T A

® /A muLTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

GLADYS McCOY ¢ CHAIR ¢ 248-3308

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 « 248-5220
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE GRETCHEN KAFOURY e DISTRICT 2 » 248-5219
1021 SW. FOURTH AVENUE RICK BAUMAN e DISTRICT 3 » 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 SHARRON KELLEY e DISTRICT 4  248-5213

JANE McGARVIN ¢  Clerk e 248-3277

AGENDA OF
MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
FOR THE WEEK OF
November 6 - 10, 1989
Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 9:00 AM - Executive Session. . Page 2
. 9:30 AM - Planning Items . . . Page 2
Informal Briefings

Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 1:30 PM - Informal Meeting . . Page'3

Thursday, November 9, 1989 - 9:30 AM - Formal . . . . . . Page
Work Session. . . . Page

(W

NOTE: COUNTY OFFICES WILL BE CLOSED FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1989
VETERANS DAY OBSERVED

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 9:00 AM

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Executive Session regarding Real Property Transactions [allowed
under ORS 192.660 (1) (e)]

Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

Decisions of the Planning Commission of October 9, 1989, reported
to the Board for acknowledgment by the County Chair:

1. LD 10-89 Deny requested Lot of Exception, based upon a
tie vote of the Planning Commission. The
Planning Commission considered the attached
Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and
written testimony. A tie vote on the request
constitutes a denial.

2., LD 11-89 Deny requested 1l.5-acre Lot of Exception, based
upon a tie vote of the Planning Commission. The
Planning Commission considered the attached
Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and
written testimony. A tie vote on the request
constitutes a denial.

3. Auto Wrecker's License - New - with
recommendation of Planning Division that same be
approved for Jack H. Benson, dba A and B
Automotive and Towing, Inc., 5838 SE 11llth Avenue

4, CcS 7-89 Final Order in the matter of adopting Findings,
Conclusions and Conditions for the Approval of
community service designation to allow
development of a Tri-Met Terminus facility, for
property located at 13525 SE Foster Road
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. INFORMAL BRIEFINGS
Tuesday, November 7, 1989
(following Planning Items)

1. Review issues and questions concerning negotiations with
the Library Association of Portland and discussion of
future direction for the County

2. OSU Extension Service-North Willamette Research and
Extension Center - presentation to focus on mission of the
District Extension Center; enhanced opportunities for
Extension education programs dealing with horticultural

crops, to benefit County - Paul Sunderlund, Dr. Lloyd
Martin, Dr. Dave Adams

PUBLIC TESTIMONY WILL NOT BE TAKEN AT INFORMAL MEETINGS

Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 1:30 PM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
INFORMAL
1. TIME CERTAIN 1:30 PM - Follow-up to October 31, 1989
Informal presentation of CIP II - Duane Zussy, Gary Smith
2. Demonstration of hand-held computer inspection system for
food service inspections in Environmental Health Program-

Duane Zussy, Art Bloom

3. Informal Review of Formal Agenda of November 9, 1989

PUBLIC TESTIMONY WILL NOT BE TAKEN AT INFORMAL MEETINGS
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Thursday, November 9, 1989 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

Formal Agenda

CONSENT CALENDAR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Cc-1

C-3

Order in the Matter of Establishment of N.E. Oregon Street
from N.E. 160th Avenue, easterly 321.03 feet to a point
lying 24.00 feet east of the west line of N.E. 16lst Avenue
as a county road to be known as N.E. Oregon Street, No. 4968

Order in the Matter of Establishment of N.E. 165th Avenue
from a point 138.73 feet south of N.E. Holladay Street
southerly 120.00 feet as a county road to be known as N.E,.
165th Avenue, No. 4970

Order in the Matter of Establishment of N.E. 16lst Avenue
from the north line of N.E. Oregon Street northerly 159.00
feet to the south line of Tract '"C'" Peace Rose as a county
road to be known as N.E. 16lst Avenue, No. 4969

REGULAR AGENDA

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

R-4 In the matter of the appointment of Kristin E. Oliveres to
the Expo Center Advisory Committee, term expiring December,
1991

R-5 In the matter of the appointment of Karen Hefflin (lay
citizen) to the Children and Youth Services Commission,
term expiring October, 1990

R-6 In the matter of the appointments of Scot Groupe, Lillie
Leikas, and Norman Reiter to the Council on Chemical
Dependency, terms expiring November, 1991

NONDEPARTMENTAL
R-7 TIME CERTAIN REQUESTED 9:30 AM - In the Matter of

Presentation of the Citizen Involvement Committee's County
Visions Report




DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES

R-8

R-9

In the Matter of Ratification of the Collective Bargaining
Agreement between Multnomah County, Multnomah County
Sheriff and the Multnomah County Corrections Officers
Association for period July 1, 1989 to June 30, 1992

Budget Modification DGS #1 reclassification of six (6)
Property Appraiser Supervisors to Program Supervisors in
the Assessment & Taxation Division with additional funds
coming from salary savings (Continued from August 31 - now
being referred back from Department)

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE SERVICES

R-10

R-11

In the Matter of Ratification of an Intergovernmental
Agreement with the State of Oregon Department of Insurance
and Finance to reimburse Community Corrections Division 507%
of employer's wage payment for a period September 25, 1989
to March 25, 1990

Budget Modification DJS #8 reflecting additional revenues
in the amount of $180,714 from FINVEST Grant to the
District Attorney's Office, Federal/State, various line

items, relating to the Financial Investigation Program
(FINVEST) Grant

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-12 Order in the Matter of appointment of Phillip Trautmann to
the Board of Skyline Crest Road District No. 1

R-13 In the Matter of Recommendation to purchase the Mead
Building, 451 S.W. 5th Avenue, Portland - as an office
annex for County Department of Human Services

NONDEPARTMENTAL

R-14  Resolution in the Matter of the Purpose of Approving the
Regional Tourism Strategy Request Proposed by the Oregon
Tourism Alliance

R-15 In the Matter of announcement of Board Liaison Assignments
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WORK SESSION
(following Formal Meeting)
Request Time Certain 10:30 AM - Update and Board
discussion of point factor system used in

Classification/Compensation Study to give staff and Policy
Advisory Committee policy direction

Thursday Meetings of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners are

recorded

0501C.34-

and can be seen at the following times:

Thursday, 10:00 PM, Channel 11 for East and West side
subscribers

Friday, 6:00 PM, Channel 27 for Rogers Multnomah East
subscribers

Saturday 12:00 PM, Channel 21 for East Portland and East
County subscribers

39



SUPPLEMENTAL AGENDA Thursday, November 9, 1989

‘ FORMAL

NONDEPARTMENTAL

R-7 CANCEL - TIME CERTAIN REQUESTED 9:30 AM - In the Matter
of Presentation of the Citizen Involvement Committee's
County Visions Report

R-16 Resolution in the matter of County Participation in Phase
Two of the Community Integration Project (Fairview
downsizing)

0501C.40
11/9/89



‘ 10/30/89 (For Clerk sk : |
DA TTED
TE SUBMI . Meeting Datgwe) 1989

Agenda No.

R.EOUESTEORPLACEMENT(X\J'IHEAGB\IDA

Subject: Real Estate Transaction

Infcrmal Only* “/7 /87 Q’Mﬁ’r"—— Formal Only
(Date) (Date)

DEPARITIENT DHS & DES ' ___ DIVISION _ Administration
Jim Emerson, Paul Yarborough, Duane Zusé%

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD FEmerson, Yarborough, Zussy

BRIEF SUMMARY Shculd include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state—
rent of raticnale for 'che_action requested.

Executive Sassion regarding real estate transaction.

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTICN REQUESTED:

[:].INFORMATION oNLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTION (L] ApPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED (1 AGENDA

IMPACT':

D. P.ERSONNEL

[ Frscar/moncerany
Ny [::] General Fund

E Other

SIGIATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, FLECTED OFFICIAL, or OOUNTY cnunzssxcuen('
BUDGET / PERSOMNEL ' /

CCUNTY QCUMSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)
OTHER '

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

If requesting unanimous ccnsent, state situaticn requiring emergency acticn on back.

(8/84)"



OFFICE MEMORANDUM . . . DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

TO: Board of County Commissioners October 30, 1989

Date

FROM: Paul Yarborough

SUBJECT: Mead Building Purchase
CONFIDENTIAL

Attached is confidential information for you on the purchase of the
Mead Building for the Executive Session on November 7, 1989.




LN

e
s et Ve
o ot ? -

AR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
DIVISION OF FACILITIES AND

. GLADYS McCOY
;?0225'2?, ¥,’}5{3§5‘3§“” MULTNOMAH COUNTY CHAIR
PORTLAND, OREGON 97202
(503) 248-3322
MEMORANDUM
T0: Board of County Commissioners
FROM: F. Wayne George, Director
Facilities & Property Management
DATE: October 27, 1989
RE: PROPOSED PURCHASE OF MEAD BUILDING

The projections of program growth and space needs made by DHS during the space
planning process last year are proving to be accurate, perhaps even.

conservative. After review and tours of many nearby buildings, the Mead
Building has been selected as the "Gill Annex" site discussed in the Space
Study. The Board directed Facilities Management to negotiate a purchase deal
for the building, subject to final Board approval.

Occupancy of this building will allow DHS to accommodate growth in all 3

divisions which have shared, and filled, the Gill Building: Aging Services, .

Social Services, and Health. Aging Services moved to the Mead Building

October 20 under a lease, which will be cancelled if we buy the building. DHS

projects that Social Services will gradually shift functions to the Mead
Building over several years, leaving the Gill Building available entirely for
the Health Division. Purchase of the Mead Building is in keeping with the
County’s long-term commitment to a Human Services Center in downtown Portland,
and with the County’s intention to enjoy the benefits of ownership rather than
tenancy. These benefits include lower long-term costs, and immediate control
over space availability.

The attached background and data sheet is provides you more specifics on the

building. Financial information should be considered confidential until -the

Board is ready to approve it. The purchase price proposed is the result of
over a month of negotiations with the building owner, and has been accepted by
him, subject to Board approval. The building owner is no longer interested in
Edgefield. We anticipate that most of this data (excepting only the lease
income information) should be available in handout form at the formal meeting
at which you consider the proposal.

Please call if you have questions.
JE:CLS
cc: Dave Boyer

Paul Yarborough
Duane Zussy

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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CONFIDENTIAL
MEAD BUILDING
421 S.M. 5th Avenue

Background to Purchase Proposal

The County believes that it is fiscally responsible to own those buildings
which house major, long term County programs, rather than leasing space for
those programs. Purchase of the Mead Building will provide the space which
the Department of Human Services needs for program expansion for less money
than if they leased that space for 10 years. Ownership also will provide the
County with control over space availability, so that growth can be phased and
disruptive, costly relocations can be avoided.

