image002.gif; Mapleton Drive Borings.pdf
Zach,

See attached for borings MA-1 through MA-4. Sorry for the delay.

Pete

Pete Oveson, P.E.

Brown and Caldwell

6500 SW Macadam Avenue Suite 200
Portland, OR 97239

poveson@brwncald.com
T: 503.977.6650 | C: 503.880.5837

From: Pelz, Zach [mailto:ZPELZ@westlinnoregon.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 3:19 PM

To: Oveson, Pete

Subject: FW: Questions regarding the LO project

Pete,
Can you please provide the boring logs for Borings MA-1 through MA-4 as requested by Commissioner Axelrod below?
Thanks, and let me know if you have any questions or reservations.

Zach

Zach Pelz, AICP

ZPELZ@westlinnoregon.gov
e S t Associate Planner

22500 Salamo Rd.

West Linn, OR 97068

[ ]
P:(503) 723-2542
F:(503) 656-4106
' Web: westlinnoregon.gov

West Linn Sustainability Please consider the impact on the environment before printing a paper copy of this email.

Public Records Law Disclosure This e-mail is subject to the State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public.




From: Sonnen, John

Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 3:09 PM

To: Pelz, Zach

Subject: FW: Questions regarding the LO project

John Sonnen, Planning Director
Planning and Building, #1524

West Linn Sustainability Please consider the impact on the environment before printing a paper copy of this email.

Public Records Law Disclosure This e-mail is subject to the State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public.

From: Russell Axelrod [mailto:rbaxelrod @yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 3:06 PM

To: Sonnen, John

Subject: Re: Questions regarding the LO project

John,
Another question/information needed.

I need to see the boring logs for MA-1 through MA-4 mentioned in the 6/20/12 Kleinfelder letter in Section
8 of the applicants RWP/FWP CU application. An 8/23/12 Kleinfelder letter update was provided which also
refers to these borings but the logs were not in that submittal either. I did not locate this information in
the hard copies or CD's of the CU app's I received from WL.

Russ

From: "Sonnen, John" <JSONNEN@westlinnoregon.gov>

To: "Babbitt, Michael" <Michael@michael-babbitt.com>; Bob Martin <drbobm4@gmail.com>; "Steel, Christine"
<christine.steel@portofportland.com>; "Miller, Holly" <holly.millerc@gmail.com>; "Frank, Thomas"
<mail@thomasafrank.com>; "Holmes, Gail" <gholmes927@aol.com>; Russell Axelrod <rbaxelrod@yahoo.com>
Cc: "Pelz, Zach" <ZPELZ@westlinnoregon.gov>

Sent: Friday, October 19, 2012 1:26 PM

Subject: Questions regarding the LO project

Hi. Thanks for having two, long, back to back meetings. If you have questions as you consider the testimony
please email them to me and we will get response before your next meeting. Enjoy the weekend.

John

John Sonnen
JSONNEN@westlinnoregon.gov

e S t Planning and Building Director
22500 Salamo Rd.

® West Linn, OR 97068
P:(503) 723-2524
I l1 I I F: (503) 656-4106
Web: westlinnoregon.gov

West Linn Sustainability Please consider the impact on the environment before printing a paper copy of this email.

Public Records Law Disclosure This e-mail is subject to the State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public.
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DRILLED BY: Weslern Slales Soil Conservalion, Inc.

S0 100

COMPLETED: 07/21/10

BORING METHOD: hollow-slem auger (see report text)

BORING BIT DIAMETER: 8-inch

BORING LOG BROWNCALD-49-05-01-MASTER.GP] GEODESIGN.GDT

D ESlG NLZ) BROWNCALD-49-05-01

BORING MA-1

15575 SW Sequoia Parkway - Suite 100

Portland OR 97224
Off 503.968.8787 Fax 503.968.3068 MARCH 2011

LAKE OSWEGO RAW WATER PIPELINE
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OR FIGURE A-17
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DRILLED BY: Western Slales Soil Conservalion, Inc.

LOGGED BY: NAK
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COMPLETED: 07/21/10

BORING METHOD: hollow-slem auger (see report text)

BORING BIT DIAMETER: 8-inch

T8 DESIGN:

15575 SW Sequoia Parkway - Suite 100
Portland OR 97224
Off 503.968.8787 Fax 503.968.3068

BROWNCALD-49-05-01

BORING MA-2

MARCH 2011

LAKE OSWEGO RAW WATER PIPELINE
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OR

FIGURE A-18
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Off 503.968.8787 Fax 303.965.3068 MARCH 2011 CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OR FIGURE A-19
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Pelz, Zach

From: Pelz, Zach

Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2012 11:39 AM
To: Sonnen, John

Subject: RE: Questions regarding the LO project
John,

Below are responses to Commissioner Frank’s questions. Please let me know if you have any additional questions or
follow-up.

Zach

From: Sonnen, John

Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 3:09 PM

To: Pelz, Zach

Subject: FW: Questions regarding the LO project

John Sonnen, Planning Director
Planning and Building, #1524

West Linn Sustainability Please consider the impact on the environment before printing a paper copy of this email.

Public Records Law Disclosure This e-mail is subject to the State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public.

From: Thomas Frank [mailto:mail@thomasafrank.com]
Sent: Tuesday, October 23, 2012 2:50 PM

To: Sonnen, John

Subject: Re: Questions regarding the LO project

John,
Here are some questions:

1) What other sources of water does West Linn have available for back up / emergency use?

a. West Linn’s primary source of water is from the South Fork Water Board water treatment plant in
Oregon City. Emergency supply is available from the City of Lake Oswego. The North Clackamas
County Water Commission is also able to supply water to West Linn during an emergency that does
not impact the supply line suspended from the Abernethy Bridge.

2) What codes apply to fencing and fence screening?

a. CDC Chapter 44 applies to fencing.

3) What is the current size of the RWP and FWP that serve the WTP?

a. The existing RWP transmitting water to the Lake Oswego WTP is 27-inches. The FWP from the
WTP is 24-inches.



4) Why is LOTP classified as a major utility? Are their other examples of companies being classified
as this and not serving our citizens?

a. CDC Chapter 2.030 defines major utilities as:

A utility facility or service that will have, or the installation of which will have, a significant impact
on the surrounding uses or the community in terms of generating or disrupting traffic, interfering
with access to adjacent properties, creating noise or causing adverse visual effects. “Major utility”
includes, but is not limited to, a substation, pump station, water storage tank, sewer plant,
transmission lines for water, drainage or sewerage collection systems, gas or electric, or other
similar use.

Because a water treatment plant is similar to a sewer plant (enumerated in the list of facilities
above) in terms of impacts and operation and because Major Utilities can include uses similar to
those listed in the definition, the Water Treatment Plant has been classified as a Major Utility.

The City has no institutional memory of reviewing another Major Utility that did not provide
service to our citizens. For the record, our intertie with Lake Oswego’s system does serve as an
emergency backup for our citizens and is identified as such in our Water System Master Plan,
Also, the City has reviewed and approved upgrades/expansions to the WTP on a few occasions.

5) Any CDC or other code that address flood risk from a project?

a. CDC Chapter 27 address management for flood prone areas. These criteria are responded to in
the staff report for CUP-12-04 on pp. 42-45.

6) What City or planning code that address utility line separation within the right way (specifically
sewer pipes).

a. Public Works Standards Section 4.0023, Water: Separation with sewer lines. Also Section 3.0023,
Sanitary Sewer: Separation with Water Lines. These standards incorporate the separation
requirements from Oregon Administrative Rule Chapter 333-061-0050(9) (pages 57-82 —
subsection (9) begins on page 79 — of testimony in staff report for CU P-12-04), Crossings-Sanitary
sewers and water lines.

7) Is WL paying for any of the water pipe replacement due to size increase from 6" to 8"?

a. West Linn is currently scheduled to pay for 1000-feet of the 3,000-foot total asbestos-cement line
replacement on Mapleton Dr.

8) What are the current school bus routes on Mapleton?

a. School buses do not currently travel along Mapleton Drive. | spoke with the school district
yesterday and they report that bus access along Mapleton Drive is not provided due to the
difficulty in negotiating the intersection of Nixon Ave. and Mapleton Dr. The nearest school bus
stop is at the intersection of Hwy 43 and Cedar Oak Dr

9) Is there a % for the arts that will be paid?

a. No. The percent for the arts program is for City of West Linn initiated or sponsored projects.

On Oct 19, 2012, at 1:26 PM, "Sonnen, John" <JSONNEN@westlinnoregon.gov> wrote:
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Hi. Thanks for having two, long, back to back meetings. If you have questions as you consider the testimony please email
them to me and we will get response before your next meeting. Enjoy the weekend.

John

John Sonnen
JSONNEN @westlinnoregon.gov
Planning and Building Director
. . 22500 Salamo Rd.
<imagebcef05.gif(@69¢97792.b73 1 4d43>West Linn, OR 97068
P:(503) 723-2524
F: (503) 656-4106

Web: westlinnoregon.gov

West Linn Sustainability Please consider the impact on the environment before printing a paper copy of this email.

Public Records Law Disclosure This e-mail is subject to the State Retention Schedule and may be made available to the public.




Testimony to the City of West Linn Planning Commission, October 25, 2012, regarding CUP-12-04/DR 12-
14 (water transmission line)

| am opposed to CUP-12-04 and its related application, CUP-12-02.

If the Planning Commission approves application CUP-12-04, | request that the following conditions be
added to the approval:

1. Flaggers must be provided at the Nixon/Mapleton intersection whenever that intersection is
part of any proposed detour due to closure of Mapleton Drive. In the portion of CUP-12-04 entitled
“West Linn Land Use Application Traffic Memorandum” dated June 18, 2012, from DKS, page 16 of 22
(attached) subtitled “Mapleton Drive Traffic Control Plan” and Figure 12 (attached) indicate
Nixon/Mapleton would be used during full closure of Mapleton during construction hours. This
intersection is essentially one lane and blind for southbound Nixon traffic due to an extreme right-hand
turn which requires using the oncoming traffic lanes on both streets, extreme elevation change for right-
hand and left-hand turns, and a blind curve on eastbound Mapleton Drive just west of the intersection.
During an October 10, 2012 meeting with Pete Oveson from Brown and Caldwell, we learned that a
traffic engineer had recommended stop signs, although | cannot find that recommendation in the
application and supplementary materials. 1 do not believe stop signs would be enough since

southbound Nixon traffic cannot adequately see Mapleton traffic. Furthermore, due to the extreme
turns and elevation changes, vehicles with trailers or large vehicles may not even be able to complete
the turn in one attempt, requiring backing up which would need flaggers. This is an optional
intersection for the neighborhood when Mapleton is open. When forced to use this as the only ingress
and egress it is a dangerous situation for vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians, and needs to be controlled
with flaggers.

2. Residents in close proximity to the HDD location at the end of Mapleton MUST be relocated

during the continuous pullback of the pipe under the Willamette or other times when continuous noise

levels at the residents’ homes exceeds 70 decibels. This was also discussed with Pete Oveson on

October 10™, but t only find a written reference which states the project owner “could” or “potentially”
offer to move residents temporarily. (Please see pages 4, 5, 7 and 8 of “Noise Study and Summary of
Potential Noise Mitigation for Willamette Boring Entrance Activities,” provided within CUP-12-04
application by Environ dated June 18, 2012, also attached to this testimony.)

Gwen Sieben
4950 Mapleton Drive
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Additional truck volume will result from WTP construction activities which are not in this table
@ 4y reported truck trips are one-way trips
® HDD pullback operation will occur within one day. Refer to the Construction Management Plan for a detailed discussion
of the HDD pullback operation

OR43 to Stafford Road

Traffic to the construction site will be routed from I-205 to OR43 northbound to the
construction area on OR43 or Mapleton Drive. In an effort to minimize the potential for
construction traffic backups on Mapleton Drive and OR43, left turns at the unsignalized
intersection of Mapleton and OR43 will be prohibited for all construction related traffic. This
left turn restriction will apply to construction traffic entering Mapleton Drive from OR43 and
traffic exiting Mapleton Drive onto OR43. Construction traffic from the site will be routed
from the construction area on OR43 or Mapleton Drive via OR43 northbound to McVey
Avenue and then Stafford Road to 1-205. This haul route is shown in Figure 11.

Truck traffic will utilize both haul routes described above depending on coordination and
construction activities. Truck movements entering and exiting Mapleton Drive at OR43 will
be restricted to right turns only to minimize impacts to local residents and the surrounding
transportation network. The maximum truck trip volume noted in Table 2 of six one-way
trips per hour would have negligible impact on vehicle delays and queues along Mapleton
Road, Cedar Oaks Drive and OR43.

Mapleton Drive Traffic Control Plan

Full roadway closures will be needed between the Lake Oswego Water Plant and Nixon

Avenue during construction work hours. The Mapleton Drive roadway will be open and

cleared of construction equipment and materials outside of construction work hours. During

‘construction work hours, an alternative detour route will be provided for through traffic. A
ﬂdetour route is shown in Figure 12. East of Nixon Avenue, single-lane closures with
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LOTWP Pipeline Instaltation Noise Study -4- June 18, 2012

muck buckets/dumpsters (and possibly HDPE dump truck beds) to reduce the sound of
rock-on-metal impact noise.

e Ifacrane is used instead of a quieter truck hoist, equip the crane with a “residential" or
“critical" grade silencer on the exhaust and ensure all doors to engines be kept intact
and closed. This could achieve approximately 5-dBA of noise reduction from the crane.

* Using acoustical blankets, pads, and/or boards to control metal-on-metal clanging noise
that can occur while picking up drill pipe or casing and setting on racks; moving the drill
pipe or casing from pipe racks, and making up the drill pipe or casing.

