








WRITTEN REPORT
FOR DOCUMENTING COMPLIANCE WITH CITY OF EUGENE
WATER QUALITY FUNCTION RATING SYSTEM
“EXAMPLE SITE #27

Applicant: Example Site #2

Maplot: 1705173101112

Site Address: 1234 Example Site #2

In accordance with R-9.4770-D, 2.4, the following written report is provided:
1. Preparer of Site Plans:

Name: Example, Site Plan #2

Qualifications:. Oregon Licensed Architect

2. Content
2.1 StePlan | - Pre-Proposal Conditions

a) Lot dimensions (see Site Plan) and area: 14,156 square feet (0.32 acres).

b) The site contains the entire waterway channel including both streambanks. The waterway affecting
thislot isa Headwater Stream; the setback Measurement Point is the centerline of the stream; the
setback is 40 feet; extent of lot affected by the Water Quality Management Areais 5,930 square
feet (42% of lot area).

c) Existing uses on the site includes a single family residence.

d) A portion of the residence, approximately 150 square feet, islocated in the Water Quality
Management Area and is determined to be an exclusion per EC 9.4778(3)1. Thisexclusion reduces
the overal Water Quality Management Area on the site to 5,930 square feet, resulting in a Water
Quality Management Arearating of 4.

€) The remaining portion of the residence is located outside the Water Quality Management Area.

f) Existing vegetation within Water Quality Management Areais 100% multi-layered with trees,
shrubs and other similar vegetation with a mixture of native and non-native vegetation, resulting in
a Pollutant Filtration, Erosion Prevention, Shading rating of 5.

g) Thereis evidence of bed downcutting and streambank instability along approximately 21 feet of the
streambed and streambank, resulting in arating of 2.

2.2 Ste Plan Il — Post-Proposal Conditions

a) In addition to the information contained in Site Plan | (a) — (c), the following required information
is provided on b) through g).

b) The request includes an adjustment to EC 9.8030(25)(a)(5) asthe parcel is greater than 13,500
square feet and the Water Quality Management Area affects more than 33% of thelot (i.e., 42%).
The proposed use would reduce the Water Quality Management Area by 525 square feet (to 38%
of total lot area).

¢) Not applicable.




d) The proposed use within the Water Quality Management Areais a portion (525 square feet) of an
existing single family residence. The proposed encroachment impacts the water quality function
rating system of the pre-proposal conditions by reducing the water quality management area from
arating of “5” to a“3.” Refer to the Water Quality Function Rating Table.

€) The proposed use will impact the Pollutant Filtration, Erosion Prevention, Channel Shading
function by eliminating 525 square feet of vegetation within the Water Quality Management Area
resulting in areduced rating from 5 to 4.

f) Measures proposed to mitigate the adjustment impact are shown on Site Plan || and are applied to
the “Bed and Bank Stability” function where 20% of the channel bed and banks will be repaired
including 3 grade control features and bi oengineering measures including willow fascines along
toe of bank and willow stakes on the bank spaced t feet on center (96 stakestotal). These
measures will improve Bed and Bank Stability rating from 2 to 5.

2.3 Water Quality Function Rating Table. The following table documents the individual and overall
water quality function conditions under pre-proposal (total score 12), post-proposal without mitigation
(total score 9), and post-proposal with mitigation conditions (total score 12).

Water Quality Function Rating Table
Pre-Proposal | Post-Proposal | Post-Proposal Net Change
Water Quality Points vyi'thogt with M!tigation from Pre-
Function (1-5) M itigation Points Proposal to
Points (1-5) Post-Proposal
(1-5) Points
Water Quality S 3 3 -2
Management Area
Pollutant Filtration, 5 4 4 -1
Erosion Prevention,
Shading*
Streambed and 2 2 5 +3
Streambank Stability
Total 12 9 12 0

As shown in the table above and reflected on Site Plan [1, it is hereby certified that the water quality
function rating under post-proposal conditions with mitigation measures will be equal to pre-proposal

conditions.

(signature, date, and stamp of certified preparer)




-Exhibit A

Findings in Support of Adoption
Administrative Rule R-9.4770
/WQ Water Quality Overlay Zone

Wlth its recent passage of Ordinance No. 20430, the City of Eugene adopted provisions in its -

land use code to regulate activities in areas that impact the water quality of important waterways
within the City. The administrative rule carries out two dlrectlves in -the 1mp1ements two
d1rect1ves in Ordinance No. 20430. :

Section 25 of Ordlnance No. 20430 adopts the electronic Water Quality Waterways Map, which

depicts the location of lot lines, applicable setback measurement points (centerline or top of high
. bank) and /WQ Management Areas. EC 9.4778(d) directs the City Manager to adopt an

administrative rule describing the procedures the City used to map the /WQ setbacks on the
Water Quality Waterways Map. Pursuant to EC 9.4786(2), the City is to consider those
procedures described in the administrative rule when it reviewsfuture requests for a Water
- Quality Waterways Map correction or a request for removal of the /WQ Overlay Zone.

Pursuant to 9.4780(2), 9.4780(3), and 9.8030(25), some uses, activities and adjustments within
the /WQ Overlay Zone can be allowed/approved if the applicant submits a certification that after
the use, activity or adjustment is in place, there will be a water quality function rating equal to or
greater than that which existed before the use, activity or adjustment. This certification must be
based on the City’s Water Quality Function Rating System that, pursuant to EC 9.4782, is
contained in an administrative order to be adopted by the City Manager in accordance with EC

9.2019. EC 9.4782 directs the City Manager to set out in the administrative rule a process for

evaluating a specific /WQ Management Area’s water quality function based on the presence or
frequency of enumerated characteristics.