Intended County Use of Building

The Department of Human Services will relocate the Aging Services Division and
Social Services Division to the Mead Building from the County-owned Gill
Building nearby, over several years. This will give both of those divisions,

plus the Health Division in the Gill Building, room to accommodate new program

needs as mandated by the State and as provided by Federal grants. Department

administrative functions for Human Services and Justice Services may relocate - .

to the Mead Building as well.

Retail tenants in the ground floor and basement mall will remain. Non-County
office tenants will remain until their space is needed, providing operating
income. : ’

Data

- Built: 1912 .

- Structure: Reinforced concrete frame, brick veneer

- Location: S.W. S5th & Washington. On bus mall. One block from Gill Bldg.

- Site Size: 1/4 block

- Size: 83,480 gross sq. ft. in 7 stories plus basement & Mezzanine

68,381 rentable area
- Initial County Occupant: Aging Services Division: 3rd Floor and part of 2nd
Floor. October 1989 : : '

- 2 Passenger Elevators serving B-7. Freight elevator serving B-3.

- Fully air conditioned

- Proposed Purchase Price: $2,600,000 (includes $144,000 of improvements for

Aging Services Division)

- Asking Price: $3,144,000 (including ASD improvements)

- Assessed Value: $2,100,000 (before ASD improvements) :

- Proposed Financing Method: County-issued Certificates of Participation

- Note: County intends to also finance $1,000,000. to cover design,

engineering, construction, and moves into building over 5 years, to
fill the building.

- For comparison: The Mead Building costs $38.02 per rentable square foot.
Similar buildings for sale in that area have asking prices
of from $49 to $56/s.f. A new building would cost
approximately $150/rentable s.f. (including site). Lease
costs for comparable space in that area are 7.50-12.50/s.f./
year.

JE:CLS:102789
~ JE:CLS
102589




' CONFIDENTIAL
MEAD BUILDING, 421 S.W. 5th Avenue

REVENUE/EXPENSE DATA AS OF OCTOBER 1989
REVENUE

RETAIL
Sq. ft. leased 10,553
Current income $102,700/year
(Average of $9.73/occupied sq. ft./yr.)
Sq. ft. vacant 10,033

OFFICE (Non-County)
Sq. ft. leased 13,732
Current income $104,112/year
(Average of $7.58/occupied sq. ft./yr.)
Sq. ft. vacant 19,593

Total Non-County Income $206,812/year

OFFICE (County: ASD)
Sq. ft. leased 12,288
Lease cost $86,016/yr.
($7.00/sq. ft./yr.)
Provided by grant ' $ 82,944/year
($6.75/sq. ft./yr.)

STORAGE & MECHANICAL 2,182 sq. ft.

TOTAL RENTABLE AREA ' 68,381 sq. ft.
TODAY'S TOTAL NON-COUNTY + GRANT INCOME: $289,756/year

Our intent is to lease out the remaining retail space long-term. The vacant
office space will house some short term leases until the County takes the
space. a

Anticipated average additional retail revenue is $80,000/year.
Anticipated average additional office revenue is $70,000/year (non-County),.

until SSD moves in; then grant will provide, initially, $120,000/year for
their space.

Revenue Summary: 1st year $300,000.
(w/o inflation) 2nd-3rd years to $450,000.
By 5th year $500,000.
BUILDING EXPENSES (Anticipated ‘89-'90)
Utilities & Maintenance $140,000.
Property Taxes @ 100% : 70,000.

Supplies, Advertising & Admin.

10,000.

$220,000/year

When building is full, expenses will increase by $110,000
Total by 3rd year: $330,000/year

JE:CLS:102589



MEAD BUILDING

COST COMPARISON

. Mead Building @ $2.6 Million (Including ASD improvements)
83,480 Gross Sq. Ft. > $31.15/SF Gross

68,381 Net Sq. Ft. > $38.02/SF Net

. Gill Building @ $3,362,459 (16 months earlier)
109,120 Gross Sq. Ft. > $30.81/-SF Gross

89,460 Net Sq. Ft. > $37.58 SF Net

Asking Prices: Similar Age, Condition, & Area of Town

. Mead $3,144,000 $45.98/SF Net

. Cascade/ $6,900,000 $55.60/SF Net
Exchange

. Broadway $3,675,000 $49.27/SF Net

. Wilcox $2,650,000 $55.29/SF Net

. Pendleton $2,200,000 $61.37/SF Net

(Further South)




MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
PURCHASE OF MEAD BUILDING

Wé‘a/ </

SUMMARY
PURCHASE PRICE $2,600
IMPROVEMENTS3 1,000
CLOSING COSTS 60
ISSUE AND UNDERWRITER COSTS 140
RESERVE REQUIREMENTS 385
TOTAL CERTIFICATE ISSUE $4,185
GENERAL INFORMATION:
TYPE OF ISSUE: CERTIFICATES OF PARTICIPATION TAXABLE
TERM OF ISSUE: 20 YEARS
ESTIMATED ANNUAL DEBT REQUIREMENT: $385,000
COMPARISON OF RENT COSTS TO PURCHASE COSTS
(amounts in thousands $000)
RENT DATA OPERATING NET PURCHASE
SPACE COSTS RENT COSTS OF (COSTS)
YEAR NEEDS PER FOOT COSTS PURCHASE SAVINGS
1990 12,300 7.00 86) (259) (98)
1991 16,300 7.37 (120) (603) (280)
1992 36,800 7.76 (286) (610) (127)
1993 44,800 9.17 (411) (616) (134)
1994 44,800 9.66 (433) (623) (124)
1995 56,000 10.17 (570) (630) (84)
1996 56,000 10.71 (600) (638) (64)
1997 56,000 11.28 (632) (645) 43)
1998 56,000 11.88 (665) (653) (20)
1999 56,000 12.50 (700) (661) 3
2000 59,700 13.17 (786) (669) 29
2001 59,700 13.87 (828) (678) 55
2002 59,700 14.60 (872) (687) 84
2003 59,700 15.37 (918) (696) 114
2004 59,700 . 16.19 (966) (705) 145
2005 59,700 17.05 (1,018) (715) 179
2006 59,700 17.95 (1,072) (725) 215
2007 59,700 18.90 (1,128) (735) 253
2008 59,700 19.90 (1,188) (745) 293
2009 59,700 20.96 (1,251) (756) 335
2010 59,700 22.07 (1,318) n) 765
($15,847) ($13,816) $1,496

PREPARED BY FINANCE DIVISION
DEPARTMENT OF GENERAL SERVICES
NOVEMBER 13, 1989 '




MEAD BUILDING

IMPROVEMENTS

CLOSING COSTS

UNDERWRITER DISCOUNT

ISSUE COSTS

RESERVE REQUIREMENTS

TOTAL ISSUE

Debt Service 1989-90
Detr Service
Interest income

YWI

INCOME:
Lease income retail
Lease Income Mead bidg
Iot Income Res Aoct

Reserve socount

COSTS:
Oper & Maint Mead Bldg
Debt Service

Insursace

Net cont of Bldg

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
MEAD BUILDING CASH FLOW ESTIMATES

EXHIBIT

20 YEAR ISSUE

2,600
1,000
60
33
835
385
4,183
130
383
33
20 YEARS
1 2 3 4 3 6 7 ] 9 10 1 12 13. 14 13 16 17 18 19 20
39-90 90-91 91-92 92-93 93-94 94-93 93-96 96-97 97-98 98-99 99-00 00-01 01-02 02-03 03-04 04-05 03-06 06-07 07-08 03-09 09-00 TOTAL )
30 106 199 115 il 7 134 14 149 137 165 174 133 193 203 214 225 237 249 263 m 3,591
95 184 341 338 345 386 407 423 451 47 500 7 535 384 613 648 682 ns 756 7% 338 10,666
16 33 33 3 33 33 33 33 33 33 33 33 3 3 33 33 33 33 33 33 pH) 67t
0 [} 333 383
161 323 433 433 499 347 374 602 633 664 698 733 170 309 851 394 940 938 1,088 1,092 1,538 15,314
(108) (208) Q14) 21) @an Q38) {241) (248) (256) (263) 271) (280) (288) m (305) (315) (324) (334) (344) 334) (365) (5,693)
(130) (385) (333) (3835) (385) (3835) (388) (383) (385) (3835) (385) (335) .(389) (385) (3835) (383) 835) (385) [e2.3)] (38%) (323) (1.850)
[&)] 10) 10 an (1) an (12) a2 (t2) s as) sy (14) (14) a9 as) (16) (16) an an s Q1)
(259) (603) (610) (616) (62%) (630) (638) (645) (633) (661) (669) (678) 687 (696) (10%) Mns) mns) (733) (74%) (156) aen 13,817
(98) (280) an (134) (129) 84) 64) 43) 20 3 29 53 84 114 145 179 218 253 293 335 763 1,497

PREPARED BY FINANCE DIVISION

DEPT OF GENERAL SERVICES

1113789
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November 13, 1989
To Whom It May Concern:

You will find attached a chart outlining the historic and
projected full service rental rates for the central business
district. As can be seen, with the exception of the period
from 1985 to 1987, all classes of office space have
experienced an increasing rental rate trend. In fact, the
period from 1979 to 1984 saw rates increase dramatically as
follows:

Class A at 11% annually,

Class B at 10% annually,

Class C at 13% annually.

After the dip in 1985 through 1986, we saw Class A rates
begin to firm in 1987 through today when rates on new
buildings such as 1000 Broadway are being quoted at over $23
per square foot. Class B and C space began firming in 1988
and continues through today. We expect to see these trends
continue into the future for two reasons. First, the local
and regional economies are vibrant and are therefore
creating new jobs in the service sector which is in turn
creating an increasing demand for office space. Second, the
cost of new construction and the resulting rental rates
(ie., 1000 Broadway) make commercial development of new
space relatively prohibitive and at best a very cautious
economic pursuit. As a result, we will see rental rates for
existing inventory raise substantially before significant
new construction will proceed.

For this analysis, we have used an average annual increase
for all categories of space of 5.3% to project future rate
increases. This is the actual experience for the period of
1979 to 1990. Obviously, this is conservative in that it
barely reflects the current rate of inflation. If you
should have any questions regarding this information feel to
contact me.

Respectfully yours;




Class A, B & C Full Service
Rental Rate History & Projections

336

EY T IC VIS ]
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Year
Sampled Buildings by Claess:
Class A Bidge: Std Ctr, 18t Intarstate, Banj Frankiin MlCiess A Speco EMClaess B Spece WMCless C Space Avgrage rste increeses for all classes
Cless B Bldgs: Boisse Casceds, Crown, Rivieras 1878 to 1990 wes 5.83% which was
Cless C Bldgs: Jaokson, Amer Benk, Exec Bldg used to project for 1991 & beyond.