* Where feasible, any additional generators, engines, and pumps not identified in Table 1
should be specified as having a sound level of 85 dBA or less at 3 feet. This level of
control would likely require the equipment be provided or housed in enclosures, that the
enclosure doors be kept closed during operation, and also could necessitate use of
“residential" or "critical" grade stack silencers. Where this is not feasible, or where
additional noise reduction is warranted, use portable noise barriers around smaller
pieces of equipment (e.g., pumps, generators).

* Give advance notice to nearby residents of the time periods when particularly noisy work
will be occurring. Particularly noisy work could include the installation of the conductor
casing and installation of a "deadman" anchor. Installation of the conductor casing is
expected to be the noisiest short-term activity and would entail use of a pneumatic
hammer. The crew would drive the casing with the hammer for one hour and then weld
for six hours. The casing installation is expected to take up to three days.

* Notify the public of upcoming nighttime construction activities (e.g., pullback).

o Potentially offer to relocate the nearest residents during nights when construction
activities would occur (e.g., during pullback) or during days with particularly noisy

daytime activities (e.g., casing installation). P

e |Install broadband, ambient-sensing backup alarms on all on-site equipment requiring
backup indicators.

Modeled Sound Levels With Noise Mitigation

Constant Noise Sources - With the first two mitigation measures identified above, the model-
calculated sound levels of constant noise sources at the three nearest residences north of the
portal site range from 55 to 61 dBA, a reduction of 7 to 9 dBA from the levels modeled with no
mitigation. This reduction is primarily due to the 16-foot tall perimeter noise wall.

With the same two mitigation measures as above, the model-calculated levels at the two
nearest residences west of the portal site range from 58 to 66 dBA, a reduction of 3 dBA from
the levels modeled with no mitigation. The mitigation is less effective at locations west of the
portal site because the primary noise source is the SSP, and the perimeter noise wall would not
be effective at reducing the levels of the SSP west of the site.

With the proposed layout, a noise wall just west of the SSP would not be possible, due to the
need for regular access with a small excavator to empty the muck buckets located on the west
side of the SSP. The SSP would have to be moved to an alternate location (e.g., onto West
Linn's pump station site) in order to be able to more effectively mitigate the noise from it (i.e.,
construct a noise wall on the west side of it). Relocating the SSP was not considered in this
assessment because it is uncertain if it is a feasible option. If the City requested this option be
considered and it was deemed feasible, however, ENVIRON would recommend relocating the

ENVIRON



LOTWP Pipeline Installation Noise Study -5- June 18, 2012

SSP to the West Linn pump station site to allow for effective noise mitigation to be implemented
for this source.

Short-term/Intermittent Noise Sources — Construction of a 16-foot high perimeter noise wall
and installation of a silencer on the crane's exhaust stack would reduce noise from the
intermittent sources.

At residences north of the portal site with the mitigation identified above, the model-calculated
sound levels of the crane range from 51 to 60 dBA and of the vactor truck range from 62 to 68
dBA. The model-calculated reductions in crane noise levels exceed 10 dBA with the mitigation
identified, which would be considered a substantial reduction. The reductions in vactor noise,
would range from 5 to 6 dBA, a noticeable reduction in noise.

At residences west of the portal site, the model-calculated sound levels of the crane range from
56 to 62 dBA, a reduction of 5 dBA due to the installation of an exhaust stack silencer. The
perimeter wall is not effective at reducing this source at receivers on the hillside west of the site.
Model-calculated levels of the vactor truck range from 65 to 72 dBA, a moderate reduction of 3
to 4 dBA due to the perimeter wall.

_—T
Pullback Noise Sources — Sound levels during pullback, with implementation of the mitigation
measures identified above, would be virtually the same as identified for constant noise sources.
However, pullback activities would occur during both daytime and nighttime hours over a period
of one or two days. To reduce the potential for sleep disturbance, the project owner could offer
to temporarily move the nearest residents to a hotel during this activity.

Highway 43 Nighttime Construction Noise —
As part of the project, pipe will need to be installed in Highway 43. This activity will be

conducted during nighttime hours (i.e., between 8 PM and 5 AM) to avoid conflicts with traffic on
the state highway.

Equipment expected to be used as part of the nighttime construction includes the following:

Excavator with backup alarms

Jackhammer (if necessary to remove remnant concrete panels)
Dump truck with backup alarms

Welder

Compactor with backup alarms

Paver with backup alarms

Generator

Compressor

Construction Lighting (with generators)

The equipment identified above would not all operate simuitaneously. For example, the
excavator would first dig a trench and fill a waiting dump truck. If necessary, a jackhammer
might occasionally be needed to break up remnants of old concrete panels under the asphalt.
Next, the excavator would lift and place the pipe in the open trench, which would then be
welded. Finally, a compactor and paver would be used to repave the highway. A generator,
compressor, and construction lights also might need to run fairly continuously throughout much
of the construction. These activities and equipment would advance approximately 50 to 100 feet
along the highway during each night of construction.

ENVIRON
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Typical Sound Levels in the Environment and Industry

Thresholds/ Noise Level Subjective Possible Effects

Noise Sources (dBA) Evaluations on Humans
Human Threshold of Pain 140
Carrier jet takeoff (50 ft)
Siren (100 ft) 130
Loud rock band
Jet takeoff (200 f) Deafening \

et takeo 1 i
120 Continuous

Auto hom (3 ft) exposure to levels \
Chain saw 110 above 70 can

cause hearing loss
in majority of

100 population

Very Loud

Noisy snowmobile

Lawn mower (3 ft)
Noisy motorcycle (50 feet)

(

Heavy truck (50 feet) 90

Pneumatic drill (50 feet)

Busy urban street, daytime 80
Loud

Normal automobile at 50 mph 70
Vacuum cleaner (3 ft) Speech
Large air conditioning unit (20 feet) 60 Interference
Conversation (3 feet)

Moderate
Quiet residential area 50
Light auto traffic (100 ft) Sleep
Library 40 Interference
Quiet home Faint
Soft whisper 30
Slight rustling of leaves 20
Broadcasting Studio 10 Very Faint
Threshold of Human Hearing 0

Note that both the subjective evaluations and the physiological responses are continuous without
true threshold boundaries. Consequently, there are overlaps among categories of response that
depend on the sensitivity of the noise receivers.

ENVIRON
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LOTWP Pipeline Installation Noise Study

Equipment
1. Separation Plant (SSP)
2.

8.
7. Generator

8. Excavator

9. Dump Truck
10. Crane

11. Vactor Truck

Noise Wall

City of Lake Oswego Raw Water Pipeline

ENVIRON Wilemetie Bring £ Mapieton Lot 1
Contract Number: 2927143A

Drofter: KLW Date: 04/17/2012
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Dear Commissioners:

This process has been awe inspiring as has your patience. | have been involved with several planning
processes and never have | heard such a coherent and clear message from a community.

| am withdrawing any support for the waterline and plant expansion included in my original testimony.
Listening to the testimonies of others has convinced me that approval would be wrong on technical,
procedural, legal and moral grounds. As much as a Willamette River Crossing with a seismically rated
waterline will benefit the region, it cannot be done at the cost of the local community.

I would like to clarify a point from the prospective I've gained as a member of the West Linn Utility
Advisory Board who is familiar with our Master Plan and as a professional civil engineer who has worked
on many water systems throughout the Portland Metropolitan Area.

I mentioned during my testimony that the claimed benefit of credit for a redundant water system was
not part of the Master Plan for West Linn. | have verified it is not on the Master Plan list. A copy of the
Master Plan Project list is attached and a project of this ilk is not on it. Our current Water Line on the
205 bridge was updated to current seismic standards in 2001. There is no identified need for a
redundant water line and it is my opinion there never will be. First a redundant line is not and never will
be needed for capacity. 2" the stated cost far exceeds any foreseeable emergency repair. 3" we
already have a redundant line with the existing LO line and the IGA, so at best, that would be a greatly
discounted benefit. 4" we would never agree to a one million dollar capital improvement with a life
span of only 30 years, much less one for $11 million. Any claim of benefit in support of our Water
Master Planis false.

This is an example of how desperate the LOTWP is to fabricate benefits which do not exist. Like many of
their claims it does not stand up to scrutiny as being a benefit worthy of justifying the costs. | will repeat
what | stated earlier that this plan is not in compliance with the city’s Water Master Plan and cannot be
approved or justified in any way based on the Water Master Plan. Furthermore, our Water Master Plan
will be improved with unasked for benefits ONLY if permanent access for emergency water supply is
provided by LOTWP.

You have heard testimony as to the original plant approval and how it was approved only over the
recommended denial of both Staff and the County Planning Commission in 1967. | am assuming this is
correct and accurate information which | hope you study closely. | would like to point out that
previously this plant was a LOCAL water plant serving at the time the local community of Lake Oswego.
It is now proposed to become a REGIONAL facility. | sincerely doubt that the Clackamas County
Commissioners had in mind serving Washington County with this Water Plant in their original approval.
It should be clear that this new plant is INCOMPATABLE and should not be approved. Much like a
nuclear plant, a water plant of this size with supporting infrastructure has been demonstrated by those
in the neighborhood and the applicant as being incompatible. | do not think construction, which the
applicant has stated, might require relocation of residents to hotels, can ever be declared compatible
with the neighborhood.



| recommend the Commission speedily deny the application as an incompatible use and therefore not
meeting the Comprehensive Plan Requirements. If the incompatibility finding cannot be supported the
current application should be denied as not in compliance with our Community Development Code as
not providing the benefits to the community as claimed by the applicant. Legally | do not believe the
Planning Commission should even hear the case when clearly the application violates the current law as
demonstrated by the ongoing lawsuit of LOTWP to overturn the legally established CC&Rs. Until the
lawsuit is settled this may be wasted effort. Furthermore, the issue of sovereignty should also make the
application a moot point as Lake Oswego should have no claim of eminent domain in the City of West
Linn. | hope that the Commissioners question the applicant closely as to the legality of the project and
obtain Legal Counsel as to that legality.

Finally, | believe the Commission has the moral duty to turn down the application. You have heard
plenty of testimony from the neighborhood about the impacts, lack of benefits, and the lack of integrity
on the part of the LOTWP. LOTWP cannot even demonstrate a good faith effort to find alternatives and
has offered NOTHING that was not extracted by code. Their Good Neighbor Plan was a joke from Day 1
and was why | withdrew from any interaction with the efforts over a year ago.

Michael Monical, PE
18735 Nixon Ave
West Linn
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My name is Yvonne Davis. | live at apleton Drive.

The safety of Mapleton is critical to me and my family. | wanted to see for myself just how the
heavy equipment is going to affect our street, so | broke out the numbers that LOT provided in
their construction management plans. | really wanted to know how often heavy duty diesel
trucks would traverse Mapleton and Kenthorpe, and how many trips in total. What | learned is
very disturbing.

Please look at the spreadsheet included with my written testimony.

CDC 60.090 A(2) states that: "the project design is compatible with abutting land uses in regard
to noise generation and public safety and is consistent with applicable zoning and development
standards and criteria for the abutting property.” Clearly, endangering school children is a
gross violation of this code.

Thus far, my testimony has centered on safety and the intrusive nature of this project. But
that’s not my only objection. This is also a health and environmental nightmare. We are about
to experience more than 75,000 trips immediately around our homes by heavy duty diesel
vehicles.

Goal 6 of the Comprehensive Plan is titled: “Air, Water, and Land Resources Quality”. It reads:
“The quality of the area’s air, water, and land resources have (sic) a considerable impact on
overall livability. Only through careful preservation and management of these resources will
West Linn assure a healthy environment for all its residents.”

Section 1: states, “The primary source of air pollution within the City of West Linn is
automobile and truck emissions. At this time there are no known major single point sources of
air pollution in the City. However, it is important to be aware of existing or future industrial
facilities, which could be major point sources.”

Based off of the applicant’s own truck trip figures there will over 75,000 truck trips around our
homes, school and businesses. The average heavy duty diesel vehicle emits 15 to 20 times
more particulates per mass unit of fuel than the average light duty vehicle. The addition of
this truck and heavy equipment traffic to our city will undeniably have a huge negative impact
on the quality of our air, and Staff has ignored the issue altogether.

| would suggest the project also violates CDC 60.090A (3): “Project design minimizes
environmental impacts to identified wetlands, wildlife habitat, air and water quality, cultural
resources, and scenic qualities, and a site with fewer environmental impacts is not reasonably
available.”



It has been stated many times, but bears repeating: LOT’s claim to have explored alternative
sites is not credible. Robinwood has been in their crosshairs from day one. Surely there are
other sites with fewer impacts available to a city with Lake Oswego’s resources. This is yet
another violation of our own development standards.

When | lived in Berkeley, there was a bumper sticker seen about town: “If you’re not outraged,
you’re not paying attention”. Well, the LOT partnership is hoping you are not paying attention.

The people who live in Robinwood have no choice of paying attention or not. We are already
living with disruptions to our daily lives brought about by this project. We are spending
thousands of dollars defending ourselves against a lawsuit to condemn our property rights. We
are devoting countless hours to convincing our own city to stand up for the interests of its
taxpayers. We are losing sleep, contemplating what is about to happen to our neighborhood.
We are angry, and we are scared. We feel abandoned by the City. We are outraged.

Commisioners, | ask you, please send a message to Lake Oswego: “We are péying attention.
And we will not allow you to destroy a beloved neighborhood simply because it is the expedient
thing for your goals. We’ve got Robinwood’s back”.

Please deny this application.



