
 
 

 

 

To: Columbia River Gorge Commission 
From:  Michael Lang, Conservation Director, Friends of the Columbia Gorge 
Re: Comments on the Draft Budget Priorities 2023-25 
 
DATE:  April 15, 2022 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft budget priorities for the Columbia River Gorge 
Commission. On the behalf of Friends of the Columbia Gorge (“Friends”), I provided oral testimony on 
the draft budget at the April 12 meeting, but my time was limited and I missed a couple of items. I hope 
these suggestions are helpful. 

Friends supports the following priorities for the 2023-25 Budget:  

1. Preparation for future plan review/amendments by continuing data gathering and analysis to 
determine whether scenic, natural, cultural and recreation resources are being protected and 
enhanced; agricultural lands, forest lands and open spaces are protected and enhanced; and 
growth and development are being encouraged to occur within existing urban areas. This will 
inform the Commission, Forest Service, Tribes and the public as to whether the existing 
Management Plan is consistent with the purposes and standards of the National Scenic Area Act 
(“Scenic Area Act”). 

a. Funding for the Vital Signs Indicator Program with the focus on prioritizing and 
implementing indicators that specifically inform whether the policies and guidelines in 
the Plan are meeting the requirements of the Scenic Area Act.  

b. Implement the climate action plan with priority focus on areas within the Commission’s 
authority and to determine whether the policies in the Management Plan are fulfilling 
the requirements of the Scenic Area Act. 

c. Demonstrate that the Commissioners work prioritizes core functions, collaborates with 
partners to reduce costs, and is focused on outcomes that fulfill statutory obligations.  

2. Monitoring development and enforcing violations of the National Scenic Area Act throughout 
the scenic area, as mandated by the Act and the Gorge Commission’s rules in Commission Rule 
350-30.  

3. Funding for GIS development and database replacement, including data migration. 

4. Increased capacity for public engagement, including tribes and Spanish-speaking communities.  

a. Retain a Spanish translator. We have received input from community leaders of this 
need. We have also received input that Microsoft or Google translation tools are not 
effective in translating agency materials for Spanish-speaking members of the 
community.  

http://www.gorgecommission.org/images/uploads/pdfs/Commission%20Rule%20350-30%2020110501.pdf
http://www.gorgecommission.org/images/uploads/pdfs/Commission%20Rule%20350-30%2020110501.pdf


5. Increase legal support: The Commission needs additional funding for legal support to handle the 
numerous legal challenges pending before it and to meet the needs of both the Commission 
staff and the Commissioners. Additional funding is needed to hire a second in-house counsel, as 
well as for outside legal support (including from the attorneys general of Oregon and 
Washington).

6. Hearings officer: Consider requesting funding to contract with a hearings officer to hear appeals 
of county and Commission staff land use decisions, or at least to conduct preliminary hearings 
with final appeal decisions made by Commissioners. Review by a hearings officer would be 
especially valuable for appeals of Commission staff decisions, which require de novo hearings 
that can be complex and time-consuming, and that often necessitate immediate rulings on the 
admissibility of evidence and procedural issues. The assistance of a hearings officer should result 
in more consistent decisions and would free Commissioners to focus on their policy and 
administrative roles. Hearings officers are common with boards and commissions that have 
similar duties as the Gorge Commission. This proposal would require amendments to the 
Commission Rules.

7. Video recordings of meetings: Provide funding for digital storage of Commission meetings so 
that the public may view the meeting at hours that are more convenient, such as in the evening 
when they are not working. Audio recordings are difficult to follow and it is often hard to know 
who is talking. Slides provided in staff presentations are often not accessible on the 
Commission’s website. Many agencies and local jurisdictions have video recordings available to 
the public at a very low cost to the local government. Video recordings of Zoom meetings can 
also be uploaded to YouTube at little to no cost. 