Forecast of Space Needs for DHS "Dowrntown"

#unctioning Through 1999

P;bgram space shown is net square footage in use.
If space is leased, full-floor leases will be
charged for approximately 15% more space, for common areas.

bl e “3

Division July '87 Nov. '89 July '94 July ‘99
People People  Sq. Ft. People S8q. Ft. People Sq. Ft.
Aging Services Division
A. With Adult Transfer NA NA 70 15,800 84 16,700
B. Without Adult Transfer 31 50 12,288 65 14,800 78 15,500
Target: 200 SF/person Mead
Social Services Division
A. With Adult Transfer NA NA 190 38,000 228 145,600
B. Without Adult Transfer 63 117 18,600 147 28,300 176 28,300
Target: 200 SF/person Gill
Health Division 145 208 48,400 303 70,800 338 70,800
Target: 225 SF/person Gill
Administration 8 15 3,800 20 4,500 24 5,000
Target: 220 SF/person Gill
Total A NA NA 583 %% 674% %%
, 129,100 138,100
Total B 274 390* 83,088 535%* 616*xx*
118,400 119,600
* '87-'89 58% increase o : o
** '89-'94 A, 49% increase B. 37% increase Gill Building hes 70,800 net sq. ft. (excluding retail)
¥*x '89-'99 A, 73% increase B. 58% increase Mead Building has 50,800 net Sq. ft. " "
[2302F]

11-13-89




———=—————ANNOTATED AGENDA
. Tuesday, November 7, 1989 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

Decisions of the Planning Commission of October 9, 1989, reported
to the Board for acknowledgment by-the--County Chair: - : —
1. Ld§10-89 Deny requested Lot of Exception, based upon a

tie vote of the Planning Commission. The
Planning Commission considered the attached
Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and
written testimony. A tie vote on the request
constitutes a denial.

DeNovo - Hearing Date November 28, 1989

2. Lg 11-89 Deny requested l.5-acre Lot of Exception, based
upon a tie vote of the Planning Commission. The
Planning Commission considered the attached
Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and
written testimony. A tie vote on the request .
constitutes a denial.

DeNovo - Hearing Date December 12, 1989

.' 3. : Auto Wrecker's License - New - with
o recommendation of Planning Division that same be
approved for Jack H. Benson, dba A and B
Automotive and Towing, Inc., 5838 SE 11llth Avenue

APPROVED

4, CS 7-89 Final Order in the matter of adopting Findings,
' Conclusions and Conditions for the Approval of
community service designation to allow
development of a Tri-Met Terminus facility, for
property located at 13525 SE Foster Road

Held Over to Tuesday, November 14, 1989

rp97. !
O




Thursday, November 7, 1989

The Board of Commissioners of Multnomah County met at the

Courthouse at 9:30 A.M. this date.

Present: Commissioner Gladys McCoy, Chair; Commissioner

Pauline Anderson; Commissioner Gretchen Kafoury; Commissioner Rick

Bauman; Commissioner Sharron Kelley.

The following proceedings were had:

Decisions of the Planning Commission of October 9, 1989, reported to

the Board for acknowledgment by the County Chair:

Deny requested Lot of Exception, based upon a )



O o o

tie vote of the Planning Commission. The Planning )

Commission considered the attached Findings and )
Conclusions in addition to oral and written )
testimony. A tie vote on the request constitutes )
a denial. LD 10-89)
Deny requested 1.5-acre Lot of Exception, based )
upon a tie vote of the Planning Commission. The )

Planning Commission considered the attached Findings )

and Conclusions in addition to oral and written )
testimony. A tie vote on the request constitutes )
a denial. LD 11-89)

Lorna Stickel, Planning Division, explained that both of
these items were under appeal. Both involved a lot of exceptions in
rural areas. On the date of the original hearing, only four members
of the Planning Commission sat and could reach no decision in either
case. A tie vote results in a denial, but with no findings. The
staff recommends that the Board hear both cases De Novo, on two
separate dates. November 28 is the recommended date for LD 10-89

and December 12 for LD 11-89.

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kelley, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the date of November 28, 1989 is set for the



DeNovo hearing of LD 10-89.

Upon motion of Commissioner Anderson, duly seconded by

Commissioner Kelley, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the date of December 12, 1989 is set for the

DeNovo hearing of LD 11-89.

Auto Wrecker’s License - New - with recommendation )
of Planning Division that same be approved for Jack H. )
Benson, dba A and B Automotive and Towing, Inc., )

5838 SE 111th Avenue 3)

Upon motion of Commissioner Kelley, duly seconded by

Commissioner Anderson, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the recommendation be adopted as the Order of

the Board.

Final Order in the matter of adopting Findings, )
Conclusions and Conditions for the Approval of community )
service designation to allow development of a Tri-Met )
Terminus facility, for property located at 13525 SE )

Foster Road CsS 7-89)



Lorna Stickel, Planning Office, stated that Tri-Met had
talked with Counsel, and that they would like to have another week
before they respond to the Order, due to the short timeframe.
Tri-Met is very concerned about how the Order is crafted in case of

appeal.
Commissioner Bauman moved, duly seconded by Commissioner
Kafoury, that the above-entitled matter be approved, and the matter

was set over for one week to November 14, 1989, it is unanimously

ORDERED that the meeting be set over to November 14, 1989.
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AGENDA

The following Decisions are reported to the
Officer:

LD 10-89 Deny requested Lot of Exception, based upon a tie vote of the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission considered the attached Findings and

Conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote on the request
constitutes a denial.

Board for acknowledgement by the Presiding

LD 11-89 Deny requested 1.5-acre Lot of Exception, based upon a tie vote of the

Planning Commission. The Planning Commission considered the attached

Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote
on the request constitutes a denial.

Other Item for Board Action
Auto Wrecker's License - Original

Submitted to the Board with a recommendation that the same be approved:

Jack H. Benson

(A and B Automotive and Towing, Inc.)
5838 SE 111th Avenue




Department of Environmental Services
Division of Planning and Development

2115 SE Morrison Street
Portland, Oregon 97214 (503) 248-3043

Decision
October 9, 1989

LE 10-89, #646 Lot of Exception
: (Land Division)

Applicant requests a land division under "Lot of Exception" provisions of the RR, rural residential
zoning district, to divide a 7.2-acre parcel into a 2.2-acre and a S-acre parcel.

Location: 35800 NE Chamberlain Road

Legal:  Tax Lot '19', Section 27, 1N-4E, Except that portion
lying south of the Section line for Section 34,1N-4E
1989 Assessor's Map

Site Size: Approximately 7.2 Acres

Size Requested: Same

Property Owner: David and Christine Moir
35800 NE Chamberlain Road
Corbett, Oregon 97019

Applicant: David Moir & Frank A. Windust, Jr,. c/o Oregon Realty Company
36039 East Crown Point Highway, Corbett, 97019

Comprehensive Plan: Rural Residential/Area of Significant Environmental Concern

Present Zoning: RR, Rural Residential District
SEC, Area of Significant Environmental Concern Area

PLANNING COMMISSION

DECISION: Deny the requested Lot of Exception based on a tie vote of the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission considered the following findings
and conclusions in addtion to oral and written testimony. A tie vote on the
request constitutes a denial. ‘
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Findings:

1.

Applicant's Proposal: Applicant requests approval of a Lot of Exception to create a 2.2-
acre and a 5-acre parcel out of the 7.2 acre parent lot. The proposed 5-acre parcel contains a
single family residence.

Site and Vicinity Information: The subject site lies south of Chamberlain Road. A mix of
mature coniferous and deciduous trees covers most of the site. The land slopes up from
Chamberlain Road. The house on the property, near the north boundary adjacent to Cham-
berlain Road, was built in 1979. Tax Lot '19' also has access to Crown Point Highway (to
the south) through an unnamed 24-foot wide public right-of-way.

The area west and east of the site is zoned RR, Rural Residential. Land immediately north
and further west is zoned MUF-19, Multiple Use Forest District. Lands to the south are
within the RC, Rural Center District for Corbett. The land between the Corbett Rural Center
District and Chamberlain Road is divided into small-acreage residential parcels (see lot size
discussion under Criteria #1. below) with several single family homes nestled into this heavi-
ly wooded north facing slope. The land north of Chamberlain Road is generally flatter and
more open in character. South of the site, the Corbett Rural Center District contains a mix of
uses, including the local elementary and high schools, retail shops, offices, light manufactur-
ing businesses, a post office and several residences. The entire Corbett area, including the
subject site, is within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Ordinance Considerations: The subject lot (Tax Lot '19") actually contains 8.14-acres.
County zoning provisions recognize this lot as two distinct Lots of Record since it straddles
a zone boundary [Reference MCC 11.15.2222(C) &.2262(C)]. The south portion of the lot
(approximately 1-acre) lies within the RC, Rural Center District; most of the lot (Approxi-
mately 7.2-acres) lies within the RR, Rural Residential District (see attached maps).

Section 11.15.2220(A) specifies findings necessary- to create lots with less than 5-acres in the
RR District. The following section presents findings regarding the proposed Lot of Excep-
tion; the applicable standard is in bold italics. Applicant's responses are presented first (in
italics), followed by staff comments: '

Any exception shall be based on findings that the proposal will:

¢)) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the overall land
use pattern of the area;

"The proposed lot of exception is located within the the RR-5 zone, and immediately adja-
cent to the RC zone for the community of Corbett. This is defined by the close proximity to
the Grade, Middle, and high school, the hardware store, post office, water district and tele-
phone company.

Decision LE 10-89
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The predominant landuse is one and two acre lot sizes with residential homes. The largest
parcel adjacent to the subject parcel is two acres and no other adjacent parcel supports
farm or forest use.

The lot of exception requested is on the same plateau as the community of Corbett. The
remainder of the parcel is steep, being part of the terrain that creates the physical northern
boundary of the community.

The 3 acre parcel directly to the south did support limited grazing until recently. Currently,
the owner of that parcel has a home, rents a building to a 3 man machine shop that pro-
duces custom injection plastic molds. The owner uses the pasture to repair and store dump
trucks, a caterpillar, a mobile home and other vehicles."”

Staff Comments:
The above findings are incorporated and supplemented as follows:

The Columbia River Gorge Commission approved the requested land division in an August
7, 1989 decision by Richard Benner, Executive Director (File No. C89-0139-M-G-12). In
item B(2) on page 2 of the decision, the Director found that ...