Supporting docs:

Construction Management Plan

Page 11

Table 14A-1. Construction Traffic Estimates

WATER TREATMENT PLANT - CONSTRUCTION TRAFFIC ESTIMATES

Average Hourly Trips

Average Traffic Volume over 32 Month Construction Period

Truck trips{1) 3.5
Workforce trips {during commute hours) (2) 21.9
Average nourly trips {during commute hours) {3! 25.4
Pea< 12 Month Trip Volume Peak 12 Month Hourly Trips
Truck trips {1) 6.3
Workforce trips {during commute hours) (2} 29.3
Aigrzze ~Tufy 35.5

Peak 3 Month Hourly Trips

Truck Trips {1}

9.8

2oreizeze trips (during commute hours} (2)

-A.M. commute hour: 6:00a.m. to 7:00a.m.
- P.M. commute hour: 4:00 p.m. 10 5:00 p.m.

Trip Dateline Information:

{1} Hourly truck trips are based on daily truck trips per day spread over an 8 hour work period.
{2} Workforce trips {commutes to / from the site) occur during A.M, and P.M. commute periods assumed as follows:

25 - grest construction traffic volume occurs during A.M. and P.M. workforce commute hours.

A. Peak 12 month truck trip volume occurs during —cnths 2 throag- 13,

B. Peak 12 months of workforce trip volume occurs d.r ng mant-s 10%--sug- 21

C. Peak 3 months of truck and workforce trip volime occurs Sor - g monthz 9thro.gh 11.
[ See Figure 14A-1- "WTP ConstructioTr;f

e

Below from P 11 Pipeline Construction Plan

Truck trips | Typical work Anticipated start of Anticipated end of
Phase per Hour? hours construction window | construction window
E’E\?e)( O_nﬁgfnig?n (via Mapleton 2 7am.:2 7 p.m, March 224 October 2224
I[—)ill?hll)e)c?_ngghlégco; (via Mapleton 6 NA NAF NAS
33;?;:;: E)c;;:lsetruction =" 6 7am.to7 p.m, November 2014 March 2015
3:; T]nv;(al;t 4c3o nstruction on 8 8 p.m.to 5 a.m. June 2014 August 2015

'Additionial dai ook g

2AN truck tip vo s Ceprnel (5L Te4E T Teal s oLt D TB8Lits

3HOD pultback activities will ocour once over 8 continuous 24- =2 £8.=r. - ng o

res. o ATR 2 astruction activities which are not included in this fable.
“hwiolone-wa
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Grey background fields came from LOT documents. White background are extrapolations. Lots of assumptions built in.

1. WTP demolition and
excavation - average over 32
months

35]

Hours

M-F: 7 am-7{

pm /
Sat:9am-5
_bm

day -

115

40.25

17.5 min

32

s/1/2013]

|End Date * |

834

33,569

33,569

The numbers come from table 14-A-1 in Construction Management Plan . Assumed a work day of 11.5 hours day 6 days a
week (Saturdays are only 9 hour days). A 32 month construction window. For this portion half are running down Mapleton,
half Kenthorpe/Old River Road/Cedaroak. Just think about it, for 32 months a truck will be running out of our neighborhood
every 17 minutes. This is the average, spread out evenly over the construction period. It gets progressively worse as you
look at peak periods.

2. WTP demolition and
excavation - peak 12 month

: 7 76.3j

11.5]

72.45

9.5 min

12

_7/1/2013

1/31/2016

6/30/2014

313

Every 9.5 minutes, we will see a dump truck on Mapleton or Kenthporpe and Highway 43. This will run through the entire
2013-2014 academic year. Please look at the photo below. This is a composite showing a typical mid size dump truck on
Mapleton. | don't know if it is exactly what we will be seeing, but it serves illustrative purposes here. The dimensions come
from a Peterbuilt specification. At this point the road is 19 feet from edge to edge. A typical mid size dump truck is 12 feet
from mirror edge to mirror edge. Assuming a 1 foot buffer on the road margin, all other traffic, including bikes and
pedestrians has 6 feet to maneuver. This is not the widest spot on Mapleton. But it's also not the narrowest. | am sure | wil
not be the only parent who no longer allows their child to walk on Mapleton. An average walk the length of Mapleton
takes about 15 minutes, so chances are good that any walk we take we will encounter a dump truck.

3. WTP demolition and
excavation - peak 3 month

9.8

s

112.7

6 min

2/1/2014]

_4/30/2014

78

During this peak 3 month period a truck will run down Mapleton every 12 minutes, and also one will run down Kenthorpe
every 12 minutes.

For the RWP and FWP portion | used Table 3. RWP and FWP Truck Trip Volume by Phase . Taking the round trips per hour,
twelve hour work day and contruction window, | extrapolated trips per day, frequency and total trip by phase. | have two
totals for each phase depending on when work compeletes - the first or last day of month.

4. HDD construction (via
Mapleton) - normal

7 am -7 pm|

_(12)]

12

48

15 min
(4

3/1/2014

10/1/2014

187

212

8,976

10,176

This phase is scheduled to start while the preceding phase of peak demolition at the plant is still on. If things go as
scheduled, we'll be seeing truck loaded up from the plant every 6 minutes until the end of April. Starting in March, we'll be
adding one more truck every 15 minutes for the pipeline. So, instead of almost 10 trucks an hour, for two months, we will
be seeing almost 14 an hour on Mapleton and Kenthorpe. Presumably even the LOT people see that this is a problem, so
probably during this period all the WTP trucks will run on Kenthorpe (so they get closer to 9.8 an hour). And Mapleton will
get the 4 for the HDD work, plus whatever Kenthorpe can't handle for the WTP.

5. HDD construction (via
Mapleton) - pullback

12}

24-48 hours

24

288 -
576

7 or 8

NA|

m—— :N'A e

NA

288

576

Every 5 minutes for up 48 hours straight, a truck will be lumbering up or down Mapleton and on through town. This could
be at 3:00 am when most of us are trying to sleep, or 3:00 pm when the bus drops off the primary school kids.

6. Open-cut construction on
Mapleton

12|

7 am -7 pm)
(12)

12]

144

40r5}

11/1/2014/

| 3/1/2015

105

131

15,120

18,864

Not only will we have a heavy truck drive by every 5 minutes for 4 -5 months, but we will also have a narrowed road and
limited access to our homes. This will be happening during the rainy season. And it will be dark when the work starts each
day, and dark when it finishes.

7. Open-cut construction on
43 (5 month duration)**

16

(9)

8§pm-5 am;

144

3.75

6/1/2014

8/1/2015,

130

130

18,720

18,720

For the duration, the people who live on or near Highway 43 will have trucks coming and going every 3 minutes and 45
seconds. Anyone who wants to sell their home then, or lease out a nearby apartment will be out of luck. Night businesses
will suffer when patrons avoid the area. Light sleepers will probably go ballistic.

43,104

48,336

Total RWP and FWP truck trips

33,569

33,569

Total WTP truck trips

76,673

05

Grand total one way truck trips

Thus far, my testimony has centered on the safety of our streets. But this is not just a safety issue. Itis
also a health and environmental issue. Think about this: We will all experience more than 75,000 trips

in and around our homes by heavy duty diesel vehicles.




City of West Linn Community Development Code - Exerpts
60.060 APPLICATION

A. A conditional use application shall be initiated by the property owner or the owner’s authorized
agent.

B. A prerequisite to the filing of an application is a pre-application conference at which time the
Director shall explain the requirements and provide the appropriate forms as specified in CDC
99.030(B) and (C).

C. A prerequisite to the filing of an application is a meeting with the respective City-recognized
neighborhood association, per CDC 99.038, at which time the applicant will present his/her proposal
and receive comments.

D. 1

2. A site plan as provided by CDC 60.080.

One original application form must be submitted. Three copies at the original scale and three copies
reduced to 11 inches by 17 inches or smaller of all drawings and plans must be submitted. Three
copies of all other items must be submitted. When the application submittal is determined to be
complete, additional copies may be required as determined by the Planning Department.

E. Names and addresses of all who are property owners of record within 300 feet of the site shall be
determined by the Director.

F. The applicant shall pay the requisite fee. (Ord. 1401, 1997; Ord. 1442, 1999)

60.090 ADDITIONAL CRITERIA FOR TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES (TYPE II)

A. Construction, reconstruction, or widening of highways, roads, bridges or other transportation
facilities that are (1) not designated in the adopted West Linn Transportation System Plan (“TSP”) or
(2) not designed and constructed as part of an approved, active, development order are allowed in all
zoning districts subject to the conditional use and all other applicable provisions of the CDC and
satisfaction of all of the following criteria:

1. The project and its design are consistent with West Linn’s adopted TSP and consistent
with the State Transportation Planning Rule, OAR 660-012 (“the TPR”").



environmental p

4. The project preserves or improves the safety and function of the facility through access
management, traffic calming, or other design features.

5. The project includes provisions for bicycle and pedestrian access and circulation c

GOAL 6: AIR, WATER

The quality of the area's air, water, and land resources have a considerable impact on overall
livability. Only through careful preservation and management of these resources will West Linn
assure a healthy environment for all its residents.

Goal 6: Air, Water, and Land Resources Quali

SECTION 1: AIR QUALITY

BACKGROUND AND FINDINGS

The primary source of air poliution within the City of West Linn is automobile and truck
emissions. At this time (2000), there are no known major single (point) sources of air poliution
in the City. However, it is important to be aware of existing or future industrial facilities, which
could be major point sources. In addition, residential wood heat, gas powered equipment, use
of paints and aerosol products, and sources outside the City limits affect air quality. These
sources can contribute to pollution related to ozone (smog), carbon monoxide, asbestos, and
particulates. The City of West Linn lies within the Portland Air Quality Maintenance Area
(AQMA). Though this area has been a non-attainment area in the past because it exceeded

L] L LYY " .

onsistent with the comprehensive plan, the requirements of this

chapter, and the TSP.




Everything | will s3y relates back to this PLANNING 5de, the West Linn comprehensive plan,
and/or ORS 197. To start, | have proven that this commission cannot trust LOT representatives,
city staff, and especially, this West Linn city manager when it comes to enforcing and
administrating Oregon planning goals and objectives.

This hearing, and your decision, is a matter of great precedent for planning in the State of
Oregon as well as deliberating over an egregious governmental overreach that is harmful to the
public welfare of us all, dismissive to businesses in West Linn, and undermines the intent and
protections of the Oregon Revised Statutes.

A citizens' rights under ORS 197 to raise the unconstitutional and procedural
errors which have prejudiced the

I, along with the
in West Linn
The West Linn Comprehensive Plan
states as a Council Goal [adopted February 5, 2003] to;

"[#2,]

[ORS
197.763(5)c]

(been) an absolute sham; a kangaroo court of planning
malfeasance; AND, ORS 197.005 Legislative findings]
promoting coordinated administration of land uses consistent with

people
[ORS 197.010 inciples



Regardless of the majority opinion of this commission, each commissioner statement and final
vote should require an explanation, citing code, that supports their decision. | will use it, or lack
thereof, in my appeal to LUBA. | have provided this commission with a checklist that you may
address because I was limited in placing all potential findings of fact into the record. Because as
I will testify, and as many before me have already done in limited elegance, this application
does not meet code or the intent of coordinated planning as defined under our own
Comprehensive Plan and ORS 197.

The City of Tigard and Lake Oswego have made this entire process appear convoluted and
oppressive. They have been disingenuous from the start and have only made things worse
through improper facilitation. The mismanagement from the West Linn City Manager has made
it even worse. And our own city council has abandoned us and this commission in actions that
can best be defined in one sentence. "Forgive them, they are running for re-election."

The planning and design of this facility has been straight forward. Yet, the findings of fact do
not satisfy code and the exceptions requested undermine the public welfare, diminished local
property safety and value, misapplies intent of this code, has not been properly vetted, and has
already destroyed the community.

the city manager

[under ORS 197.835 Scope of
Review and Rules.,

Please note, in my analysis, "improperly construing” is a hallmark of this city manager and his
obliging minions . This facility is a square peg pounded into a round hole; railroaded through
behind closed doors and strongly reminiscent of this city manager, and city mayor, destroying
an elderly & vulnerable mobile home community in West Linn 7 years ago. Sadly, this
application follows a pattern of inappropriate conditional use approvals and planning
commission mistakes and travesties.



To help the commission understand the findings | have placed into the record, | have provided
you with this abridged commentary regarding this code, Comprehensive Plan objectives, and
regulations this application leaves unaddressed or simply does not meet. However, | ask that
the record respond to each issue prior to council deliberations. And, should any of the
commissioners wish to respond to any of these checklist items, | would appreciate the opinion
being placed into the record here, at these hearings. Or, instruct staff to simply "do their job
objectively, without prejudice, or city manager pressures to approve this project.

For anyone keeping count, | have stated well over 17 city and state planning violations. To
continue;

v’ By example
infrastructure provided to Robinwood by the Lake Oswego
communications director Jane Hiesler

[CDC 60.060 D.

This application is void
of manifestly superior design and requisite coordination.

o 5o much for comprehensive planning and coordination amongst the
varying agencies required to approve this project. The Bland Circle
pump station CUP is a good example of this. The commission misfired
on this application too. With an unsubstantiated approval of this
application by a majority of this commission, a pattern and practice
of decision making violating the comprehensive plan will live on in
belated infamy.

feigns proach



, [CDC 60.760
(1.)b.]

demonstrate

This application, and the representation from Lake Oswego, has been, and
continues to be; a gross injustice to neighborhood fit; a dismantling of
sound planning principals; and destructive towards good neighbor practices
and intent. LOT and West Linn staff have insufficiently provided this
commission with the burden of proof; instead placing that responsibility on
residents in West Linn.

A Robinwood neighbor reported West Linn police were ordered to attend a
planning event because Jane Hiesler feared unsubstantiated reprisals from
myself and another West Linn resident.

ly

Actions like this, as well as inappropriate statements from LO project



administrators, have had more to do with intimidation and fear mongering
than sound planning practices. This, along with a plethora of previous
testimony and written letters, goes against Goal One goals and objectives.

and [ORS 197.652]
. Instead, we have the pissing contests at our
local NA's.

