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CHARTING A COURSE FOR PDX




City Land Use Plan

OVERVIEW

Ve

A Where We Have Been and Where We Are Now: Land Use Plan Policy
Questions and Testing the 90t Percentile Forecast

A Data: Height, Landscaping, Natural Resources, Traffic, and Noise
A PAG Discussion: no action

A Next Steps: Policy discussion continued, natural resource program,
noise supplemental metrics, mitigation, plan district boundary, code
and policy amendments, final sustainability check (Fall 2009)




Where have we been?

INITIAL PROJECT ASSUMPTIONS

3rd Parallel Runway and Decentralized Terminal
A Not Needed Before 2035

A 3 Parallel Runway Agreements:

« Port will not seek Portland City Council approval to build 3™ runway in
City Land Use Plan

« Do need to complete a planning level review of impacts of potential
3" runway

- City Land Use Plan will detail a land use review process for a potential
3" runway




Where have we been?

APRIL 2008 PAG SIDEBOARDS #6 and #7

Development of a 3" parallel runway requires:

a) National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review
(alternatives analysis)

b) City Council approval
c) Identified funding source

Updated 2010 PDX master plan would likely include the 3" runway in
the Airport Layout Plan (ALP), just as it is in the 2000 PDX Master
Plan




Where have we been?

APRIL 2008 PAG SIDEBOARDS #6 and #7 (continued)

I ALP required by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

I Acceptance of it by FAA “does not in any way constitute a commitment
on the part of the United States to participate in any development
depicted therein, nor does it indicate that the proposed development is
Ienvironmentally acceptable in accordance with appropriate public
aws”

I Does not mean the Port intends to construct it any time soon, if ever

I Simply means the Port has reserved an appropriate amount of land in
case the need materializes

I At the time, it was unknown how the ALP will relate to the City’s Land
Use Plan because this was the first time Port has undertaken a
legislative land use process with the City

I Staff committed to studying, tracking, and reporting to the PAG
Approved by PAG: 1=23, 2=2 (Bergman, Weigant), 3=0
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Where have we been?

JANUARY 2009 - 10 STEP PROPCESS: STEP 3 - TEST 90™ PERCENTILE

I Should the PAG's final report to the Port and City include policies and
recommendations that preserve the options for a 3" runway and both
terminal options for future generations to decide (i.e., height overlay,
noise overlay, road right-of-way, etc.)?

I If yes, what are those recommendations (i.e. what actions and when
would they take effect)? This will involve an exploration of the
associated opportunities and risks

I If yes, any such recommendation would not need to imply even tacit
approval of a 3™ runway or terminal concept

I If yes, should we recommend actions now or defer those actions for
later consideration as part of the Ongoing Public Involvement
Strategy?

I PAG approved staff and consultants going forward with the process

All members present voting 1, except Eric Meyer, abstaining to consult with Erwin




Where have we been?

JANUARY 2009 - 10 STEP PROPCESS: STEP 3 - TEST 90™ PERCENTILE
(continued)

I Staff, consultants, and the PAG have now studied and reviewed the
forecast, facilities requirements, and alternatives

I Noise, Height, Traffic, Natural Resources, and Economic Development
data has emerged

I Land Use Plan outline and ongoing public involvement concepts were
developed and have received PAG working draft approval




Where are we now?

3RD RUNWAY DISCUSSION

I Consultants and Staff do not believe, based on emerging data, that we
currently need to do anything significant to preserve the option for a 3
runway and both terminal options for future generations to decide

I Some housekeeping recommended

Big Picture Result:
1) No 3" runway/decentralized terminal allowed within plan district
2) Neither saying “YES” or “NO” to 3" runway/decentralized terminal

3) Further study triggered by approximately 400,000 annual operations
(265,000 operations in 2008)

4) These issues would go to OPIS

5) Would require a new Port master plan process / identified funding
6) Would require City process (i.e. Airport Futures)

7) Would require a NEPA process




Where are we now?

CITY LAND USE PLAN - NEEDS THROUGH 2035

1) Height Overlay
a. No change
b. Housekeeping

2) Landscaping Standards
a. Minor changes

3) Natural Resources and Traffic (more in September)
a. Study and mitigation

4) Noise Contours
a. No change to 65 DNL

b. September follow-up: 55-65 DNL, supplemental metrics, City
versus Port actions (outside 3" runway discussion)

5.) Plan District Boundary
a. Not influenced by 3" runway




Where are we now?

CITY LAND USE PLAN - NEEDS THROUGH 2035

A Updates based on emerging data: height, noise, natural resources,
traffic

A Supports conclusion for not addressing 3™ runway/decentralized
terminal option

A Minor housekeeping only

A Conclusion consistent with PAG Vision & Values
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Testing the 90" Percentile Forecast

2000 MASTER PLAN - CENTRALIZED TERMINAL OPTION
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Testing the 90" Percentile Forecast

RUNWAY LENGTH

- 2000 Master Plan showed a 11,925’ x 200’ runway

- Longrunway used in analysis for City height and noise overlays,
Columbia Slough, NE 339, and area land uses

- Subsequent analysis leans towards:
Width can be narrowed to 150’ (current standard)
Length can likely be shortened to:
10,000’ or 9,000’ or 8,500’ (length of new SEATAC runway)

- Jacobs reviewing utility of shorter runway
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Testing the 90" Percentile Forecast

HEIGHT OVERLAY

Should the City modify the existing height overlay to preserve the
option for a 3" parallel runway beyond 2035?

Staff’s emerging concept: NO, but do some housekeeping

Reason: low probability of 3" runway, limited area
affected, existing height limits, and cost to retrofit height

overlay

Housekeeping: apply to annexed areas of Portland
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TESTING THE 90" PERCENTILE
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EMERGING STAFF RECOMMEDATION
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Height Overlay - Emerging Staff Concept

CROSS SECTION - DUE SOUTH FROM EAST END OF EXISTING N. RUNWAY
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Housekeeping Measure: address
through code height overlay on
Alameda Ridge
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Testing the 90" Percentile Forecast

HEIGHT OVERLAY

Should the City modify the existing height overlay to preserve the
option for a 3" parallel runway beyond 2035?

Staff’s emerging concept: NO, but do some housekeeping

Reason: low probability of 3" runway, limited area
affected, existing height limits, and cost to retrofit height

overlay

Housekeeping: apply to annexed areas of Portland
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Testing the 90" Percentile Forecast

LANDSCAPING STANDARDS FOR NEW DEVELOPMENT

Should the City modify the area where airport specific landscaping
standards apply to new development or significant redevelopment
beyond Port owned property for a possible 3"! parallel runway?

Current Standards

- Applied through Conditional
Use Master Plan and Portland
International Center Plan
District

- Only Port owned property

Emerging Staff Concept:
NO - for a possible 3 runway

YES - apply standards to a small
area beyond Port owned property
for safety and consistency with
Wildlife Hazard Management Plan
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Landscaping Standards - Species
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