"Within the immediate surroundings of the subject parcel, there are 24
parcels which range in size from .94 to 5.23 acres. This area is described as
the land which lies between the boundaries of Chamberlain Road to the
north, the rural center zoning line to the south, a line which lies approximately
100 feet west of the west property line of the subject parcel, and the east line
of the Cason West Estates subdivision. Twenty-two of these parcels are less
than three acres in size. The average parcel size within the descnbed rural
residential enclave is 2.2 acres.”

The "area" described above is suitable for assessing this proposal for several reasons: all
properties in the described area are zoned RR, Rural Residential; all are within the generally
north facing wooded slope between the Corbett Rural Center and the "shelf” or plateau north
of Chamberlain Road; and most parcels are small acreages with rural non-farm residences.

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm crops and
livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions,
drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the location or size of the tract;

"Currently the parcel is forested with alder, maple and a few fir and cedar; all with little
commercial value. For proper forest management the parcel would have to be clear cut and
replanted. Since more than four acres of the site is steep, several erosion problems would
be created with a clear cut action. Timber cutting would be hazardous to nearly every adja-
cent property. Only two acres could be used for farm use, the rest being too steep for safe
equipment use or erosion control.”

Staff Comments
Staff concurs with applicant's response; the following supplements their findings:

Decision LE 10-89
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The size and location of the subject property render it "generally unsuitable" for farm or for-
est production. The parcel covers only 7.2 acres and is located within an area of much
smaller residentially developed properties. Adjacent parcels are not used for agricultural or
forest purposes. Farm and forest resource lands typical to the greater Corbett area typically
require much larger tracts of land and lower residential densities.

3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent lands;

"There is no forestry or farming use on adjacent properties. With the exception of one par-
cel all are suburban like houses or mobile homes situated on very small parcels. The
remaining parcel has an open field that was overgrazed and no longer is in production. It is
now used to store vehicles, a mobile home and equipment.”

Staff Comment:
Staff concurs with applicant's findings.

4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;

11.15.2202 Purposes

The purposes of the Rural Residential District are to provide areas for residential
use for those persons who desire rural living environments; to provide standards
for rural land use and development consistent with desired rural character, the
capability of the land and natural resources; to manage the extension of public
services; to provide for the extension of public services; to provide for public
review of non-residential use proposals and to balance the public's interest in the
management of community growth with the protection of individual property
rights through review procedures and flexible standards.

"The granting of this application will insure that the property will remain in substantially
the same condition as it is currently. The approval by the Columbia River Gorge Commis-
sion stipulates that tree removal will not occur. This will insure that the adjacent property
owners will not be adversely affected in the future.”

Staff Comments:

The proposed Lot of Exception will provide a 2.2 acre building site in an area characterized
by rural residential development on lots of the same general size (reference finding #1.
above). The Gorge Commission Director's decision referenced above makes the following
finding on pages 2 and 3 ...

"The subject parcel is situated in a rural landscape setting, characterized as a
rural residential enclave of a relatively moderate density. The proposed land
division would create parcels at a density consistent with that of the identified
rural residential enclave.

Three parcels, including the subject parcel, within this cluster of residential
development have the potential of being further divided without creating lots

Decision LE 10-89
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uncharacteristically small for the area. The density created by this proposal
is consistent with that of parcels in the immediate area.

The greater Corbett area outside the identified enclave, is characteristic of
lower densities. If the densities proposed in this application were applied to
these lands, a cumulative effect resulting from a change to a developed set-
ting would occur. However, because the densities created by the proposed
land division would only apply within the described rural residential enclave,
the proposal will not change the landscape setting, either individually or
cumulatively.”

Staff concurs that the 2.2-acre lot size is consistent with the described "area" and the result-
ing single family residential site is consistent with the purposes of the RR District. Further,
by defining the "area” somewhat narrowly as in the Gorge Commission decision, the Lot of
Exception in this case would not create a precedent supporting further land divisions in the
described "area". This conclusion is based on the fact that only one other parcel in the "area"
exceeds 5-acres in size; that being Tax Lot "22' in the same section with 5.23 acres. This size
is impracticable for a Lot of Exception (refer to criteria B(1)&(2) below).

&) Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewage disposal and minimum
access;

"Corbett water district currently has more than adequate pressure and volume to the pro-
posed 2.2 acre parcel. The existing home is currently served by a water line on Chamber-
lain Road. ‘

The soil on the property is considered excellent for septic systems, failures in the area have
not occurred and permits have not been denied in the area.

Access to the property is via a 25° country road from Crown Point Highway, then via a
jointly owned driveway approximately 28’ wide. This driveway was constructed approxi-
mately 25 years ago, jointly to serve the southern portion of the subject and adjacent prop-
erties. Electric and telephone services already border the 2.2 acre parcel.”

Staff Comments:
Engineering Services indicates the division of the property will require deed restrictions
along both right-of-way frontages.

(6) Not require public services beyond those existing or programmed for the area.

"Corbett water district serves the property. More than adequate flow and pressure is avail-
able. Portland General Electric provides the electricity and has service lines to the proper-
ty. Cascade Ultilities provides telephone service and has a line to the property. Corbert Fire
District provides fire protection and the property is within one mile of the fire station. Cor-
bett School District provides educational services. The grade, middle and high schools are
less than 1/2 mile from the property. The property is served by a county road and although
the gravel surface is narrow, the road is flat and straight and has a deeded width of 24'.

Decision LE 10-89
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The grass shoulders are flat and in most places vehicles can pass. Minimal maintenance in
brush clearing and graveling would allow two full lanes of traffic. The remaining distance
to the property is via a co-owned lane built by the previous owner of subject property,
approximately 25 years ago, to serve said property. The lane is gently sloping, straight,
28'wide, by approximately 200" long. It currently serves one home."

Staff Comments:

The proposed Lot of Exception has its required frontage on Chamberlain Road. Applicant
indicates the lot will have driveway access through an easement on the one acre lot immedi-
ately south of the Lot of Exception. County Planning Commission approval is not required
for an easement access if a lot has legal frontage on a right-of-way. Staff has not identified
new public services which would be required to serve the Lot of Exception.

B. No Lot of Exception shall be approved unless:

€)) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of MCC .2218(A),
and

2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the minimum area
required in MCC .2218(A).

Staff Comments:

MCC .2218(A) specifies a five acre minimum lot size for the RR District except as provided
by the Lot of Exception process. The subject site covers approximately 7.2 acres and there-
fore exceeds the five acre requirement noted in item B(1) above. The proposed division
would create only one lot with less than five acres; therefore this request complies with item
B(2) above.

CONCLUSIONS

1. The proposal satisfies standards for granting a Lot of Exception in the RR, Rural
Residential District. :

2. Conditions of approval are necessary to assure the partition satisfies the County Land
Division Ordinance requirements and that future development on the new building
site is consistent with the Columbia River Gorge Area of Significant Environmental
Concern.

Decision LE 10-89
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In the Matter of LE 10-89

By: Richard Leonard, Chairman ’
October 9, 1989 :

Filed With the Clerk of the Board on October 19, 1989

Appeal to the Board of County Commissioners

Any person who appears and testifies at the Planning Commission hearing, or who submits written testimo-
ny in accord with the requirements on the prior Notice, and objects to their recommended decision, may file
a Notice of Review with the Planning Director on or before 4:30 p.m. on Monday, November 6, 1989 on the
required Notice of Review Form which is available at the Planning and Development Office at 2115 SE Mor-
rison Street.

The Decision on this item will be reported to the Board of County Commissioners for review at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday, |
November 7 1989 in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse. For further information call the Multnomah
County Planning and Development Division at 248-3043.

Decision
October 9, 1989 ilof 11 LE 10-89
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Department of Environmental Services

Division of Planning and Development
2115 SE Morrison Street

Portland, Oregon 97214 (503) 248-3043

Decision
October 9, 1989

LE 11-89, #646 Lot of Exception
(Land Division)

Applicant requests a land division under "Lot of Exception” provisions of the RR, rural residential
zoning district, to divide a 6.5-acre parcel into a 1.5-acre and a 5-acre parcel.

Location: 2207 NE Corbett Hill Road

Legal: Tax Lot '3, Section 26, IN-4E,
1989 Assessor's Map

Site Size: Approximately 6.5 Acres

Size Requested: Same

Property Owner: Myrtle C. Windust
c/o Powell Valley Residential Center
4001 SE 182nd Avenue, Gresham, 97030

Applicant: Myrtle C. Windust / Frank A. Windust, Jr,. c/o Oregon Realty Company
36039 East Crown Point Highway, Corbett, 97019

Comprehensive Plan: Rural Residential/Area of Significant Environmental Concern

Present Zoning: RR, Rural Residential District
SEC, Area of Significant Environmental Concern Area

PLANNING COMMISSION

DECISION: Deny a 1.5-acre Lot of Exception based on a tie vote of the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission considered the following findings
and conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote on the
request constitutes a denial.
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1.

Findings:

Applicant's Proposal: Applicant requests approval of a Lot of Exception to create a 1.5-
acre and a 5-acre parcel out of the 6.5 acre parent lot. The proposed 5-acre parcel contains a
single family residence.

Site and Vicinity Information: The subject site lies north of Chamberlain Road. Corbett
Hill Road bounds the site on the north and east. A mix of mature coniferous and deciduous
trees covers most of the site. The site is generally flat with a steep bluff along the north
boundary. The west portion of the site is steeper land, and is traversed by a creek flowing
north. The house on the property was built in 1981.

The site and area is zoned RR, Rural Residential. Lands further south (approximately 1/2
mile) are within the RC, Rural Center District for Corbett. The RR zoned lands between
Chamberlain Road-Clara Smith Road and Interstate 84 are generally divided into small-
acreage residential parcels (see lot size discussion under Criteria #1. below) with several sin-
gle family homes nestled into this partially wooded north facing slope. The entire Corbett
area, including the subject site, 1s within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Ordinance Considerations: Section 11.15.2220(A) specifies findings necessary to create
lots with less than 5-acres in the RR District. The following section presents findings
regarding the proposed Lot of Exception; the applicable standard is in bold italics.
Applicant’s responses are presented first (in italics), followed by staff comments:

Any exception shall be based on findings that the proposal will:

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the overall land
use pattern of the area;

"The subject property is bordered on the north by parcels that are 2.25, 1.34 and 1.84
(acres) in size and all developed with single family residences. The most immediate parcels
1o the east are 349, 2.02, 245, 2.0, 1.19, and 4.1 acres in size and are all developed with
single family residences. To the south is a 15 acre parcel undeveloped due to the terrain
and to the west are parcels that are 5, 2.28, 2.02 and 4.86 acres in size and mostly all
developed with single-family residences. Due to the numerous other small non-resource
rural residential used parcels adjacent to and nearby the subject property, the granting of
this Lot of Exception request would substantially maintain or support the character and sta-
bility of the overall land use patterns of the area.”