Association coordinator, Kirsten Wyatt, appears to have mis-performed her
obligations regarding this application and comprehensive plan goals and
objectives. Indeed, city staff has treated neighborhood associations poorly
and the West Linn Community Involvement Program is a joke and sham;
misrepresenting the planning process and sound public stewardship
practices enforced under the comprehensive plan and ORS 197.



ORS 197.522 states]

Disregarding the semantics of this FUBARED
process at the hands of disingenuous engineers,

under ORS
197.828]

v

v' Give me a break! What does that mean? For one thing, clearly there are
forces at work that intend to scare mere mortals from fighting city hall.
WTF! With language like that, why should we even bother?

v

v ORS
197.828]

alidate,



ORS 197.829;]

Water System Master

in the Water
System Master Plan
Given
the negative impact LO's water system places on THIS jurisdiction, | would
be correct in saying that our own city manager negotiated, corralled,
contrived, cajoled, fixed, managed, bullied, and SOLD us all, down the river!

indings
solely for the purposes of allowing Lake Oswego's
grandiose and unsustainable un-Oregonian monetary ambitions to wreak
havoc on an unrepresented citizenry of West Linn. This project has

destroyed West Linn's quality of life and neighborhood interdependence.

, get a better working city staff,
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To the West Linn Planning ission regarding the Application ( Cup V2 -o4) DR =12 "1+

| would Like to submit into the record a copy of the lease agreement between the City of
West Linn and the Oregon, Parks and Recreation Department(OPRD) regarding Mary S.
Young State Park (MSY) signed November 3rd 2003. This agreement is currently in force
and is not due to expire until 2023. The lease gives the City broad powers of oversight
and maintenance for MSY, but also restricts activities that the City may engage in. In
particular | draw the Planning Commissions attention to section B(2) of the lease “ City may
not construct any roads, trails, bridges, new building or permanent improvements upon the
leased premises save and accept for those buildings and improvements shown on the
approved plan. City may modify the approved plan, from time to time upon submittal of a
proposal to OPRD".

If the City as the lease holder can not engage in permanent improvements without OPRD
approval | believe that no third party can propose such improvements without prior
approval of the City Council of West Linn. Without such approval | contend that this
application is invalid in exactly the same way that an application from a developer would be
invalid is said developer didn’t have authorization from the property owner to submit an
application. As the lease holder the City has an ownership interest in MSY like any lease
nolder. As long as the the lease is in place and valid neither the actual property owner or a

third party can abrogate the lease agreement or infringe on the rignts and prerogatives of
the lease holder without the lessees approval. | contend that until such time as the applicant

has approval from the City under the terms of this lease this application is not valid.

Sincerely



LEASE AGREEMENT
REGARDING MARY S. YOUNG STATE PARK

This agreement is made and entered into this 372 day of Lbwenbzr2003, by and between the
State of Oregon, Parks and Recreation Department (OPRD) and the City of West Linn, Oregon
(City).

RECITALS

WHEREAS, OPRD is the owner of a parcel of land commonly know as the Mary S. Young State
Park along the Willamette River in the city of West Linn, Clackamas County, Oregon, and being
further described on the attached exhibit map; and

WHEREAS, OPRD is the owner of two adjacent Greenway properties as described on the
attached exhibit map ; and

WHEREAS, under ORS Chapter 390 and ORS 190.010 and ORS 190.110 and the delegated
authority of the Oregon Parks and Recreation Commission, OPRD may enter into lease
agreements with units of local government conceming the management of park and recreation
lands for recreational purposes; and

WHEREAS, the City has expressed a desire to manage the State-owned property for public park
and recreational purposes including improving and maintaining an area for sport and activity
fields; and

WHEREAS, it is the intent of the parties hereto that OPRD make available at no lease cost to
City the lands identified in the above recital for park and recreation purposes with restrictive
covenants.

NOW THEREFORE, the parties to this lease agreement hereby approve the above recitals. In
consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, the parties mutually agree as follows:

Al Management, Maintenance, and Operation

1. City shall be responsible for the ongoing management, maintenance, and operation of the
Mary S. Young State Park Property as 2 day-use park in accordance with the terms of this
agreement.

City hereby agrees that the land shall only be used for public park and recreational
purposes consistent with the federal L.and and Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCEF),
the property deed restrictions, and the terms of this lease. Within 18 months of the
execution of this agreement, City shall submit to OPRD a plan for operation,
development and improvement of the lease premises to include maintenance standards to
be followed. The plan may also include a regional look at trail connections. OPRD shall
promptly approve the plan so long as the proposed uses and improvements are not
inconsistent with OPRD and LWCF policies, regulations, deed restrictions on the
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property and maintains the natural character of the park by preserving the forest canopy
and wildlife habitat. The existing grassy areas may be improved for sport field
development but shall not be expanded into forested areas requiring clearing of trees.

2. 2. The City shall submit a site plan for approval by OPRD for any construction
or improvement of sports fields on the property. The site plan must
conform to the existing open space with no additional tree clearing except for selected
hazard trees, utility clearances, small drainage improvements, pathways or road
realignment, or other site needs according to an approved site plan. The sport fields shall
be designed for daytime use only. The sport activity fields will not inchude field Lighting,
permanent bleachers or other permanent seating, or stadium style development.
Restroom facilities, improved parking and traffic circulation may be included in the site
plan submitted for approval by OPRD. City hereby accepts responsibility for the
operation and maintenance of the property to include park trails, facilities, roads, fences,
utilities, repair and replacement of park improvements and vegetation and turf
management. Both parties agree to work cooperatively to secure funding through grants
and other sources to find projects identified in the approved plan.

3. City may conduct natural resource management activities on the property to include ivy
and noxious weed removal, oak restoration work, removal of hazardous trees, prevention
of trail erosion, landscape work, irrigation, opening developed sites for views and
security interests, and other activities as outlined in the approved plan. The City shall
honor a neighborhood agreement and be responsible to maintain a drainage ditch line on
the west side of the park.

4. The City shall maintain the existing sewer pump station and sewer line according to the
terms of the prior agreement with OPRD.

5. If buildings or improvements are made to the lease premises, they shall become the
property of OPRD without compensation to the City upon the default or the termination
of this lease agreement or any extensions thereof.

6. The City shall maintain all grounds included in the leased premises in a clean and neat
condition consistent with the management plan for the lease area.

7. The City may install signs to reflect the use of the property as a City facility: however, at
least one prominent sign shall indicate that the management of the facility is in
cooperation with OPRD. City and OPRD shall agree to the language prior to the
installation of the sign in question. The sign will be provided by OPRD for installation
by the City.

B. Limitations on Use
1. City agrees that it will not remove any timber, except for hazard trees as certified by the

City arborist, or brush or make significant changes or development to the land covered by
this lease except as shown or described in the approved plan.

1.ease Acereement Pace 2 of 5 Time 4. 2003



2. City may not construct any rtoads, trails, bridges, new buildings or permanent
improvements upon the leased premises save and accept for those building and
improvements shown on the approved plan. City may modify the approved plan, from
time to time, upon submittal of a proposal to OPRD. If City proposes to make changes to
the plan, it shall give OPRD notice of the proposed changes and OPRD shall promptly
review and approve the changes so long as they meet the criteria set forth in condition

A2 and A.3 above.

3. City may not charge a day use entry or parking fee for use of the property.
C. Permits, Assessments, Coordination with Other Public Agencies

1. City shall carry fire insurance in an amount adequate to insure existing improvements and
any subsequent improvements that City may make to the property. City shall be
responsible for fire prevention and fire suppression within the park areas.

2. The property is not subject to real property taxes. However, should there be any existing
or future fire/emergency service , water/sewer, road service or other assessments made,
payment shall be City’s responsibility during the term of the lease. Existing fees assessed
by the City for watershed and nmoff assessments shall be the responsibility of the City.
Park utilities will be converted to the City for charges for services.

LI

. City shall be responsible for obtaining any permits necessary for management,
maintenance or operation of the lease premises.

D. General Provisions

1. City shall be responsible for the complete management of the lease premises and any
facilities that City may subsequently construct and shall have discretion to establish hours
and seasons of operation as well as fees to be charged for use of the land and facilities as
permitted in the deed to the property.

2. To the extent permitted by the Oregon Tort Claims Act, City shall indemnify OPRD
within the Hmits of the Tort Claims Act, against Lability for damage to life or property
arising from City’s activities under this agreement, provided City shall not indemnify
OPRD for any such Liability arising out of the wrongful acts of employees or agents of
OPRD. The City shall be responsible for due diligence and care of the property to
remove any hazards, conduct timely repairs, perform preventative maintenance, and
maintain the property in a safe and sanitary condition. City shall be responsible for any
neighborhood complaints of downed trees, trespass, fence repairs, noise, or other
concerns.

3. The term of this agreement shall be 20 years from the date of the last signature. The
agreement may be renewed for an additional period(s) upon mutual agreement of both
parties.
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4. OPRD may have access to MS Young Park for mspecting and coordinating the terms of
the lease agreement and for conducting educational and interpretive activites associated
with park programs at OPRD.

5. All notices or other communications required or permitted under this Agreement shall be
in writing and shall be personally delivered or sent by fax and regular mail.

To State:

Assistant Director, Operations

Oregon Parks and Recreation Department
1115 Commercial Street NE, Suite 1
Salem OR 97301-1002

FAX: (503)378-8936

To City:

City of West Linn

Attn: Sandi Farley.  City Manager
22500 Salamo Road. #100

West Linn.- OR 97068

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set their hands and affixed their seals this
Z2 day of A4v. ,2003.

OREGON PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

By: 7///@/K‘WM

Title: ﬁzz‘f'r

CITY OF WEST LINN

’>w,7§,,41

David Dodds
Tltle Mavor

2. 2

Attest:

Title: bty A roaace
d J
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submithd bny Metrlie Lo
(|25 / 202
From: PATRICK and VICKY SMITH
Subject: Re: Air qual
Date: October 25, 2012, 1:04 PM
To: Natalie Nahey Cooper
Cc: Jenne Henderson Rebecca Walters Rebwoer=mmers@eniprees, ChuckLandskronercrm
(Chueldan: 2 stmeiiceer: Eric Jones esigjonas2tttnBemigem--Georgia Gavin
m\lana and Neal Reawm Ken Hanawa.kSSiiseswsSyainpmeens.._inda Edwards
<SR, Mark Ellsworth-smmiesiSwossmwatimst: Mary and Dave Robinsor-tda=wedilimeiiggm, Michael
Cooper ramiendd@cenemsimal-Ray and Kim Cozby revmmpGhainsiigrs,_Samuel |. Stephens sighmslse-@arameey, Stacey
Gianopoulis tetmasssm@ommsrmmet. Steve Hopkins-SueetuliEsew,, SteveJulieBlake(neslshe o EySiERar:!)
LagiveeSsomemgimnal-Thomas Holder Hmmgaﬂﬁ Tom & Gwen Sieben gwanciobenilngses Val Sabo
AalosesnmNEIEnc Y vonne Davis-yvaaoeusiawie@immsserm, shanon vioman-GigsanersSignemiag

Natalie -

Another item I think worth mentioning to the Planning Commission that we just learned, this
week, regarding the proposed easement for the Pipeline .

(I sent the State staff report to this email group when I received it from the State Parks rep. Chris
Havel. - Let me know if you need it again)

—

Ch/ris also emailed me that .... as part of the "agreement language" for the easement Lake
Oswego is requesting (across the two residential Maple Grove parcels) from State Parks, that
State Parks is requiring the project sponsor ( Lake Oswego) to resolve all other deed restrictions

— if they wish to proceed. OPRD will not act on the t project sponsor's
behalf to lift any other restrictions; the burden to do that is on the project sponsor.

—— S

I think that it is worth mentioning to the Planning Commission, that since LOT is already suing

West Linn residents to obtain the required 75% waivers on their own 4 parcels ... we can only

assume Lake Oswego will be suing us again to gain the waivers for the STATE owned parcels
Do they really want to be party to that. - Q\(;/ N

— - - — R v ————

k“?




. Shanon Vwerman_
Teatfied  Yglin at pCme@{wr\é,
Lo Applications

| Appreciate your time and willingness to commit the time necessary for the
public to be involved in this process.

As | have mentioned in the past, | think it is important for you as a
commission to remember that the general public is not familiar with all the
city codes and political processes. Most citizens of West Linn have never

" been to a PC meeting or city council meeting. Most citizens pay their taxes,
cast their votes and hope an pray that the elected and paid officials have
citizens best interests in mind as they make decisions. Very few citizens
know how to read the code let alone, make sense of it. Most citizens who
want to speak out about this issue or other issues, don’t know how to
interpret the CDC and apply it to an application. So, we rely on you folks to
to do that and to hear our concerns. For this, | ask that you know that we as
a community have worked hard to try and get all the information out to the
WHOLE community so that they can become knowledgable and prepare a
testimony that addresses the specific places these applications DO NOT
meet the code and give reason for denial. You will hear much testimony on
many angles of these applications. In addition, you will hear a lot of
emotion. | ask that you be patient with those citizens that are not code
savvy and give value to their voice regardless.

I recognize and understand that our city has the CDC's for the purpose of
protecting us as a city and the citizens of this city. But, it isn't necessarily
black and white. | am certain that each of you have the ability to be
objective. | am also confident that each of you understands that you have
the right to YOUR interpretation of the code and the language in the
code. What one individual sees as a benefit, another may not.

This Industrial Plant does not belong in a residential neighborhood. And,
the negative impact on individuals, businesses, homeowners, elderly, our
city streets, etc. is so huge and so unspeakable, that | can't imagine you
seeing any benefit from this project that justifies or supersedes the negative
it brings to this community. In the Comprehensive Plan it states, there must
be a community “BENEFIT” for an approval. This is where your
interpretation comes in...



1. Does an existing intertie get to count as a new benefit since this is a new
application? Let’s not forget that the existing intertie is not our ONLY
source of emergency water.