The administrative rule is not a land use regulatlon However, since it implements provisions in
the City’s land use code, the City manager’s adoption of the order is arguably a “land use
decision.” The City recognizes that state law does not require a local government to show
consistency with the Statewide Planning Goals when making an administrative land use decision.
However, because the administrative rule implements a land use regulation, the findings set forth
below are 1ntended to demonstrate such consistency.

Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement. ' To develop a citizen involvement program that insures the
opportunity for citizens to be involved in-all phases of the planning process.

The City has acknowledged provisions for citizen involvement that ensure the opportunity for |

citizens to be involved in all phases of the planning process and set out requirements for such
involvement. The proposed administrative rule will not amend the citizen involvement program.
The process for adopting these amendments complies with Goal 1 since it complies with, and
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surpasses Eugene’s requirements for the adoption of an administrative rule. Specifically, the
City provided notice of, and held, a public hearing and considered all testimony received.

Goal 2 - Land Use Planning. To establish a land use planning process and policy framework as
a basis for all decisions and actions related to use of land and to assure an adequate factual
basis for such decisions and actions. ~

. The record shows that there is an adequate factual base for the adoption of the rule. EC
9.4778(d) directs the City Manager to adopt an administrative rule describing the procedures the
City used to map the /WQ setbacks on the Water Quality Waterways Map. EC 9.4782 directs
the City Manager to adopt an administrative rule setting out the City’s Water Quality Function
Rating System. The rule does not affect any other governmental units. There are no Goal 2
Exceptions required. Therefore, the amendments are consistent with Goal 2. '

Goal 3 - Agricultural Lands. To preservé agricultural lands.

' The amendments do not affect any land designated for agncultural use. Therefore, Goal 3 does
not apply.

- Goal 4 - Forest Lands. To conserve forest lands.

The amendments do not éffect any land desighated for forest use. Therefore, Goal 4 does not
apply.

Goal 5 - Open Spaces, Scenic and Historic Areas, and Natural Resources. To conserve open
space and protect natural and scenic resources.

These amendments do not create or amend the cityss list of Goal 5 resources, do not amend a
code provision adopted in order to protect a significant Goal 5 resource or to address specific
requirements of Goal 5, do not allow new uses that could be conflicting uses'with a-significant
Goal 5 resource site and do not amend the acknowledged UGB. Therefore, Goal 5 does not

N apply.

. Goal 6 - Air, Water and land Resource Quality. T o maintain and improve the quality of the air,
water and land resources of the state.

Goal 6 addresses waste and process discharges from development, and is aimed at protecting air,
water and land from impacts from those discharges. The City’s /WQ regulations implement Goal,
as a a key aspect of the City’s response to federal Clean Water Act regulations, specifically the

Upper Willamette Basin Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL). Several waterways in Eugene do
not state water quality standards for certain pollutants. For these waterways, the state of Oregon
Department of Environmental Quality, the state agency charge with implementing TMDL
regulations, has developed the Upper Willamette TMDL to bring these waterways back into
compliance with state standards. The Upper Willamette TMDL allocates pollutant loads to
designated management agencies, including the City of Eugene that have the authority to
implement water quality improvements within their jurisdictional boundaries. One management
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strategy identified in the Upper Willamette TMDL for addressing multiple pollutants is the
application of streamside buffers. The administrative rule impléments the /WQ regulations and is
therefore, also consistent with Statewide Planning Goal 6. '

Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Disasters and Hazards. To Protect life and property from
natural disasters and hazards.

The administrative rule-does not effect the Cityas restrictions on development in areas subject to
natural disasters and hazards. Further, the amendments do not allow for new development that
could result in a natural hazard. Therefore, Goal 7 does not apply.

~ Goal 8 - Recreational Needs. To satisfy the recreational needs of the citizens of the state and
visitors, and where appropriate, to provide for the siting of necessary recreational facilities
including destination resorts. '

The administrative rule does not effect the cityss provisions for recreation areas, facilities or
recreational opportunities. Therefore, Goal 8 does not apply.

Goal 9 - Economic Development. To provide adequate opportunities throughout the state for a
variety of economic activities vital to the health, welfare, and prosperity of Oregons citizens.

The administrative rule does not impact the supply of industrial or commercial lands. Therefore,
_ it is consistent with Goal 9.

Goal 10 - Housing. To provide for the housing needs of citizens of the state.

The administrative rule does not impact the supply of residential lands. Therefore, it is
consistent with Goal 10. ‘

Goal 11- Public Facilities and Services. To plan and develop a timely, orderly and efficient
arrangement of public facilities and services. to serve as a framework for urban and rural
development. :

The administrative rule does not effect the Cityss provision of public facilities and services.
Therefore, Goal 11 does not apply. ' '

Goal 12- Transportation. To provide and encourage a safe, convenient and economic
transportation system. : ‘

The administrative rule does not implicate the requirements of Goal 12.

Goal 13 - Energy Conservation. To conserve energy.

The administrative rule does not concern energy conservation. Therefore, Goal 13 does not
apply. : -
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Goal 14 - Urbanization. To provide for an orderly and efficient transition from rural to urban
.land use. '

The administrative rule does not affect the Cityas provisions regarding the transition of land from
rural to urban uses. Therefore, Goal 14 does not apply.

Goal 15 - Willamette River Greenway. To protect, conserve, enhance and maintain the natural,
scenic, historical, agricultural, economic and recreational qualities of lands along the
Willamette River as the Willamette River Greenway.

~ The administrative rule does not contain any changes that affect the regulation of areas within
the Willamette River Greenway. Therefore, Goal 15 does not apply.

Goals 16 - 19. Estuarine Resources, Coastal Shorelands, Beaches and Dunes, .and Ocaen
resources.

These Statewide Planning Goals do not apply to the administrative rule.
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