Staff Comments:
The above findings are incorporated, except as modified and supplemented below:

The subject tax lot '3' is surrounded by properties averaging 2.97 acres in size. The "area" is
bounded by Interstate-84 on the north, the west boundary of Section 26, 1N-4E on the west,
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Chamberlain and Clara Smith roads on the south and the east boundaries of tax lots '23',22",
and '59' on the east. The area described above is shaded on the vicinity map on page 5.

The "area” described above is suitable for assessing this proposal for several reasons: all
properties in the described area are zoned RR, Rural Residential; all are within the generally
north facing wooded slope between the Corbett Rural Center and Interstate-84; and most
parcels are developed with rural non-farm residences (see additional discussion under (4)
below).

(2)  Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm' crops and
livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions,
drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the location or size of the tract;

"The.terrain on over 50% of the subject property is too steep for any farming activity to
occur. Taking out the steep areas and the creek area and the ravine it is in which divides
the property leaves very little area that could be used for anything other than residential.
The configuration of the total parcel, as you can see, as well as the overall size of the parcel
makes it generally if not totally unsuitable for the production of crops or any type of forest
use. Weather conditions would also render this site unuseable for any forest use as you can
see from the wind damaged trees presently on the site. The location of this site amongst
other small residential development also makes this site unsuitable for farm or forest pro-
duction.”

Staff Comments
Staff concurs with applicant's response; the following supplements their findings:

The size and location of the subject property render it "generally unsuitable” for farm or for-
est production. The parcel covers only 6.5 acres and is located within an area of much
smaller residentially developed properties. Adjacent parcels are not used for agricultural or
forest purposes. Farm and forest resource lands typical to the greater Corbett area typically
require much larger tracts of land and lower residential densities.

3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent lands;

"No farming or forestry practices are being carried on on any of the parcels adjacent to this
property. The only property that would even be capable of any such use is to the west and
due to the size and terrain even it would be a very marginal operation since only about 3
acres of it is level enough.”

Staff Comment:
Staff concurs with applicant’s findings.

4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;

11.15.2202 Purposes

The purposes of the Rural Residential District are to provide areas for residential

use for those persons who desire rural living environments; to provide standards
Decision LE 11-89
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Sfor rural land use and development consistent with desired rural character, the
capability of the land and natural resources; to manage the extension of public
services; to provide for the extension of public services; to provide for public
review of non-residential use proposals and to balance the public's interest in the
management of community growth with the protection of individual property
rights through review procedures and flexible standards.

"This proposal meets all provisions and is consistent with the purposes described in MCC
2202

Staff Comments:

The proposed Lot of Exception will provide a 1.5 acre building site in an area characterized
by rural residential development on lots of the same general size. The subject parcel is situ-
ated in a rural landscape setting, characterized by rural residential development of a relative-
ly moderate density. The proposed land division would create parcels at a density consistent
with that of the identified rural residential enclave. There are 32 parcels within the "area”
described above (see shaded area on the map on page 5 ). The average parcel size is 2.97
acres. If the Lot of Exception is approved, the average lot size in this 95-acre "area" would
be 2.88 acres.

Five parcels, including the subject parcel, within this cluster of residential development
exceed 5-acres in area and therefore have land division potential under Lot of Exception pro-
visions. However, three of these only exceed 5-acres by a fraction of an acre: Tax Lot '62' -
5.45 acres; Tax Lot '59' - 5.82 acres; and Tax Lot "23' - 5.71 acres. These sizes are impracti-
cable for a Lot of Exception (refer to criteria B(1)&(2) below). Only the subject parcel and
Tax Lot 20’ (with 7.51 acres) could reasonably be expected to meet Lot of Exception crite-
ria. Therefore, the request does not create a precedent supporting excessive land divisions in
the greater Corbett area nor within the described "area” of this application.

The greater Corbett area outside the identified enclave, is characterized by lower densities.
If the densities proposed in this application were applied to these lands, a cumulative effect
to a more developed setting would occur. However, because the densities created by the pro-
posed land division would only apply within the described "area”, the proposal will not com-
promise the RR district generally or the resource zoned areas around Corbett.

Staff concludes that the 1.5-acre lot size is consistent with the described "area" and the
resulting single family residential site is consistent with the purposes of the RR District.

(5) Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewage disposal and minimum
access;

"The Corbett Water District main line is adjacent to the subject property along Corbett Hill
Road, and adequate water is available according to the Corbett Water District to serve this
site. The soils in this area, sandy loam, have no history of having problems with septic sys-
tem failures and should perk without any problems. Adequate access can be provided from
Corbertt Hill Road and power and telephone services also are available and within easy
access from Corbett Hill Road.”

Decision ' LE 11-89
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Staff Comments: ,
Engineering Services indicates the division of the property will require deed restrictions
along the right-of-way frontage.

6) Not require public services beyond those existing or programmed for the area.

"The property is served by all necessary services, Corbett Water, Portland General Electric,
Cascade Ultilities (phone), Corbett Fire Department, and Corbett Schools. There are no
required services beyond those existing at this time.”

Staff Comments:

The proposed Lot of Exception has its required frontage on Corbett Hill Road. Applicant
indicates the lot will have driveway access through an easement on lots immediately south of
the Lot of Exception. County Planning Commission approval is not required for an ease-
ment access if a lot has legal frontage on a right-of-way. Staff has not identified new public
services which would be required to serve the Lot of Exception.

B. No Lot of Exception shall be approved unless:

(D The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of MCC .2218(A),
and .

2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the minimum area
required in MCC .2218(A).

MCC .2218(A) specifies a five acre minimum lot size for the RR District except as provided
by the Lot of Exception process. The subject site covers approximately 6.5 acres and there-
fore exceeds the five acre requirement noted in item B(1) above. The proposed division
would create only one lot with less than five acres; therefore this request complies with item
B(2) above.

CONCLUSIONS

1. The proposal satisfies standards for granting a Lot of Exception in the RR, Rural
Residential District.

2. Conditions of approval are necessary to assure the partition satisfies the County Land
Division Ordinance requirements and that future development on the new building
site is consistent with the Columbia River Gorge Area of Significant Environmental
Concern.

Decision LE 11-89

|
|
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October 9, 1989 _ 90f10



In the Matter of LE 11-89

By: Richard Léoama, Chairman ‘I/dx)
October 9, 1989

Filed With the Clerk of the Board on October 19, 1989

Appeal to the Board of County Commissioners

Any person who appears and testifies at the Planning Commission hearing, or who submits written testimo-
ny in accord with the requirements on the prior Notice, and objects to their recommended decision, may file
a Notice of Review with the Planning Director on or before 4:30 p.m. on Monday, November 6, 1989 on the
required Notice of Review Form which is available at the Planning and Development Office at 2115 SE
Morrison Street.

The Decision on this item will be reported to the Board of County Commissioners for review at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday,
November 7 1989 in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse. For further information call the Multnomah
County Planning and Development Division at 248-3043.

Decision LE 11-89
October 9, 1989 10 of 10



MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

QLV[')SE%NW?LZE’HE'L"%'NG GLADYS McCOY ® CHAIR OF THE BOARD

o o M N STREET PAULINE ANDERSON ® DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER

B o ON 7ot GRETCHEN KAFOURY e DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
: RICK BAUMAN & DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

(503) 248-3043 SHARRON KELLEY ® DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November 1, 1989

Honorable Board of County Commissioners
Room 605, Multnomah County Courthouse
1021 SW Fourth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 972904

RE: Auto Wrecker's License - New
Jack H. Benson
dba A and B Automotive and Towing, Inc.
5838 SE 111th Avenue
(Zoned LM, Light Manufacturing District)
Recommend: Approval of Business Location
Dear Commissioners;
The staff of the Division of Planning and Development respectfully recommends that the above

license be approved, based upon findings that they satisfy the location requirements for same as
contained in ORS 822.10 and .135.

Sincerely,

H COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Robert N. Hall, Senior Planner
RNH:sec

| Enclosure - Wrecker's Application

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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11
12
13

14
15
16

17
18

B N

APPLICATION FOR BUSINESS CERTIFICATE

-,AS A WRECKER OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR

NOTES: FAILURE TO ACCURATELY COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE UNAVOIDABLE DELAY.

PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK.

., . DONOT SUBMIT THIS APPLICATION WITHOUT YOUR SURETY BOND AND THE REQUIRED FEE. CERTIFICATE NO:
NAME (CORPORATION AND]/OR ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME) SUSINESS TELEPHONE
Hol-ﬁ —~AVToMmoTeve a0 To(,du\)(, —iNC 7éa_75é6‘
MAIN BUSINESS LOCATION (STREET AND NUMBER) 1 CITY ZIP CODE COUNTY
58238 S E..)1nTH | eoRTLANO 97240 mMuLT.
MAILING ADDRESS crY STATE ZIP CODE i
3455 S.E. 215T .AVENUE . PoRTLAMD ORE Gor Q7202 _
LIST THE ADDRESSES OF ALL ADDITIONAL BUSINESS LOCATIONS. A SEPARATE APPLICATION FORM MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ANY
.ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS IN A DIFFERENT CITY. , S
STREETADDRESS  (oFFice ) oY ZIP CODE COUNTY _ _ |TELEPHONE
3455 SE. 2157 AVESUVE FD@TLH/\JO 97202 MUAT 2335189
STREET ADDRESS cITY ZIP CODE CouNTY TELEPHONE
CHECK ORGANIZATION TYPE: IF CORPORATION, LIST THE STATE UNDER WHOSE LAW BUSINESS IS INCORPORATED:
[ owiouaL (] PARTNERSHIP (X CORPORATION ORECoM
LIST NAME AND RESIDENCE ADDRESS OF ALL INDIVIDUAL OWNERS, PARTNERS OR PRINCIPAL CORPORATE OFFICERS
NAME TITLE DATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
Jack H. Be~Nson PReS 0T T-1Y-Y49 (503) £55-5930
RESIDENCE ADDRESS ‘ cITY STATE ZIP.CODE
1> CHuRetitr DowsmS DRIVE WEST Lima ORECH 7666
NAME TITLE DATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
( )
RESIDENCE ADDRESS cITY STATE ZIP CODE
NAME TITLE DATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
( )
RESIDENCE ADDRESS cITY STATE ZIP CODE
THE DIMENSIONS OF THE PROPERTY ON WHICH THE BUSINESS IS LOCATED ARE (22 : 65 ft. X é C’ 7 z ft.
| CERTIFY THAT | AM THE APPLICANT OR AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE AND THAT ALL INFORMATION ON THIS APPLICATION IS
ACCURATE AND TRUE. | ALSO CERTIFY THAT THE RIGHT OF WAY OF ANY HIGHWAY ADJACENT TO THE LOCATION(S) LISTED ABOVE IS USED
FOR ACCESS TO THE PREMISES AND PUBLIC PARKING.
NAME TITLE RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
Jack H. BemnsonN PRS0 NT (5¢3)655-5930
ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE GN TURE DATE
i CHURcHiLe Downts DR, WEST Lins oREG. 4««////@% /25/ va
APPROVAL: | CERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE [ ¢ty  [J CounTY OF HAS:
A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITABLE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OR OPERATE A WRECKING YARD OR BUSINESS
(ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY).
B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR LOCATION UNDER OREGON
REVISED STATUTE 822.110.
C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY PROHIBITION UNDER OREGON REVISED STATUTE 822.135.
D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE
JURISDICTION UNDER OREGON REVISED STATUTE 822.140.
| ALSO CERTIFY THAT | AM AUTHORIZED TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION AND AS EVIDENCE OF SUCH AUTHORITY DO AFFIX HEREON THE
SEAL OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY.
FEE: $54.00
PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE
SUBMIT APPLICATION AND SURETY
BOND, WITH ALL REQUIRED FEES
NAME TITLE AND SIGNATURES TO:
BUSINESS LICENSING UNIT
SIGNATURE LT e oL ab o TAn o ~ | DATE - 1905 LANA AVE.NE ~° ~~
SALEM, OR 97314-2350
s
735.373 (7-88) SR ON D