2. Our cities entire water system needs an over haul, in a big way.
Replacing an existing 6” pipe on Mapleton with an 8” pipe, all be it very
nice and useful, it is so small and minuscule in the big picture of our
water master plan needs that it can’t even begin to be considered a
benefit. Especially since WL is paying half the cost. And, if the 6” pipe
has to come out of the way for LOT to install their 4’ pipe, seems the
benefit is actually LOT’s, NOT a WL benefit.

3. Franchise fees are a possible benefit...since we have no idea what those
are yet, hard to determine if the amount of benefit applies to this code.
And, while | am talking about franchise fees, let me say what an
complete and total insult it was for LOT to look at the GNC mitigation list
and check off items on that list as having agreed to simply by saying they
agree the franchise fees can be used for that item..... WRONG folks!
LOT doesn't get to dictate how we use the franchise fees. AND, if they
are not footing the bill directly for the mitigation item, then they have not
agreed to take responsibility for that item. LOT counted all those
mitigation items that they said they agreed to with the franchise fee
paying the cost....if you take those out, you will find the actual number of
mitigation items that they took responsibility for and really agreed to is
very few...FAR less than what they reported.

4. At the very first meeting | attended 2 years or so ago that LOT organized
to talk with the neighbors about creating a good neighbor plan, they
wrote down repaving as something they would do for the neighbors as a
good neighbor gesture...seriously, | am confident that you see that
repaving a road that you tear up is your responsibility to repave.. .this is
NOT a benefit, it is a requirement,

5. Finally, the darn path between Mapleton and Kenthorp. This thing has
been thrown in our faces and touted as a benefit from day one. There
are a number of citizens that would like a path between the two streets.
But, we have done surveys and about 90% of those people wanting a
path don;’t want it bad enough to have to have an industrial plant built in
the community to get it. Besides, itisn't a path, it is a road, let’s not kid
each other about that. call a spade a spade and a road a road. We
have lived with out it all these years and been just fine.



6. Chapter 28 of the code talks about distance from a high water marks
needing to be 100° How can LOT be allowed to put a 4’ pipe under,
around or whatever their plan is, the creek on Mapleton. We have
neighbors on our street that have the creek passing through their
property and they have been told they can not do many things in their
yards because they have to stay clear of the creek. They have been
warned of fines and consequences. How is it that LOT gets a green light
to go anywhere near the creek stirring soil in a high water mark area.

7. Finally and quite simply, CDC 60.70A states it that the application must
fit or be compatible with the surrounding area. Well, this is where your
job gets real easy! The applicant wants to build an industrial plant in a
residential neighborhood that is zoned as such. The properties in that
area and those that the plant is sited to be constructed on, carry CC&R’s
for added protection. Years ago, the original owner felt strongly about
this area staying residential. That is why he attached CC&R’s to each
piece of land he parceled off. Itis a document, recorded and valid, to
protect these properties and maintain the nature of the neighborhood.
As, you know, LOT found this to be a nuisance in the way of them getting
what they want so they are suing each homeowner to take their right
away. Causing homeowners to spend money they don't really have, to
get an attorney and defend their right. This is NOT a GOOD
NEIGHBOR.

An industrial plant trying to be built in a zoned residential
neighborhood...that alone gives you reason for denial of this
application!

| thank you for listening, for being objective, for asking excellent questions
and for being patient with the public as they share their hearts about this
issue. We are trusting you to protect us.

Slasc \ierea.
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. - - P Letters can be mailed to:
TO:  West Linn Planning Commission West Linn Planning Commission

. 22500 Salamo Road
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership West Linn, OR 97068

Date: October 8, 2012

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meeting
scheduled on October 17, 2012 regarding the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant

The dities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment
Plant on Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement
with the dity of Tigard to provide drinking water for Tigard. It is my understanding according to the West Linn
Comprehensive Plan, the approval of a Conditional Use Permits REQUIRES a “community benefit”.

I don't believe there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood Neighborhood if this
application is approved. Most of the benefits the LOT plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be
done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

I do see an enarmous list of horrific things no one could possibly consider a “community benefit” induding:

eWest Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction induding heavy truck traffic and loud
heavy machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday. West Linn Citizens
will be subjected to this type of construction for 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement
between the dties of Lake Oswego and Tigard.

eWest Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 7 days
a week during this construction. The impact of this construction, espedially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in
this area, Will Be Life Changing in their daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and
pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehide access.

eWest Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their
homes because of pipeline placement and possible pipe breakage which wilt be the fiscal responsibility of the West
Linn Citizens. Not the dities of Lake Oswego or Tigard.

Secondly, how can West Linn ALLOW Lake Oswego to invalidate covenants established in 1944 by the City of
West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive? How can West Linn even consider giving Lake Oswego
the opportunity to exercise the option to use “eminent domain” in the city of West Linn? Up until now dealing with the
Lake Oswego Water Treatment Plant has never been a problem for this neighborhood. It is now.

Lake Oswego's sole reason for expanding this plant is to build a revenue base by supplying water to Tigard. And they
want to create this revenue base as cheaply as possible. Who's looking out for West Linn Citizens? You Should
Be!

The City of West Linn asked us the question: “How does this proposal meet or not meet the approval criteria for a
Conditional Use Permit?” As a CITZEN OF WEST LINN, that’s the question you must ask yourself. You represent
West Linn. You need to think very carefully about the CITIZENS OF WEST LINN who will be so impacted if you
give your approval to this Conditional Use Permit.

Respectively Submitted: -
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Letters can be mailed to:
West Linn Planning Commission

. 22500 Salamo Road
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership West Linn, OR 97068

TO:  West Linn Planning Commission

Date: October 8, 2012

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meeting
scheduled on October 17%, 2012 regarding the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment
Plant on Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement
with the dity of Tigard to provide drinking water for Tigard. It is my understanding according to the West Linn
Comprehensive Plan, the approval of a Conditional Use Permits REQUIRES a “community benefit”.

I don't believe there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood Neighborhood if this
application is approved. Most of the benefits the LOT plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be
done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

I do see an enormous list of horrific things no one could possibly consider a “community benefit” induding:

eWest Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction induding heavy truck traffic and loud
heavy machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday. West Linn Citizens
will be subjected to this type of construction for 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement
between the dities of Lake Oswego and Tigard.

eWest Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 7 days
a week during this construction. The impact of this construction, espedally to West Linn Senior Citizens living in
this area, Will Be Life Changing in their daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and
pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehide access.

eWest Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their
homes because of pipeline placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West
Linn Citizens. Not the ities of Lake Oswego or Tigard.

Secondly, how can West Linn ALLOW Lake Oswego to invalidate covenants established in 1944 by the City of
West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive? How can West Linn even consider giving Lake Oswego
the opportunity to exerdise the option to use “eminent domain” in the city of West Linn? Up until now dealing with the
Lake Oswego Water Treatment Plant has never been a problem for this neighborhood. It is now.

Lake Oswego’s sole reason for expanding this plant is to build a revenue base by supplying water to Tigard. And they
want to create this revenue base as cheaply as possible. Who's looking out for West Linn Citizens? You Should
Bel

The City of West Linn asked us the question: “"How does this proposal meet or not meet the approval criteria for a
Conditional Use Permit?” As a CITZEN OF WEST LINN, that's the question you must ask yourself. You represent
West Linn. You need to think very carefully about the CITIZENS OF WEST LINN who will be so impacted if you
give your approval to this Conditional Use Permit.

Respegpvely Submitted: - /
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Robinwood Shopping Center, LLC
19363 Willamette Drive #108

West Linn, Oregon 97068

3503-636-9000 Office

503-387-3082 Facsimile

October 25, 2012

Dear City Planning Commission:

After our presentation to the City Planning Commission this past week, I received a call from a
representative of LOT who stated that I had made a mistake in my letter. He said that my
statement “that this work would cause 15,400 truck trips and 50,000 additional construction-
related vehicles” was a gross exaggeration that was being used by the opposition. I said that if I
had made a mistake, I would immediately go on the record and have the mistake corrected. I
then went straight to the materials that Lake Oswego Tigard (LOT) had prepared on this issue
and did my own independent calculations.

I have attached these calculations and the method used for your review and it shows that

insteadof ~ = - dvehicle ecalculations that I had originally stated, that
when calculated conservatively th: - Just truck trips will be anywhere

from 77,760 to 89,472 trucks.

Please note that this is just for trucks trips and does not include the additional vehicle

traffic and is based upon information supplied by the Lake Oswego Tigard group i.e. from
written information submitted by LOT on p.10 and Table. 3. on p. 11 of their Construction
Management Plan for the RWP and FWP. It does not include additional daily truck trips

that will result from WTP construction activities. This fact is clearly stated in Footnote 1.
= L0 1 2 construction activities. This fact s cl tated n Footnote 1.
of Table3 - uction Management Plan for the RWP and FWP.

These numbers are much higher than what I and others have originally estimated. This amount of
traffic will unquestionably create a huge traffic congestion nightmare, much more so than anyone
has even anticipated.

As a result of the huge amount of traffic that this project will bring to Highway 43, along with all
of the other problems that this project brings with it, the expansion of the water treatment

plant will unguestionably bring serious harm to the Robinwood neighborhood, and kill

many busi \ : . hway 43. The loss to businesses alone will be in the
millions of dollars, and we certainly can ill afford to lose jobs.

I had also stated in my letter to the City Planning Commission that the Robinwood Shopping
Center had not been contacted. The representative told me that LOT had sent to me a letter in
December of 2011 and that he had an affidavit to that affect. I said that I did not remember

1



receiving anything at all, but that I would look into it, and if I was wrong, I would acknowledge
it. He further stated that all of the businesses in our center had been contacted and that he had an
affidavit to that effect.

He then emailed to me an affidavit stating Jeffery Selby had mailed me and certain other
business owners during December of 2011 information on the project. It further stated that
between the end of December and the beginning of January that J effrey Selby had provided
representatives of businesses with an information packet which referenced future construction on
Highway 43,

The next day I looked to see if I had anything at all and found nothing. I then asked an associate
if he had seen anything. He searched through his files and found a letter that had been addressed
to “Highway 43 Neighbor” during the Christmas Holidays dated December 20, 2011. It was a
generic letter sent by regular mail on Lake Oswego Tigard stationery and referenced some work
that was being considered with a statement that “Members of our team will visit businesses and
homes along Highway 43 over the next month to talk with you and your neighbors about the
project.”

The fact that I did not see a general mail-out sent by regular mail in the very middle of the
Christmas Holidays does not surprise me, and I can clearly understand why other business
owners are not aware of this correspondence. Additionally, although the letter said that someone
would visit the businesses to discuss the contents of the letter, no one has visited me or any of the
businesses in our shopping center to discuss the contents of the letter.

LOT has done an outstanding job of feigning an attempt to obtain business involvement while
aggressively pushing their agenda behind the business community’s back. If they were sincere in
their attempts to engage my and the business community’s input in this matter, why didn’t they
call me and discuss it with me, or at the very least send it to me and others by certified mail so
that we would have been alerted as to its importance. If you really want to communicate with
someone you do not send them generic regular mail, something that many people might
immediately consider to be junk mail, in the very middle of the Christmas holidays.

I'do, however, take Jeffrey Selby’s affidavit at face value that he did drop off the packets to
people who are working in retail or service businesses during the middle of a holiday season. But
I do not believe that dropping off packets to employees in retail or service businesses during the
middle of the holiday season, many of whose businesses do not welcome any solicitation at all,
and not the owners themselves, is a meaningful attempt to engage a business owner in
discussions about the proposal.

Finally, he also stated that I had ignored that the highway construction work was going to be
done at night. Our tenants and I are aware that the highway portion of the work is going to be
done at night between the hours of 9pm to 6am. But the work to the water treatment plant will be
done during the day resulting in a voluminous amount of additional traffic causing horrendous
congestion which will unquestionably create huge problems for them all.



All of our tenants, and all of the businesses that [ know of on Highway 43, are strongly against
this proposal even with the road work being done at night. We recognize that during the work at
night will be helpful, but the sheer volume of water treatment plant work that will be done during

the day will bring a large amount of additional traffic to Highway 43, as demonstrated with the
attachment, and is a business killer.

It does not make sense to kill our neighborhoods, businesses and Jobs for any project, much less

for a project that does not meaningfully benefit West Linn’s citizens and divides our community
in the process.

The magnitude of opposition against this project should scream out to you to immediately reject
this horrendous ill-founded “Neighborhood Killer, Business Killer and Jobs Killer” plan.

We urge you to please reject this very harmful plan.
Sincerely,
A,&é:‘d W o

William J. More
Robinwood Shopping Center



TO: West Linn Planning Commission

NEGEIVE H rrep———

OCT A 5 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE:  Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Waldt [Treatment Plant L/122500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria;

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement-of Bolton-Reserveiris————
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site,

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years ~ all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to,ﬂuem?,r: of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.

to
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highway
construction and botileneck traffic that it yvill create even with highway work being done in the evening.

ese u ange depending on how Sundays the e d if they wi rk e enti
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
e first ast month, and depending upon how muc i i i i

e i di

cult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost_none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhoed as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

’

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible. '

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42" and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to altow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. -Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery-contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neigh iller, si killer and a job's killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. IfLOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Ple tthisiso c

traffic L : ny additional vehicular traffi :

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one'way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback __ 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunda

vehicular traffic.)

y and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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West Linn Planning Commission
22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

2040

Watef Tréatment Plan

TO:  West Linn Planning Commission @ E @ E H W E W Letters can be mailed to:

RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, L{

and Pipeline
By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testiMony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60:070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to. noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store-or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not-a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additiopal

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton-Reservoiris—
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years - all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehide access. West
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
¢ hardship to th i i i

the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highw

CO) ctio d bottleneck traffic that jt yvill create even with highway work being done in the evening.

