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Durham
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King City
Sherwood
Tigard
Tualatin
Washington County
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Unified Sewerage Agency ( USA)
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Executive Summary

information about USA's legal authority, implementation measures for each Jurisdiction,
and a summary of the existing policies and regulations that relate to Title 3. The report
is divided into three sections as follows:

Section 1. Analysis of 2000 USA Design & Construction Standards. As

i 8 of the Functiona Plan, USA evaluated the current draft of the
Proposed 1999 Standards (usa Standards) and finds that they are in substantial
compliance with the requirements of Title 3, Sections 1-4. Taple A, below, illustrates

Section 3, Existing Protections in Local Jurisdictions. This section evaluates
€ach jurisdictions comprehensive Plan, zoning and development ordinances, and other
implementing ordinances to give additional information about the existing standards “op
the books” that Currently provide for flood Mmanagement, erosion control.and water
quality protection. This section also summarizes the current relationship between each
jurisdiction and Usa through code language or intergovernmental agreement (1GA).
Copies of the IGAs are attached in Appendix D,

Appendices, The pertinent documents are attached at the end of this report for
reference.,
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Sensitive Area

Requj réement -

Deﬁnition/Protected Water Adjacent enhancement
Feature Type to wQsay vegetated corri
Protected
Water

Feat

USA Standards!

Streams with intermittens
flow draining 10 to <50
acreg

Not
Protecteg

First 15 fegt
must be in
“good”
condition

Streams angd 5prings with
intermittent flow draining
250 to <100 acres

*  Wetlands <q.50 acres

15 fest

0 feet unlagg
m

Existing or crea

= 0.5 acres;

" Natural lakes and ponds;

°  Rivers, streame and springs
With year round flow; and

®  Streams with intermittent
flow draining »100 acres,

ted wetlands Primary
Protected
Water

Features’

Encourag&
not require

condition or
whole
buffer j¢
less than 50
feer

Streams with inte:
draining:
. 10to <50 acres

Tmittent flow

Not
protected

. 250 to <100 acres

Secandary
water
featurest

Existing of createg 50 = 200 feet, Measure | 5p— 200 feet, if First SO feet Encouragag
wetlands;

in 25’ increments from Measure in 25 Mmust bein | qot required
* .3 Natural lakes gng ponds; starting point ta top of increments from “goog_"
- Rivers, streame and springs favine, plus 35 from top Starting point to Conditian or
with year round flow; and of raving® top of bank, plus whole

®  Streams with Intermittent

50" from top of
flow draining 2100 acres,

bank.”

buffer jf
less than 50
feet

' USA Starting Point for mcdsurement: Edge of defined channel (bankfy| flow),'delineated wetland, delineated spring boundary,
and/or average high water for lakes or ponds whichever is Brearest resource protectign, Intermittent Springs located a minimum

3 C inary Protected Water Feature s all perennial Streams and streams draining greater than 100 acres, Title 3
wetlands, natura lakes and ponds, '
‘us

A Standards: Allows 200 reduction with Stamped gegtechnical Feport demonstrating stable slope
Metro Code: Allgws 25' reduction with Beotechnical repory dcmonstran'ng stable slopes
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Executive Stmmary

Estimated Timeframes

Jurisdiction

Local Option Choices

Estimated Timing of Notes
Amendments

Beaverton

1,2,3,4

3,4

Consistent with

Juiy 2000 extension request

Cornelius

2,3,4

Consistént with

October 2000 extension request

Durham

1,2

Consistent with

June 2000 extension request

Forest Grove

2,3

IGA Amendments
after USA adoption,
consistent with
extension request

May 2000

Hillshboro

2,3

Consistent with

August 2000 extension request

King City

Planning
amendments
concurrent with UR
Master Pian,
consistent with
extension request

May 2000

Sherwood

3,4

Consistent with

June 2000 extension request

Tigard

3,4

Consistent with

July 2000 extension request

Tualatin

2,34

Consistent with

July 2000 extension request

Washington
County
unincorporated)

Consistent with

October 2000 extension request

Option 1: Make no ch

Option 2: Amend IGA " ;
Option 3: Amend local ordinances to update references to 2000 USA Standards
0

ption 4: Make other co

anges and implement the existing IGA

nforming amendments to local ordinances
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