Produced by STATE mm}ug

o
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ROOM 605, COUNTY COURTHOUSE
1021 SW. FOURTH AVENUE

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

AR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

GLADYS McCOY o

CHAIR 248-3308
PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 ¢ 248-5220
GRETCHEN KAFOURY e DISTRICT 2 = 248-5219

RICK BAUMAN e DISTRICT 3 » 248-5217
SHARRON KELLEY e DISTRICT 4 » 248-5213
JANE McGARVIN »

Cierk
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

* 248-3277

Tuesday, November 7, 1989
9:30 a.m., Room 602

AGENDA

Officer:

The following Decisions are reported to the Board for acknowledgement by the Presiding
LE 10-89

Deny requested Lot of Exception, based upon a tie vote of the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission considered the attached Findings and
Conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote on the request
. constitutes a denial.
LE 11-89

Deny requested 1.5-acre Lot of Exception, based upon a tie vote of the

Planning Commission. The Planning Commission considered the attached
Findings and Conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote
on the request constitutes a denial.

Other ltem for Board Action

= B =
[ T
oz - 2%
Auto Wrecker's License - Original ?é\)—: o =D
oL o ‘:?"‘T‘
Submitted to the Board with a recommendation that the same be ap"f)r%yed%):r_ ' ;
;’:"’1 ;:) o
Jack H. Benson < @
(A and B Automotive and Towing, Inc.)
5838 SE 111th Avenue

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES!;H

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
2115 SE MORRISON STREET
PORTLAND, OREGON 97214 (503) 2483043 |, |lus000c @ 8o

74;"&% NOTICE OF REVIEW B

/'_ 1. Name: Wirdust , Archer , Frank
Last Middle First
. Address: 36039 E. Crown Pt. Hy. Corbett , Oregon 97019 i
Street or Box City State and Zip Code

3. Telephone: (_503 )_695 - 2222 or 695 - 5132
‘ 4. If serving as a representative of other persons, list their names and addresses:
Myrtie C. Windust % Powell Valley Residential Center
0& 4001 S.E, 182nd Av. '
)] Gresham, OR 97030-5063
’ ’ N
7 -

5. What is the decision you wish reviewed (e.g., denial of a zone change, approval
of a subdivision, etc.)? .

Denial of a Jl.ot of Excertion.

6. The decision was announced by the Planning Commission on 0ct. 9 1989

7. On what grounds do you claim status as a party pursuant to MCC 11.15.8225?

I am the apnlicant.




8. Grounds for Reversa(.' Decision (use additional sheets z,.cessary) e

My proposal complies with the law adopted in Multnoﬁéh County.\ The v

proposal complies with the spiriti and the 1ntent of County Law° The

County allows lots of exceptlon for a good reason, . 1ncludeﬂg as one

-

of the purposes of the Rural Residential =zone. That-purpose ise?

"To Balance the publicks interest in the management of community growth|

with the protection of individual property rights..."

Also this apnlication would have been approved at the planning Comm.‘

h ke ¥ .
9. ScosngRéVl ad(éﬁleckeéﬁec)t size of the parcel been known at that time

(a) [____—_] On the Record
(b) [:l On the Record plus Addiﬁon3al Tef;timony and I:Ividence
(¢) [xx_|De Novo (i.e., Full Rehearing)
10.If you checked 9(b) or (c), you must use this space to present the
grounds on which you base your request to introduce new evidence

(Use additional sheets if necessary). For further explanation, see handout
entitled Appeal Procedure.

This auwnlication went before the wlanning Commission & was denied

by a two to two tie vote. One of the comwmissioners voting to denv

did so due to the fact that we could not »rovide proof at that hearing

that the net size of the marcel was in excess of 6 acres when the

County Assesszcrs maps showed it to be 5.5 acres. e mow have proof

that the parcel exceeds 5 acres, (6,1 acres net) and (7.2 acres gross)

thhat we wish to introduce as new evidence.

A«@ Date: November 6, 1989




Department of Environmental Services

Division of Planning and Development
2115 SE Morrison Street

Portland, Oregon 97214 (503) 248-3043

Decision
'‘October 9, 1989

LE 11-89, #646 Lot of Exception

(Land Division)

Applicant requests a land division under "Lot of Exception" provisions of the RR, rural residential
zoning district, to divide a 6.5-acre parcel into a 1.5-acre and a S-acre parcel.

Location: 2207 NE Corbett Hill Road

Legal: Tax Lot '3', Section 26, IN-4E,
1989 Assessor's Map

Site Size: Approximately 6.5 Acres

Size Requested: Same

Property Owner: Myrtle C. Windust
c/o Powell Valley Residential Center
4001 SE 182nd Avenue, Gresham, 97030

Applicant: Myrtle C. Windust / Frank A. Windust, Jr,. c/o Oregon Realty Company
36039 East Crown Point Highway, Corbett, 97019

Comprehensive Plan: Rural Residential/Area of Significant Environmental Concern

Present Zoning: RR, Rural Residential District
' SEC, Area of Significant Environmental Concern Area

PLANNING COMMISSION

DECISION: Deny a 1.5-acre Lot of Exception based on a tie vote of the Planning
Commission. The Planning Commission considered the following findings
and conclusions in addition to oral and written testimony. A tie vote on the
request constitutes a denial. '
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Findings:

1.

Applicant's Proposal: Applicant requests approval of a Lot of Exception to create a 1.5-
acre and a 5-acre parcel out of the 6.5 acre parent lot. The proposed S-acre parcel contains a
single family residence.

Site and Vicinity Information: The subject site lies north of Chamberlain Road. Corbett
Hill Road bounds the site on the north and east. A mix of mature coniferous and deciduous
trees covers most of the site. The site is generally flat with a steep bluff along the north
boundary. The west portion of the site is steeper land, and is traversed by a creek flowing
north. The house on the property was built in 1981.

The site and area is zoned RR, Rural Residential. Lands further south (approximately 1/2
mile) are within the RC, Rural Center District for Corbett. The RR zoned lands between
Chamberlain Road-Clara Smith Road and Interstate 84 are generally divided into small-
acreage residential parcels (see lot size discussion under Criteria #1. below) with several sin-
gle family homes nestled into this partially wooded north facing slope. The entire Corbett
area, including the subject site, is within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Ordinance Considerations: Section 11.15.2220(A) specifies findings necessary to create
lots with less than S-acres in the RR District. The following section presents findings
regarding the proposed Lot of Exception; the applicable standard is in bold italics.
Applicant's responses are presented first (in italics), followed by staff comments:

Any exception shall be based on findings that the proposal will:

€9 Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the overall land
use pattern of the area;

"The subject property is bordered on the north by parcels that are 2.25, 1.34 and 1.84
(acres) in size and all developed with single family residences. The most immediate parcels
to the east are 349, 2.02, 2.45, 2.0, 1.19, and 4.1 acres in size and are all developed with
single family residences. To the south is a 15 acre parcel undeveloped due to the terrain
and to the west are parcels that are 5, 2.28, 2.02 and 4.86 acres in size and mostly all
developed with single-family residences. Due to the numerous other small non-resource
rural residential used parcels adjacent to and nearby the subject property, the granting of
this Lot of Exception request would substantially maintain or support the character and sta-
bility of the overall land use patterns of the area.”

Staff Comments:
The above findings are incorporated, except as modified and supplemented below:

The subject tax lot 3" is surrounded by properties averaging 2.97 acres in size. The "area" is
bounded by Interstate-84 on the north, the west boundary of Section 26, 1N-4E on the west,

Decision : LE 11-89

" October 9, 1989 6 of 10
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Chamberlain and &m Smith roads on the south and the ed%t boundaries of tax lots '23',"22',
and '59' on the east. The area described above is shaded on the vicinity map on page 5.

The "area" described above is suitable for assessing this proposal for several reasons: all
properties in the described area are zoned RR, Rural Residential; all are within the generally
north facing wooded slope between the Corbett Rural Center and Interstate-84; and most
parcels are developed with rural non-farm residences (see additional discussion under (4)
below).

) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm crops and
livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions,
drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the location or size of the tract;

"The.terrain on over 50% of the subject property is too steep for any farming activity to
occur. Taking out the steep areas and the creek area and the ravine it is in which divides
the property leaves very little area that could be used for anything other than residential.
The configuration of the total parcel, as you can see, as well as the overall size of the parcel
makes it generally if not totally unsuitable for the production of crops or any type of forest
use. Weather conditions would also render this site unuseable for any forest use as you can
see from the wind damaged trees presently on the site. The location of this site amongst
other small residential development also makes this site unsuitable for farm or forest pro-
duction.”

Staff Comments
Staff concurs with applicant's response; the following supplements their findings:

The size and location of the subject property render it "generally unsuitable" for farm or for-
est production. The parcel covers only 6.5 acres and is located within an area of much
smaller residentially developed properties. Adjacent parcels are not used for agricultural or
forest purposes. Farm and forest resource lands typical to the greater Corbett area typically
require much larger tracts of land and lower residential densities.

3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent lands;

"No farming or forestry practices are being carried on on any of the parcels adjacent to this
property. The only property that would even be capable of any such use is to the west and
due to the size and terrain even it would be a very marginal operation since only about 3
acres of it is level enough.”