This will effectively route people away from the businesses in the area for an i i ke it

exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a totai lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community orr Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use,

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

seems that t penerft the owne e State of Oregon the .S'QFWESE—HﬁﬁTﬁﬁeﬂ‘ShOden‘tThe—‘
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

cl

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, incdluding all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.

Signature %ﬁﬁ/ (5 W




60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline shouid be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant. -

Nowhere in this preposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.
LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditiors of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busi iller and a job's killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted:
A«»QM) 5-W 13750 Nixoml AVE WEST Linw 03
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that "All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. IfLOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

additional veh

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Daysin

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase ou Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback. . 12 - < 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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EGELWE
TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 2 5 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LIOF Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
o West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline By zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so0, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic.and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial treffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be- safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn

provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement-of Bolton-Reservoiris————
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this Construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the Possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
te economi ip to th d i and jobs as a It of th i i

from the businesses in the area for a
cult for residents to live their daily i es.

di

since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were

This-project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the-invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also -does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

MMME@%MMMM%%WW

citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the ditizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any condftions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer si iller and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted:

—Aaeque (g QL D Tl S West Linn
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



mhggoegez, which should be siggiﬁggtl;

In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(L.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of
iil : 10t 2 d : I3 1€ WOI

LAINIC TOT" trlug

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback_ . 12 - - - < - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission K Letters can be mailed to:
it OCT 95 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline ) —

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Parinership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do s0, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met,
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (AX2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower.property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts.that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant, It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intetie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton-Reservoiris———
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the-fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of.tH& W&tk.p@ned, b lsinéses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
=R .~
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it wi use havoc on a residential neighborhood a i
c nomic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the sive hw
construction and bottleneck traffic that it will create even with highway work being done in the evening,

ople away from the businesses in the area for a
ex ingly difficult for residents to live their daily [ es.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of -covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not compty with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commerdial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dlassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. 1t

Lne timbrovemenrs-hen CI

’

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly-at a site as bad as the Robinwood
arossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.

Signature




60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approvai-are contracts for services required. These must be required.
LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT over citizery which-is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busin killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill. the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



¢ Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Pa
11 that "All truck trip volume reported is one

Therefore, all truck trips per hour were dou

Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

bled to

* All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart

(Le. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

rtnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
~way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per

* Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of

the month, which would seem lo
thirty days of truck hauls for eac
Mapleton Drive) normal and Ope
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 t

and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Os
under normal conditions they will not be workin
would need to be adjusted accordin
LOT did not work any Sunday

the total of truck traffic hauls wou

1d be

at all, which is not antici
77,760 trucks

isis o

acou

gical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
n-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on

0 October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015

wego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
g on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
gly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
pated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
e that

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Puliback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

and ips

Phase

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback. . L

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday
of the month cited by LOT and not the 1
total number of truck trips for the job

vehicular traffic.)

Days in

IruckTripsPer ~ Work  Construction Total Truck

Hour (1 way)
4

12
12
16

Hours/Day
12

12

Window
214

120
426

Trips

10,272

576
17,280
61,344

89,472

and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
ast day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission | Letters can be mailed to:
B CT 9 01 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT \W Jer #eatmen@ P%antZ 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipelipe By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park,

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of_the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience-and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP-will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of BeltonReservoiris——————
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24~hour emergency vehide access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the Possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline

Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
& e
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
e first ast month, and depending upon how much extra vehi i i

is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the worke
e ay. In addition this project very likely will not wrap u on time, Please e calculations attach

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that the improvements-benefit the eitizen inn;

citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
arossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not indlude any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,

the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours

will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services.required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighbo iller, a busi killer and a job's killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

RespectivEIy Submitted: .
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!
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* Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

*  All work hours were based on the typical work hours referénced in the chart
(Le. 7AMto 7PM = 12 Hours).

* Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this js only a count of
traffic for & ffi | 1 iditional vehiculs i i

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -

- pullback, _ . B 12 [T - - . - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
OCT 9252012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, gten Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement-of Belton-Reserveir-is—————
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenve Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.

)
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residentiai area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause o identi iah ood a il
create economic hardshi the co nity due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the ve highw
ctio ottleneck traffic that it yvill te even wi i ork being done in the evening.

lations attached), in addition to the othe ction rela ehicular traffic. This will create e neck
on a highway that already had high traffic counts,
ese be! change depending o wW_many Sundays the i ill wo! e i
last month or only to the first of the last month {we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
ast month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings a, W|

i th i
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

ex naly di

cult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zening on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the-applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then dlaims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
th o _ i . it the citizer .

s-of- West Hnn; then-shouldntthe ——

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required pet result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, induding all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.

Signature &%ﬂ#\, /\/li\j o/ //
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph, I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction.. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

‘Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over ditizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood ki si iller and a job's killer. It will aiso kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respecti}/ely Submitted:
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!
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Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
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y (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).

Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(I.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

* Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. IfLOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of

the month, which would seem lo

gical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
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n-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on

0 October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordin
LOT did not work any Sunda
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These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

e HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.
RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Phase
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback__ _ -

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

If no work whatsoever is done on

of the month cited by LOT and not the ]
total number of truck trips for the job

vehicular traffic.)

Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips

4 12 214 10,272
12 - - - 576
12 12 120 17,280
16 9 426 61,344

89,472

Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day

ast day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO: West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 252012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Wa reatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
e West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline By zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant's property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience-and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store, The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographicaily. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual altocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservair is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access, West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and wili

create economic hardship to the community due o the ioss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highway
construction and bottieneck traffic that it wiiﬁ create even with highway work being done in the evening.

calculations attached), in addition to the other construction related vehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck traffic
on a highway that already had high traffic counts.

These numbers couid change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month :

idve and cajculated that they would only work

to the first of the last month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the area, which
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached,

This will effectively route pecple awav from the businesses

_ in the area for an extensive amount of time and make it
exceedingly difficult for residents to five their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the impravements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatibie with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this,

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the buik as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer. a b siness killer and a job's killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted:
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



Calculations only for Truck Traffic. {These calculations do not include any additional vehicular traffic
whatseever, which should be significant):

¢ Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(I.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

° Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 7 7,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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EGEIVE

TO: West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
' OCT 2 5 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT|{Migter Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpeiz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment: Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families,

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions, If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years ~ all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens fiving in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and fhfe-pipebreakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Dy(ﬁutﬁ:ibxtgnt work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and wili
create economic hardshi

to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a resuit of the extensive highwa

construction and bo _ create even with highway work being done in the evening.
) i i i i a .

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month {we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work

to the first of the last month, and depending upon ho much extra vehicular traffic this work brinos to the area, which
is anticipated to be signi P

nificant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn‘t the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

T urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible,

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a nei hborhood kilier, a business killer and a job’s killer. Tt will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed ain’ogg_s%f our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



Calculations only for Truck Traffic. {These calculations do not include any additional vehicular traffic
whatsoever, which should be significant):

° Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le. 7AMto 7PM =12 Hours).

° Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and june 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If

LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of
traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done,
These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due

to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on P. 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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0CT 2 5 2012

Letters can bo mailed to:
i West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-~Tigard Water Partnership, L%ﬂa&eﬂmagmmﬂum 22500 Salamo Road
- Waest Linn, OR 97068 or emalled to
and Pigeline zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I'would llke to submit this letter as my recorded testimony te the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant,

TO; West Linn Planning Commission

The clties of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Canditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way In West Linn In order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tlgard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the follawing criterla:

1. The characteristics of the site are sultable for the proposed use consldering locatlon ete.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that Is consistent with the overall needs of the communlty,

In regard to the two Issues above, I do not belleve that there Is any “eommunity benefit” to West Linn or the Roblnwood
Nelghborhood, Additianally, the facllity Is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are alther already In place (Intertie) or will have to be done because the scape of this construction wlll destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park,

More spedifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shage: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposas residences located at the “interlor
corners” of the site to nalse, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same Impacts from
construction. The praposal Is not compllant.

{Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate: The size and helght lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts Industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
Impases Impacts that reduce residents’ quallty of lite. The size and mass of tha WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a simllar blg box store. The 3 story WTP Is proposed ta be 3 regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not betong In a resldential neighborhaod where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupled by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to 3 high liquefaction factor. The proposal Is not compllant. Additionally, the location of the Intertie s not a factor In location as
clalr:\ed by th? applicant, It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline, The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP,

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facliity that Is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed In the application are quite limited, The Intertle already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of Intertle. Watar required during the replacement of Bolton Reservair Is
only a benefit If West Linn continues to locate tha reservoir In the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Addltienally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of gonstant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery nolse for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unfess we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has Indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls In the
nelghborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
an the month cited by LOT for the Job ending, the total number of truck trips for the Job would be 77,760, And this does not Include
additional vehicular traffic, Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of constructlan
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between twg other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely wlll cause Irreparable harm to the cltizens of West Unn and destroy the good nelghbor policles of West Linn, Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Cltizens will have 2+ years of extremely lImited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The Impact of this construction, especlally to West Linn Senlor Citizens fiving In this area, will be llfechanging in their
dally rotines, Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access, West
Unn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and Irreparable damage to thelr homes because of pipeline
placement an p::s?de Ipe breakage which wijf be the fiscal responsibliity of the West Linn Citizens, not the citles of Lake Oswego or

Tigard. Due t xtat of thTw@? %ossiwm suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost,
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
Industrial oxpansion In a residential area.

It doos not meet the overall needs of the community since Wm&w

[Sais SConom HALSI>]

There also was insufficient notice to the business community, LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was In the form of some general handouts and mall outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holldays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community Involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Hollday season, There was 2 total lack of any emphasls of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two 390, If LOT was sincere in thelr efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
stralght up In a meaningful way Instead of felgning contact with the business community by sending generic mall by regular deliver In
the middie of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy hotlday season,

This project will devastate the quality of Iife for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of cavenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect praperty zoning on Mapleton Drive Is not In the best Interest of the community.

h
The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residentlal area and the business community on Highway 43 are not belng protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this Proposal will create an expansion of Incampatible fand use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning Is R=10, Single-family Residential Detached; R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what Is belng proposed Is Inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residental.

LOT wants It both ways., LOT exempts Itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S,
Young Is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by OOFW benefit the citizens of West Linn, It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon, If the Improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
cltizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

1 do not befleve that a redundant 1205 Crossing s in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particylarly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing Is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep In mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are pald for by the
cltizens of West Linn and they are required, The costs to the cltizens of West Linn which Is *huge” and extensive should be included In
the calculation of benefits with the required gef result being positive.

Additionally, 60.020 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the "street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street i provements identifled in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this, LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to tha standards of the master plan,

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that Intersections should be Improved to levels indicated In the master plan or fees paid in
lleu. This proposal does not Include any intersection improvements.
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60,070(C)(4) allows the City-to lower the buliding helght to 2 stories so the bullding would be In compliance with the Robinwood
Nelghborhood Plan with regards to helght and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc, be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan daes not do this.

Chapter 55,100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shail be compatible with the exlsting structures on the site and
adjolning sites, Contextual design Is required. The proposed water treatment plant Is In no way in compliance with this paragraph.
am not sure It Is evan possible,

The applicant Is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c), The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on twa sides
but It Is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large bullding. Nelther [s
contextuzl,

The LOT plpeline Is not In compllance with 60,070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42~ and 48" plpelines are too large to fit into
the avallable right of ways without damaging existing Infrastructure. The construction s 1o Invasive and creates too many unsafe
condttions for residents. The size of the pipes Is regarded In the community as unsafe in a residential area. The plpeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified In chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours'should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour Impulse
saund standards should be met, Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep In mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants elther,

Undergrounding of utllities In the right of way belng Improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does nat propose
undergrounding utllities on Maplcton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility Is In the path of sald construction, It seems that
when the ground Is open Is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utllities Is a goal In the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best Interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn, West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and Indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required, These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and In 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citlzen which Is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently agalnst, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencles. '

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because It will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because thi i i i job’ t will also kill the great nelghborly spirit
that hay existed amongst all of our nelghbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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i E @ E U w E West Linn Planning Commission

22500 Salamo Road
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnersh 0CT 9.5 2012 West Linn, OR 97068

Date: October 8, 2012

By
I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meeting
scheduled on October 17%, 2012 regarding the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment
Plant on Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement
with the city of Tigard to provide drinking water for Tigard. It is my understanding according to the West Linn
Comprehensive Plan, the approval of a Conditional Use Permits REQUIRES a “community benefit”.

I don’t believe there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood Neighborhood if this
application is approved. Most of the benefits the LOT plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be
done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

I do see an enormous list of horrific things no one could possibly consider a “community benefit” including:

eWest Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction inciuding heavy truck traffic and loud
heavy machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday. West Linn Citizens will
be subjected to this type of construction for 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenuve Generating Agreement
between the cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard.

eWest Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 7 days a
week during this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this
area, Will Be Life Changing in their daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and
pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access.

eWest Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their
homes because of pipeline placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West
Linn Citizens. Not the cities of Lake Oswego or Tigard.

Secondly, how can West Linn ALLOW Lake Oswego to invalidate covenants established in 1944 by the City of
West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive? How can West Linn even consider giving Lake Oswego
the opportunity to exercise the option to use “eminent domain” in the city of West Linn? Up until now dealing with the
Lake Oswego Water Treatment Plant has never been a problem for this neighborhood. It is now.

Lake Oswego’s sole reason for expanding this plant is to build a revenue base by supplying water to Tigard. And they
want to create this revenue base as cheaply as possible. Wha's looking out for West Linn Citizens? You Should
Be!

The City of West Linn asked us the question: “*How does this proposal meet or not meet the approval criteria for a
Conditional Use Permit?” As a CITZEN OF WEST LINN, that’s the question you must ask yourself. You represent
West Linn. You need to think very carefully about the CITIZENS OF WEST LINN who will be so impacted if you
give your approval to this Conditional Use Permit.

Respectively Submitted:
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TO: West Linn Planning Commission

| E @ E D W E Letters can be mailed to:

West Linn Planning Commission
22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership,

and Pipeline

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria: ’

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc,

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior

corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the fadility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes -impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP-will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style .eccupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographicatly. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is ot a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP. .

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and foud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years ~ all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the dities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create economic hardship to the communi i j e exte igh

sinesses and jobs as a result of th
con on i i

These bers could change depending on how man da e depending i ill work for the entire

last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to the fi f th h i i i i
i icipa a

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not camply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, -among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not-being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning-is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn’t the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not indlude any intersection improvements,
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60.070(C)(4) aliows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this-proposal or in conditions of approval-are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay broperty taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a business killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly: spirit

that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted:
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



Calculations only for Truck Traffic. (These calculations do notin clude any additional vehicular traffic
ever, ic i :

o e

In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation ie. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

traffic for truck traffic and not any additionalvehicular traffic created by the work being done,

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

and ck Trips
Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback - 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 - 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

Ifno work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the

total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)
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NECEITE

TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 2 52012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT y* Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road :
West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to

and Pipeline By

zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The dities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria: ’

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

‘plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior

corners” of the'site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP-will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store ot a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regionaf Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style -occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographicatly. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP. .

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ vears of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and foud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years - all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
tinn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a dential neighbo and will

create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highway
- - ;

construction and bottleneck t i being don

i t see
calculations attached), in addition to the other construction related vehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck traffic
on a highway that already had high traffic counts,

These numbers could change depending on how man days th depend i il} work e entire

last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to the f the last month, and dependi i

is anticipa to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicl used imply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business commuriity LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will-devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not-being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commerdial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn’t the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive,

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not indude any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sieep. Regardiess of the worlk hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay broperty taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busi killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly: spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted: ‘
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!
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led to account for ro

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart

(L.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

gard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page

way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
und trips (ie. 2 Truck Trips per

* Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on

Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Day

and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

s, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If

LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not antici
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks.
tra 0 ck traffic and not

additional-vehicular

a i

pated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
Please note that this is o

c created by the

being done

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

¢ HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

a ck Trips

Phase

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction
Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window
4 12 214
12 - -
12 12 120
16 9 426

Total Truck
Trips
10,272
576
17,280
61,344
89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:

West Linn Planning Commission
22500 Salamo Road :
West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

0CT 2 5 2012

Jater Treatment Plant

EGEIWE
1U

RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT

and Pipeline By

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on

Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria: '

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc,

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan Tists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior

corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particutarty, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts. industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life.- The size and mass of the WTP-will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store, The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographicatly. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline, The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The interte already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and foud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years ~ all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer serously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since jt will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
reate economic hardship to in nd jobs as a result of the exte igh

calculations attached), in addition to the other construction related vehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck traffic

on a highwa at already had high traffic counts

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the jast month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to first of the last month, and depending upon ho uch extra icular traffic this work brings to th a, which

e
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

m the businesses in the area for an extensive amount of time

exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business communiity LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not cemply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not-being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldnt the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual,

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants ejther.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linnh government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay broperty taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a business killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborty. spirit

that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that "All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(L.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. IfLOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is o ly a ¢

traffic fo c| c and not additiona!-vehicuiar traffic created by the work being d ne,

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due

to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

e HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

and Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour {1 way) Hours/Day  Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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Letters can be mailed to:

NEGEIWE
West Linn Planning Commission

RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Wati J”u rea@rge];)tg’éngmz 2500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
rpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

TO: West Linn Planning Commission

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain

More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to. West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite fimited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhaod and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access, West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due fe wi / anned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create economic hardshi i i i

to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highwa

construction and bottieneck traffic that it will create even with highway work being done in the evening.

Based upon calculations using the information rovided by the Lake Osweqo Tigard report i.e. pages 10 and 11 of the
Construction Management Plan, thers will be an exorbitant number of additional 89,472 of truck trips, (please see
calculations attached), in addition o the other construction related vehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck traffic

on a highway that already had high traffic counts.

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if the will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to the first of the last month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the area, which
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles i us the workers in and out
each day. In addition this project very liliely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of fife for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner-....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps

necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. 1
am not sure it is even possibie.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a goad time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.
LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer. a husine. iller and a job’s killer. Tt will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



Calculations only for Truck Traffic, (These calculations do not include any additional vehicular traffic
whatsoever, which should be significant);

In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le.7AMto 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of
traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done.,

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Phase

Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -

normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -

pullback ~ 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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ECEIVE

TO: West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CcT 55 12 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT| Water Treattent Plaft 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (AX(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality.of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal-is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the Proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn

provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional

benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacerent of-Bolton-Reservoiris—————
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a vs_/eelg duriqg
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residentiai area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residentiai neighborhood and wil
create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highwa

[ ctio d botileneck traffic that it yvill create even with highway work being done in the evening.

calculations attached), in addition to the other constructi

on a highway that already had high traffic counts.

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last mon r only to the first of the last month we have been conservative and calculated that they would only wor
to the first of the last month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the area, which

is anticipated to be si

nificant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out
each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached,
i \'{

ople away from the businesses in the area for an of time and make it
cult for residents to live their daily I es,

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were

straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality -of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commerdial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential,

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

_&M&mmnememwmmmnTMW‘
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required pet result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over ditizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer busi killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



al io nly for Truck Traffic. ese calculations do net include a itional vi lar traffic
tsoever. which should be signifi :

¢ Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Ie. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

* Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of
lar ccre

or truck traffic and not a io ehi te the work bei one.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on P- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.
and k Trips
Daysin
Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback. __ . o 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO: West Linn Planning Commission D E @ Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 252012 l West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT W Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
o West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline By zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

T would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant,

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families,

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — ali for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access, West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Dpe\?ﬁﬁ_extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and iobs as a result of the extensive highwa
construction and bottieneck traffic that it wil! create even with highway work being done in the evening,

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conseryative and calculated that they would only work
fi f ! i

14
to the first of the last month, and depend on_how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the area, which
is anticipated to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out

each day. In addition this project very fikely will not Wirap up on time. Please see the calcuiations attached.

This will effectively route pecpie awa from the businesse

exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and. mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved

have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn’t the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I'do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be impraved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhoed Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Pian.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposai or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT aver citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a business killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



Calculations only for Truck Traffic. (These calculations do not include any additional vehicular traffic
whatsoever, which should be significant);

e Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

e All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le.7AMto 7PM = 12 Hours).

* Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of
traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done.
These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due

to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on P. 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction {via Mapleton) -
pullback » 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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Letters can be mailed to:

West Linn Planning Commission
22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
By zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

TO: West Linn Planning Commission

RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LQ

and Pipeline

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the appiicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservair is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to focate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnica! impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenve Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to_’ﬁgf_xtggt of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since jt will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
ate nomic hardship to the community d i nd jobs as a resuit of the extensi i

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to the first of the last month, and de nding upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the a, which

is anticipated to be signi i ition to the extra number of vehicles used to imply bus the workers i
each day. In addition this project very likel will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations ttached.

ople away from the businesses in the area for an e

exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved

the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply-with the applicable-policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.

7.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipefine is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48~ pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busi killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitte 4
e Ll B350 Willanelle Dr

Signature Address

Please print name 3 0SNVA Calﬂf,lﬁmol

Email Address Phone number




Any additional comments:

Thank You!



* Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).

Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round tri

Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart

(I.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

ps (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per

* Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1,2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

traffic fo C| c and not

} itional vehicular

c creat the work bei

done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

* HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

WP a c ips

Phase

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

TruckTripsPer  Work

Hour (1 way)
4

12
12
16

Hours/Day
12

12

10,272

576
17,280

Days in
Construction Total Truck
Window Trips
214
120
426

61,344

89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 2 5 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT|Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

and Pipeline By

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corrers” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie aiready exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservair is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenuve Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 houts a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Du /te—ek>e zt;nt of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on idential neighborhood and will

create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a result of the extensive highway
: PR :

ction and botileneck traffic that it yvlll C even with hi ay work being done in the evening.

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they worlk, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only worlk
to first " . "

is antici to be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in a

each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

ople away from the businesses j

el
exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in-their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatibie land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood -as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) aliows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse

sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busi killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!
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In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Ple that this is only a ¢

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)
over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.
WP a C ips
Days in
Truck Trips Per Work  Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO: West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
OCT 2 5 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Water Tréatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

and Pipeline By

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc,

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LoT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the_same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years af constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week duting
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens fiving in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or

Tigard. Due to thé e;xtent of th},wgfk planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residenti ighborhood and will

create economic hardship to the community due to the loss of businesses and jobs as a resuit of the extensive highway
construction and bottleneck traffic that it yvill create even with highway work being done in the evening.

Construction I

calculations attached), in addition to the other construction related vehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck traffic
o ighwa at already had high traffic counts

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that th y y k
to the first of the last month, and depending upon how mu icul i i
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There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
‘the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are-not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
dassification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements,
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighberhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Pian.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.
LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary

favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any corditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a business kil er and a job's killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!
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Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).
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¢ All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart

(I.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

gard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
d trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per

* Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

a 0 traffic and not

ional vehicular

eat

'by the work being done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

¢ HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

WP and Truck Trips

Phase

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

Days in
Truck Trips Per Work Construction
Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window
4 12 214
12 - -
12 12 120
16 9 426

Total Truck
Trips
10,272
576
17,280
61,344
89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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JECEIVE
TO:  West Linn Planning Commission 0CT 25 2012 Letters can be mailed to:
West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
o By ———=—==1| West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc,

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particulariy, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP wilt be comparable to that of a-Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a-similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CBC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
dueto a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservair is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due @i{exterﬁof the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since jt will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create economic hardshi th d usine nd jobs as it of the exte i

calculations attached), in addition to the other constructi re ehicula c is will create bottle neck tr

on a highway that already had high traffic counts.

These numbers could change depending on how man da e depend i ill wo! the entire

last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
first of th d i

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn’t the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwoad crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not indlude any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere.

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sieep. Regardiess of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal-or in conditions of approval are-contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is-unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a business killer and a job’s killer. It will aiso kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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* Inthe Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Ti
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).

Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doub

Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

led to account for ro

* All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart

(I.e. 7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

gard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page

und trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per

* Daysin the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. IfLOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,

the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a count of

-affic for truck traffic and not

ditional vehicular

€ create e work bei

done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

e HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour

(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p. 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.

an ruck Tri

Phase

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback

Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton

Total number of just truck trips

Days in
TruckTripsPer =~ Work  Construction Total Truck

Hour (1 way)
4
12

12
16

Hours/Day
12

12

Window Trips
214
120
426

10,272

576
17,280
61,344

89,472

Ifno work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional

vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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TO:  West Linn Planning Commission Letters can be mailed to:
0CT 9 r 2012 West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT Water Treatmeht Plant 22500 Salamo Road

o West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline By

zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc,

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particulariy, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant. )

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to locatiore The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story" WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West

placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
reate nomic hardship to the co i job: It he i

n ue to the loss of businesses and

nd jobs as a result of the extensive highw.
construction and bottleneck traffic that jt yvill create even with highway work being done in the evening.

calculations a

ched), in addition to the other construction rela ehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck

on a highway that already had high traffic counts,

These numbers could change dependina on how any Sundays the depend ill w fi e entire

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborheed. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commerdial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park,

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive,

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48" pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground.is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West

Linn because this plan is a neighborhaod killer, a busine killer and a job’s killer. It will also kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le.7AMt0o 7PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1, 2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1, 2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Ple tthisisonlyac

traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction

Management Plan.
RWPa ck Trips
Days in
TruckTripsPer ~ Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunda
of the month cited by LOT and not the la
total number of truck trips for the job w

vehicular traffic.)

y and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
st day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
ould be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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EGEIVE
TO:  West Linn Planning Commission l 0CT 9 5 2012 Letters can be mailed to: o
West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT| Water Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
o By West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More specifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria:

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT
plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3-story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle..

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the Job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their
daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West
Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline
placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or
Tigard. Due to the extent of the work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
reate economic hardship to i ne: nd job it of th

co ctio

calculations attached), in addition to the other co jon re ehicu C. is wil te bottle neck

on a highway that already had high traffic counts,

These numbers could change depending on how many Su days the de i ill work f e entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only wo
e first of the last month, and depending upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the a, which

is antici be significant, in addition to the extra number of vehicles used to simply bus the workers in and out
each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.

This i le a m the businesses in the area for a i ount of time and make it

exceedingly difficult for residents to live their daily lives.

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts to engage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a2 meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhood. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply-with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Aiso, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It

seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouldn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required net result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not include any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. I
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline shouid be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utilities is a goal in the Comprehensive Pian.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions-of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because thi i It will also kill the great neighborly spirit

is plan is-a neighborhood killer, a business killer and a i 's killer,
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.