Staff Comment:
Staff concurs with applicant's findings.

@) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;

11.15.2202 Purposes

The purposes of the Rural Residential District are to provide areas for residential

use for those persons who desire rural living environments; to provide standards
Decision ' LE 11-89
October 9, 1989 7 of 10
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for rural laiid use and development consistent wiite desired rural character, the
capability of the land and natural resources; to manage the extension of public
services; to provide for the extension of public services; to provide for public
review of non-residential use proposals and to balance the public's interest in the
management of community growth with the protection of individual property
rights through review procedures and flexible standards.

"This proposal meets all provisions and is consistent with the purposes described in MCC
2202."

Staff Comments:

The proposed Lot of Exception will provide a 1.5 acre building site in an area characterized
by rural residential development on lots of the same general size. The subject parcel is situ-
ated in a rural landscape setting, characterized by rural residential development of a relative-
ly moderate density. The proposed land division would create parcels at a density consistent
with that of the identified rural residential enclave. There are 32 parcels within the "area"
described above (see shaded area on the map on page 5 ). The average parcel size is 2.97
acres. If the Lot of Exception is approved, the average lot size in this 95-acre "area" would
be 2.88 acres.

Five parcels, including the subject parcel, within this cluster of residential development
exceed 5-acres in area and therefore have land division potential under Lot of Exception pro-
visions. However, three of these only exceed S-acres by a fraction of an acre: Tax Lot '62' -
5.45 acres; Tax Lot '59' - 5.82 acres; and Tax Lot "23' - 5.71 acres. These sizes are impracti-
cable for a Lot of Exception (refer to criteria B(1)&(2) below). Only the subject parcel and
Tax Lot 20" (with 7.51 acres) could reasonably be expected to meet Lot of Exception crite-
ria. Therefore, the request does not create a precedent supporting excessive land divisions in
the greater Corbett area nor within the described "area" of this application.

The greater Corbett area outside the identified enclave, is characterized by lower densities.
If the densities proposed in this application were applied to these lands, a cumulative effect
to a more developed setting would occur. However, because the densities created by the pro-
posed land division would only apply within the described "area”, the proposal will not com-
promise the RR district generally or the resource zoned areas around Corbett.

Staff concludes that the 1.5-acre lot size is consistent with the described "area" and the
resulting single family residential site is consistent with the purposes of the RR District.

(5)  Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewage disposal and minimum
access;

"The Corbett Water District main line is adjacent to the subject property along Corbett Hill
Road, and adequate water is available according to the Corbett Water District to serve this
site. The soils in this area, sandy loam, have no history of having problems with septic sys-
tem failures and should perk without any problems. Adequate access can be provided from
Corbett Hill Road and power and telephone services also are available and within easy
access from Corbett Hill Road."”

Decision - _ LE 11-89
October 9, 1989 8of10
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Staff Comments:

Engineering Services indicates the division of the property will require deed restrictions
along the right-of-way frontage.

6) Not require public services beyond those existing or programmed for the area.

"The property is served by all necessary services, Corbett Water, Portland General Electric,
Cascade Ultilities (phone), Corbett Fire Department, and Corbett Schools. There are no
required services beyond those existing at this time.”

Staff Comments: g

The proposed Lot of Exception has its required frontage on Corbett Hill Road. Applicant
indicates the lot will have driveway access through an easement on lots immediately south of
the Lot of Exception. County Planning Commission approval is not required for an ease-
ment access if a lot has legal frontage on a right-of-way. Staff has not identified new public
services which would be required to serve the Lot of Exception.

B. No Lot of Exception shall be approved unless:

(D The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of MCC .2218(A),
and

2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the minimum area
required in MCC .2218(A).

Staff Comments:

MCC .2218(A) specifies a five acre minimum lot size for the RR District except as provided
by the Lot of Exception process. The subject site covers approximately 6.5 acres and there-
fore exceeds the five acre requirement noted in item B(1) above. The proposed division
would create only one lot with less than five acres; therefore this request complies with item
B(2) above.

CONCLUSIONS

1. The proposal satisfies standards for granting a Lot of Exception in the RR, Rural
Residential District.

2. Conditions of approval are necessary to assure the partition satisfies the County Land
Division Ordinance requirements and that future development on the new building
site is consistent with the Columbia River Gorge Area of Significant Environmental
Concern. '

Decision : LE 11-89
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In the Matter of LE 11-89

By: Richard Leonard, Chairman /")
October 9, 1989

Filed With the Clerk of the Board on October 19, 1989

Appeal to the Board of County Commissioners

Any person who appears and testifies at the Planning Commission hearing, or who submits written testimo- -
ny in accord with the requirements on the prior Notice, and objects to their recommended decision, may file
a Notice of Review with the Planning Director on or before 4:30 p.m. on Monday, November 6, 1989 on the
required Notice of Review Form which is available at the Planning and Development Office at 2115 SE
Morrison Street.

The Decision on this item will be reported to the Board of County Commissioners for review at 9:30 a.m. on Tuesday,
November 7 1989 in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse. For further information call the Multnomah
County Planning and Development Division at 248-3043.

Decision . LE 11-89
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Department of Environmental Services
- ‘ Division of Planning and Development

TR ' 2115 SE Morrison Street
: Portland, Oregon 97214 (503) 248-3043

Staff Report ,
This Staff report consists of Conditions, Findings of Fact and Conclusions.
October 9, 1989
LE 11-89, #646 Lot of Exception Line 3.
(Land Division) :

Applicant requests a land division under "Lot of Exception" provisions of the RR, rural residential
zoning district, to divide a 6.5-acre parcel into a 1.5-acre and a 5-acre parcel.

Location: 2207 NE Corbett Hill Road
Legal: Tax Lot '3', Section 26, IN-4E,
1989 Assessor's Map
s ~ s fﬁ
. 7 A ’) Lk
Site Size: Approximately 6.5 Acres a’{/% LZ/"")/yé Z ‘7//’;
1t L
Size Requested: Same ? ‘
Property Owner: Myrtle C. Windust /}' v

" c/o Powell Valley Residential Center
4001 SE 182nd Avenue, Gresham, 97030

Applicant: Myrtle C. Windust / Frank A. Windust, Jr,. c/o Oregon Realty Company
36039 East Crown Point Highway, Corbett, 97019

Comprehensive Plan: Rural Residential/Area of Significant Environmental Concern

Present Zoning: RR, Rural Residential District
SEC, Area of Significant Environmental Concern Area

RECOMMENDED
PLANNING COMMISSION
DECISION: Approve, subject to conditions, a 2.2-acre Lot of Exception to allow this 7.2

acre Lot of Record to be divided into lots of 2.2 and 5.0 acres in the Rural
Residential District, based on the following findings and conclusions
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"Conditions of Approvas | 6

1.

‘Prior to issuance of building permits on the Lot of Exception, obtéi_n tentative plan approval

of a Type I Land Division and record the final partition map for said land division pursuant
to County Land Division Ordinance procedures.

Prior to issuance of building permits on the Lot of Exception, obtain SEC Permit approval of
proposed structures and associated site development.

Findings:

1.

Applicant's Proposal: Applicant requests approval of a Lot of Exééption to create a 1.5-
acre and a 5-acre parcel out of the 6.5 acre parent lot. The proposed 5-acre parcel contains a
single family residence.

Site and Vicinity Information: The subject site lies north of Chamberlain Road. Corbett
Hill Road bounds the site on the north and east. A mix of mature coniferous and deciduous
trees covers most of the site. The site is generally flat with a steep bluff along the north
boundary. The west portion of the site is steeper land, and is traversed by a creek flowing
north. The house on the property was built in 1981. '

The site and area is zoned RR, Rural Residential. Lands further south (approximately 1/2
mile) are within the RC, Rural Center District for Corbett. The RR zoned lands between
Chamberlain Road-Clara Smith Road and Interstate 84 are generally divided into small-
acreage residential parcels (see lot size discussion under Criteria #1. below) with several sin-

gle family homes nestled into this partially wooded north facing slope. The entire Corbett

area, including the subject site, is within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Ordinance Considerations: Section 11.15.2220(A) specifies findings necessary to create
lots with less than S-acres in the RR District. The following section presents findings
regarding the proposed Lot of Exception; the applicable standard is in bold italics.
Applicant's responses are presented first (in italics), followed by staff comments:

Any exception shall be based on findings that the proposal will:

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the overall land
- use pattern of the area;

"The subject property is bordered on the north by parcels that are 225, 1.34 and 1.84
(acres) in size and all developed with single family residences. The most immediate parcels
to the east are 349, 2.02,2.45, 2.0, 1.19, and 4.1 acres in size and are all developed with
single family residences. To the south is a 15 acre parcel undeveloped due to the terrain
and to the west are parcels that are 5, 2.28, 2.02 and 4.86 acres in size and mostly all
developed with single-family residences. Due to the numerous other small non-resource

Staff Report - LE 11-89
October 9, 1989 - 60f10




rural residential 61 parcels adjacent to and ne'arby'rhe.)ject property, ihe granting of

this Lot of Exception request would substantially maintain or support the character and sta-
bility of the overall land use patterns of the area.”

Staff Comments: _ ' ‘
- The above findings are incorporated, except as modified and supplemented below:

The subject tax lot '3' is surrounded by properties averaging 2.97 acres in size. The "area” is
bounded by Interstate-84 on the north, the west boundary of Section 26, 1N-4E on the west,
Chamberlain and Clara Smith roads on the south and the east boundaries of tax lots '23','22',
and '59' on the east. The area described above is shaded on the vicinity map on page 5.

The “area” described above is suitable for assessing this proposal for several reasons: all
properties in the described area are zoned RR, Rural Residential; all are within the generally
north facing wooded slope between the Corbett Rural Center and Interstate-84; and most

parcels are developed with rural non-farm residences (see additional discussion under (4)
below).

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm crops and
livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions,
drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the location or size of the tract;

"The.terrain on over 50% of the subject property is too steep for any farming activity to
occur. Taking out the steep areas and the creek area and the ravine it is in which divides
the property leaves very little area that could be used for anything other than residential.
The configuration of the total parcel, as you can see, as well as the overall size of the parcel
makes it generally if not totally unsuitable for the production of crops or any type of forest
use. Weather conditions would also render this site unuseable for any forest use as you can
see from the wind damaged trees presently on the site. The location of this site amongst
other small residential development also makes this site unsuitable for farm or forest pro-
duction.” : .