Respectively Submitted: |,
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



oever, which should be significant):
In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(lLe. 7AMto 7PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 = 214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Please note that this is only a ¢

traffic fo c ¢ and not additional vehicular ccre e work being done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

WP and ck Trips
Days in
Truck Trips Per Work o ion Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day  Window  Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback . 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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EGEDIVE
TO: West Linn Planning Commission 0CT 2 5 2012 I.etters' can be n-.nailed to: o
West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, LOT mla €r Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road
- By West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
and Pipeline zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

The cities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do 50, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.
2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the fadility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan lists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More specifically, CBC60.070 (AX2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the facility is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents’ quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store, The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDCB0.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographically. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in Jocation as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery noise for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that

most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during

this construction. The impact of this construction, especially to West Linn Senior Citizens living in this area, will be lifechanging in their

daily routines. Also negatively affected will be main transportation and pedestrian routes and 24-hour emergency vehicle access. West

Linn Citizens will be exposed to the possibility of reduced property values and irreparable damage to their homes because of pipeline

placement and possible pipe breakage which will be the fiscal responsibility of the West Linn Citizens, not the cities of Lake Oswego or

Tigard. Due t&ﬂq@iﬁﬂ,t of thﬂ’e work planned, businesses will suffer seriously with some going bankrupt and jobs in West Linn lost.
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Additionally, the characteristics of the site are not suitable for the proposed use considering location since it is an
industrial expansion in a residential area.

It does not meet the overall needs of the community since it will cause havoc on a residential neighborhood and will
create eco ic hardship to the communi i nd jobs as it of th i

Based upon calculations using the information provided b i .
Construction Management Plan, there will be an exorbitant number of additional 89,472 of truck tri lease see

calculations a hed), in addition to the other con ction rela ehicular traffic. This will create bottle neck tr
on a highway that already had high traffic counts,

These numbers could change depending on how many Sundays they work, depending if they will work for the entire
last month or only to the first of the last month (we have been conservative and calculated that they would only work
to the first of the last month, and dependin upon how much extra vehicular traffic this work brings to the a, which

re
7

P e =
each day. In addition this project very likely will not wrap up on time. Please see the calculations attached.
- ivel .

There also was insufficient notice to the business community. LOT states that they provided notice to businesses, but it now appears
from what they are now saying that their concept of notice was in the form of some general handouts and mail outs to some
businesses during the busy Christmas Holidays of 2011. Some would suspect that LOT did not want the business community involved
since they chose to do what they did during the busy Christmas Holiday season. There was a total lack of any emphasis of delivering
the handouts to the owners of the business, but merely to people working at the location as almost none of the business owners were
aware of this proposal until a week or two ago. If LOT was sincere in their efforts toengage the local business community LOT would
have gone about this differently. It would have directly contacted the owners of the businesses and discussed this matter with them
straight up in a meaningful way instead of feigning contact with the business community by sending generic mail by regular deliver in
the middle of the holiday season or dropping off materials to employees during the busy holiday season.

This project will devastate the quality of life for the neighborhecod. Additionally, the invalidation of covenants established in 1944 by
the City of West Linn to protect property zoning on Mapleton Drive is not in the best interest of the community.

The proposal also does not comply with the applicable policies of the Comprehensive Plan since, among other things, LOT has
deceptively tried to state that they provided meaningful notice which temporarily and initially minimized certainly businesses
involvement. The residential area and the business community on Highway 43 are not being protected from the negative impact of
this development. Additionally, this proposal will create an expansion of incompatible land use.

Also, the applicable requirements of the zoning laws are not being met since the zoning is R-10, Single-family Residential Detached: R-
4.5, Single-family Residential Attached/Duplex; GC, General Commercial and what is being proposed is inconsistent with this
classification since the Comprehensive Plan Map lists the entire neighborhood as Low Density residential.

LOT wants it both ways. LOT exempts itself from an election to approve the easement through Mary S. Young Park because Mary S.
Young is a State owned park. But then claims the improvements to the park required by ODFW benefit the citizens of West Linn. It
seems that they benefit the owner....the State of Oregon. If the improvements benefit the citizens of West Linn, then shouidn't the
citizens of West Linn be able to vote on the crossing of the park.

I do not believe that a redundant 1205 Crossing is in the 2008 Water Master Plan, particularly at a site as bad as the Robinwood
crossing. A Robinwood crossing is not a legitimate benefit to West Linn.

I urge the City Planning Commission members to please keep in mind that some of the benefits claimed by LOT are paid for by the
citizens of West Linn and they are required. The costs to the citizens of West Linn which is “huge” and extensive should be included in
the calculation of benefits with the required pet result being positive.

Additionally, 60.070 (C)(6) says the City may require (by conditions of approval) the “street to be improved, including all steps
necessary to address future street improvements identified in the adopted master plan”. This plan does not do this. LOT should be
required to improve the streets and sidewalks to the standards of the master plan.

60.070 (C)(7) says that the City may require that intersections should be improved to levels indicated in the master plan or fees paid in
lieu. This proposal does not indlude any intersection improvements.
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60.070(C)(4) allows the City to lower the building height to 2 stories so the building would be in compliance with the Robinwood
Neighborhood Plan with regards to height and be more compatible with surrounding properties.

60.090(A)(1) requires that reconstruction of highways, roads, bridges etc. be consistent with the West Linn transportation plan. This
plan does not do this.

Chapter 55.100(B)(6)(b) requires that the proposed structure(s) shall be compatible with the existing structures on the site and

adjoining sites. Contextual design is required. The proposed water treatment plant is in no way in compliance with this paragraph. 1
am not sure it is even possible.

The applicant is not in compliance with In 55.100(B)(6)(c). The applicant has attempted to have a step down transition on two sides

but it is not successful. The lower structures add to the bulk as they do not adopt the design features of the large building. Neither is
contextual.

The LOT pipeline is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The 42” and 48” pipelines are too large to fit into
the available right of ways without damaging existing infrastructure. The construction is too invasive and creates too many unsafe

conditions for residents. The size of the pipes is regarded in the community as unsafe in a residential area. The pipeline should be
located elsewhere,

Unless the applicant can meet levels of allowed impulse sound specified in chapter 55.100(D) on highway 43 during nighttime work,
the night time working hours should be limited to 6:00 PM to 9:00PM to allow residents to sleep. Regardless of the work hour impulse
sound standards should be met. Chapter 60 allows the hours of work to be adjusted by condition. Keep in mind, evening work hours
will not be productive for restaurants either.

Undergrounding of utilities in the right of way being improved may be conditioned under 60.070(C). The application does not propose
undergrounding utilities on Mapleton, Kenthorpe or Highway 43 even when the utility is in the path of said construction. It seems that
when the ground is open is a good time to underground utilities. Undergrounding utitities is a goal in the Comprehensive Plan.

West Linn government should be watching out for our best interests of the residents and businesses of West Linn. West Linn residents
and businesses should not suffer or be required both directly and indirectly to subsidize the construction and operation of this plant.

Nowhere in this_proposal or in conditions of approval are contracts for services required. These must be required.

LOT does not pay property taxes, and in 50 years has not paid any franchise fees or transportation fees which shows extraordinary
favoritism to LOT over citizen which is unacceptable. Any conditions of approval, which we are vehemently against, must require cost
recovery contracts with City and County agencies.

I strongly urge you to please reject this proposal because it will bring substantial harm to the citizens and business and jobs of West
Linn because this plan is a neighborhood killer, a busine iller and a job's killer. It will aiso kill the great neighborly spirit
that has existed amongst all of our neighbors now for many years and permanently divide our community.
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Any additional comments:

Thank You!



i . { These ca
whatsoever, which should be significant):

In the Brown Caldwell Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership report, it states in footnote 2 at page
11 that “All truck trip volume reported is one-way (each round trip results in two (2) one-way trips).
Therefore, all truck trips per hour were doubled to account for round trips (i.e. 2 Truck Trips per
Hour X 2 = 4 Total 1 Way Truck Trips per Hour).

All work hours were based on the typical work hours referenced in the chart
(Le.7AM to 7 PM = 12 Hours).

Days in the construction phase were calculated on the first of the stated month to first of the last
month as seen on the chart below. If LOT was referencing from the first of the month to the last of
the month, which would seem logical, this would increase the number of truck hauls by an extra
thirty days of truck hauls for each period where LOT made this calculation i.e. HDD construction (via
Mapleton Drive) normal and Open-cut construction on Mapleton Drive, and Open-cut construction on
Highway 43 (i.e. March 1, 2014 to October 1,2014 =214 Days, November 1, 2014 to March 1,2015
and June 1, 2014 to August 1, 2015).

All seven days of the week have been calculated. Lake Oswego Tigard have (LOT) has indicated that
under normal conditions they will not be working on Sundays. So in those instances the calculation
would need to be adjusted accordingly depending on how many Sundays that LOT did not work. If
LOT did not work any Sunday at all, which is not anticipated, after deducting for all of the Sundays,
the total of truck traffic hauls would be 77,760 trucks. Ple that this is only a ¢

traffic for truck traffic and not any additional vehicular traffic created by the work being done.

These calculations are based upon the job being completed timely which from experience is rare due
to the invariable unforeseen circumstances that inevitably arrive. So in that instance the numbers
will also need to be adjusted upward.

HDD Construction (via Mapleton) - Pullback calculated at 12 one way trips per hour
(again 6 Truck Trips per Hour are doubled to account for round trips)

over a continuous 48 hour period. This is described in detail on p- 10 of the Construction
Management Plan.

RWP and FWP Truck Trips

Days in

Truck Trips Per Work Construction Total Truck
Phase Hour (1 way) Hours/Day Window Trips
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
normal 4 12 214 10,272
HDD Construction (via Mapleton) -
pullback : 12 - - 576
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 12 12 120 17,280
Open-Cut Construction on Mapleton 16 9 426 61,344
Total number of just truck trips 89,472

If no work whatsoever is done on Sunday and the job finishes on time and the job ends on the first day
of the month cited by LOT and not the last day and the job does not take longer than anticipated, the
total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760 and not 89,472.( This excludes all additional
vehicular traffic.)



Chart from p. 11 of Construction Management Plan
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EGEIVE

TO:  West Linn Planning Commission 0CT 9 5 2012 Letters can be mailed to:
West Linn Planning Commission
RE: Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership, Lt ater Treatment Plant 22500 Salamo Road :

West Linn, OR 97068 or emailed to
zpelz@westlinnoregon.gov

I would like to submit this letter as my recorded testimony to the West Linn Planning Commission for the meetings scheduled regarding
the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership Water Treatment Plant.

| Pipeli

The dities of Lake Oswego and Tigard are requesting a Conditional Use Permit to expand the current Water Treatment Plant on
Kenthorpe Way in West Linn in order for Lake Oswego to enter into a revenue generating agreement with the city of Tigard to provide
drinking water for Tigard. To do so, they need a conditional use permit.

Chapter 60 (Conditional Uses) of the West Linn Community Development Code requires that the purpose for the conditional use meets
certain standards under which conditional uses may be permitted., enlarged or altered, and how development conditions can be met.
More spedifically, Chapter 60.070, Approval Standards and Conditions, states that the Planning Commission shall approve or deny an
application for a conditional use based on findings of fact with respect to addressing of the following criteria: ’

1. The characteristics of the site are suitable for the proposed use considering location etc.

2. The granting of the proposal will provide for a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community.

In regard to the two issues above, I do not believe that there is any “community benefit” to West Linn or the Robinwood
Neighborhood. Additionally, the facility is not consistent with the overall needs of the community. Most of the benefits that the LOT

plan Tists are either already in place (intertie) or will have to be done because the scope of this construction will destroy existing
streets, pipelines and Mary S. Young State Park.

More spedifically, CDC60.070 (A)(2) Shape: The “cross” shape of the applicant’s property exposes residences located at the “interior
corners” of the site to noise, dust, traffic and light impacts from the operation of the plant and, particularly, the same impacts from
construction. The proposal is not compliant.

(Location): The site is not in compliance with 60.070(A)(2) with regards to location. The sheer scale or mass of the fadlity is not
appropriate. The size and height lower property values, reduces privacy, attracts industrial traffic, reduces the visual experience and
imposes impacts that reduce residents” quality of life. The size and mass of the WTP will be comparable to that of a Home Depot,
Costco, Walmart Super Store or a similar big box store. The 3 story WTP is proposed to be a regional Water treatment plant. It
simply does not belong in a residential neighborhood where the predominant housing type is ranch style occupied by families.

CDC60.70 (A)(2) requires that the site must be safe geologically and topographicafy. Engineers now know that the site is not stable
due to a high liquefaction factor. The proposal is not compliant. Additionally, the location of the intertie is not a factor in location as

claimed by the applicant. It will be located any place near the finished water pipeline. The location of the intertie does not determine
the location of the WTP.

Also, West Linn has a policy of opposing development in the Stafford Triangle. This proposal assumes an eventual allocation use of
water produced by this plant expansion to the Stafford Triangle.

60.070(A)(3) requires that the proposal provide a facility that is consistent with the overall needs of the community. West Linn
provides sufficient water for itself. Other benefits claimed in the application are quite limited. The intertie already exists. Additional
benefits are non-existent until West Linn expands the size of intertie. Water required during the replacement of Bolton Reservoir is
only a benefit if West Linn continues to locate the reservoir in the same seismically and geotechnical impaired site.

Additionally, West Linn Citizens will have to endure 2+ years of constant construction including heavy truck traffic and loud heavy
machinery nolse for 11 hours EVERY weekday and 9 hours EVERY Saturday and Sunday unless we are spared some Sunday work as
LOT has indicated may happen under normal conditions. If they did work on Sunday, there would be 89,472 truck hauls in the
neighborhood and if they did no Sunday work whatsoever and the job finished on time and the job ends on the first day of the month
on the month cited by LOT for the job ending, the total number of truck trips for the job would be 77,760. And this does not include
additional vehicular traffic. Please see the attached Calculation sheet. West Linn Citizens will be subjected to this type of construction
for 6 or 7 days a week ... for 2 years — all for a Revenue Generating Agreement between two other cities, Lake Oswego and Tigard that
most likely will cause irreparable harm to the citizens of West Linn and destroy the good neighbor policies of West Linn. Please do not
let them divide our community.

In addition, West Linn Citizens will have 2+ years of extremely limited access to their homes 24 hours a day, 6 to 7 days a week during
this construction. The impact of this con