Staff Comments

 Staff concurs with applicant's response; the following supplements their findings:

The size and location of the subject property render it "generally unsuitable” for farm or for-
est production. The parcel covers only 6.5 acres and is located within an area of much
smaller residentially developed properties. Adjacent parcels are not used for agricultural or
forest purposes. Farm and forest resource lands typical to the greater Corbett area typically
require much larger tracts of land and lower residential densities.

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent lands;

“No farming or forestry practices are being carried on on any of the parcels adjacent to this
property. The only property that would even be capable of any such use is to the west and
due to the size and terrain even it would be a very marginal operation since only about 3
acres of it is level enough.”

Staff Report LE 11-89
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Staff Comment:

Staff concurs with applicant's findings.
4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;

11.15.2202 Purposes | ' _

The purposes of the Rural Residential District are to provide areas for residential
use for those persons who desire rural living environments; to provide standards
Jor rural land use and development consistent with desired rural character, the
capability of the land and natural resources; to manage the extension of public
services; to provide for the extension of public services; to provide for public
review of non-residential use proposals and to balance the public’s interest in the
management of community growth with the protection of mdmdual property
rights through review procedures and flexible standards.

"This proposal meets all provisions and is consistent with the purposes described in MCC
2202."

Staff Comments: .
The proposed Lot of Exception will provide a 1.5 acre building site in an area characterized
by rural residential development on lots of the same general size. The subject parcel is situ-
ated in a rural landscape setting, characterized by rural residential development of a relative-
ly moderate density. The proposed land division would create parcels at a density consistent
with that of the identified rural residential enclave. There are 32 parcels within the "area"
described above (see shaded area on the map on page 5 ). The average parcel size is 2.97
" acres. If the Lot of Exception is approved, the average lot size in this 95-acre "area” would
be 2.88 acres.

Five parcels, including the subject parcel, within this cluster of residential development
exceed S-acres in area and therefore have land division potential under Lot of Exception pro-
visions. However, three of these only exceed 5-acres by a fraction of an acre: Tax Lot '62' -
5.45 acres; Tax Lot '59' - 5.82 acres; and Tax Lot '23' - 5.71 acres. These sizes are impracti-
cable for a Lot of Exception (refer to criteria B(1)&(2) below). Only the subject parcel and
Tax Lot '20' (with 7.51 acres) could reasonably be expected to meet Lot of Exception crite-
ria. Therefore, the request does not create a precedent supporting excessive land divisions in’
the greater Corbett area nor within the described "area” of this application.

The greater Corbett area outside the identified enclave, is characterized by lower densities.
If the densities proposed in this application were applied to these lands, a cumulative effect
to a more developed setting would occur. However, because the densities created by the pro-
posed land division would only apply within the described "area”, the proposal will not com-
promise the RR district generally or the resource zoned areas around Corbett.

Staff concludes that the 1.5-acre lot size is consistent with the described "area" and the
‘resulting single family residential site is consistent with the purposes of the RR District.

Staff Report v LE 11-89
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~(5)  Satisfy ’ dpplicable standards of water supp,,sewagev disposal-and minimum . -

access;

"The Corbett Water District main line is adjacent to the subject property along Corbett Hill
Road, and adequate water is available according to the Corbett Water District to serve this
site. The soils in this area, sandy loam, have no history of having problems with septic sys-
tem failures and should perk without any problems. Adequate access can be provided from
Corbett Hill Road and power and telephone services also are available and within easy
access from Corbett Hill Road.”

Staff Comments:
Engineering Services indicates the division of the property will require deed restrictions
along the right-of-way frontage.

(6) Not require public services beyond those existing or programmed for the area.

"The property is served by all necessary services, Corbett Water, Portland General Electric,
Cascade Utilities (phone), Corbett Fire Department, and Corbett Schools. There are no
required services beyond those existing at this time.”

Staff Comments:

. The proposed Lot of Exception has its required frontage on Corbett Hill Road. Applicant
indicates the lot will have driveway access through an easement on lots immediately south of
the Lot of Exception. County Planning Commission approval is not required for an ease-

- ment access if a lot has legal frontage on a right-of-way. Staff has not identified new public
services which would be required to serve the Lot of Exception.

B. No Lot of Exception shall be approved unless:

¢)) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area.requirements of MCC .2218(A),
and

2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the minimum area
required in MCC .2218(A).

Staff Comments:

MCC .2218(A) specifies a five acre minimum lot size for the RR District except as provided
by the Lot of Exception process. The subject site covers approximately 6.5 acres and there-
fore exceeds the five acre requirement noted in item B(1l) above. The proposed division
would create only one lot with less than five acres; therefore this request complies with item

B(2) above.
CONCLUSIONS

1. The proposal satisfies standards for granting a Lot of Exception in the RR, Rural
Residential District.

Staff Report B " LE 11-89
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2. Conditig of approval are necessary to assure the partition satisfies the County Land -
Division Ordinance requirements and that future development on the new building

site is consistent with the Columbia River Gorge Area of Significant Environmental
Concern.

In the Matter of LE 11-89

By: Richard Leonard, Chairman
October 9, 1989

Filed With the Clerk of the Board on October 19, 1989

Appeal to the Board of County Commissioners

Any person who appears and testifies at the Planning Commission hearing, or who submits written testimo-
ny in accord with the requirements on the prior Notice, and objects to their recommended decision, may file
a Notice of Review with the Planning Director on or before 4:30 p.m. on Monday, November 6, 1989 on the
required Notice of Review Form which is available at the Planning and Development Office at 2115 SE
Morrison Street.

The Decision on this item will be reported to the Board of County Commissioners for review at 9:30 a.m. on Tdesday,
November 7 1989 in Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse. For further information call the Multnomah
County Planning and Development Division at 248-3043.

Staff Report LE 11-89
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P.O. Box 730° 288 E Jeweﬂ Blvd Whl’re Solmon WA 98672 (509) 493 3323

Richard P, Benner Execuhve DlrecTor .

Development Review
APPLICANT: Frank Windust, Jr., representing Myrtle Windust

FILE NO.: (C88-0160-M-G-12

REQUEST: To divide a 6.5 acre parcel into .two parcels. The newly. created

parcels would be 5 acres and approximately 1.25 to 1.5 acres. A
dwelling is proposed for the 1.25 to 1.5 acre parcel.

LOCATION: The subject parcel is located adjacent to Corbett Hill Road withiﬁ
the SW 1/4 of Section 26, Townshlp 1 North, Range 4 East, W.M.
Multnomsh County, Oregon. .

NATIONAL SCENIC AREA DESIGNATION: General Management Area
COMMENTS FROM OTHER AGENCIES/INDIVIDUALS:

Notice of the ©proposed development was sent to the following
agencies/individuals:

OR Land Conservation and Development Commission

WA Department of Community Development

Yakima Indian Nation

Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indlan Reservation
Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs

Nez Perce Tribe

U.S. Forest Service NSA Office

Multnomah County Planning Department

OR State Historic Preservation Office

Comnments were received from Columbia Gorge United and Friends of the Columbia
Gorge. No adverse comments were received.

FINDINGS OF FACT:

A. Conversion of Land

1. The subject parcel encompasses approximately 6.5 acres of woodland.
An' ephemeral creek crosses the parcel. Steep slopes and a bluff
dominate the northern portion of the parcel that parallels Corbett
Hill Road. A single-family dwelling exists on the east portion of
the parcel.

2. The subject parcel is surrounded by small to moderate size parcels.
Many of these parcels include dwellings and accessory buildings.

3. No commercial agrlculture or forestry occurs in the imrediate
surroundings.




Conclusion:

The subject parcel is 1mpractlcal to manage for commer01al agrlculture or:
forestry because of physical constraints, including - steep slépes, rlparlan:j o
habitat, and limited acreage. The proposed land division and dwelllng would not L
convert agrlcultural or forest land to residential use. : ' :;

Dwellings exist on the subject parcel and some of the adjacent parcels The
proposed land division and dwelling would not introduce incompatible land uses. .
Combined with similar actions on the surrounding parcels that are committed to -
rural - residential use, the proposed development would not have cumulatively
significant impacts on agriculture or forestry.

B. Scenic Resources

1. The Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Final Interim
Guidelines (U.S. Forest Service 1987), Chapter - III, Section
(B)(1)(2), state that "proposed uses or developments shall not change
the landscape setting of a site or its immediate surroundings from
an undeveloped to a rural or developed setting or from a rural to
a developed setting."

2. The subject parcel is visible from several key viewing areas |
identified in the Final Interim Guidelines, including the Columbia |
River, the Burlington Northern Railroad, and Washington State

Route 14.

3. The subject parcel, which includes a single-family dwelling, is
located in a rural setting. The landscape includes forest and
agricultural land. The adjacent parcels are small to moderate in
size; many include dwellings.

4. Within 300 feet of the subject parcel there are 17 parcels, ranging
in size from 1.34 acres to 15.48 acres. The average (mean) size of
these parcels is 3.8 acres. Only 1 out of the 17 parcels is smaller
than 1.5 acres. Over 75 percent of the surrounding parcels are
between 2 acres and 5 acres in size.

- 5. The Multnomah County Assessor lists the subject parcel as 5.58 acres
in size. The applicant disputes this figure and states that the
proposed land division would create a 5 acre parcel and a 1.25 to
1.5 acre parcel.

6. The subject parcel is zoned Rural Residential (RR-5). The minimum
lot size permitted in this zone is 5 acres. The proposed land
division would not be permitted by Multnomah County unless some type
of variance is granted.

Conclusion:
The subject parcel is located in a rural setting that is highly visible from

three key viewing areas. While some exceptions exist, the landscape setting is
dominated by parcels that range in size from 2 to 5 acres.



The proposed land ‘division would . create _a. parcel th
uncharacteristic. It would. 31gn1f1cantly change the _character. and landscape
setting of the subgect parcel..—

Approving the.proposed land division and dwelling would establish a precedent
for creating additional small parcels in the immediate surroundings. Combined
with similar actions, the proposed development would cumulatively change the
landscape setting from a rural setting with low to moderate density residential
development to a developed setting with moderate to high density residential
development

The proposed land division and dwelling are inconsistent with the Scenic Area
Act because they would change the existing landscape setting of the subject
parcel and its immedjiate surroundings. Furthermore, they would encourage high
density residential development that would detract from views seen from the key
viewing areas.

C. Culturél Resources

The existing inventories do not identify any prehistoric or historic
resources on or near the subject parcel.

Conclusion:

The proposed land division and dwelling‘would not adversely affect any known
prehistoric or historic resources.

D. Recreation Resources

No recreation facilities exist on or near the subject parcel.
Conclusion:

The proposed land division and dwelling would not adversely‘affect any recreation
resources.

E. Natural Resources

1. No rare, threatened, or endangered plants or animals have been
identified on or near the subject parcel.

2. No natural areas or endemic plants have been identified on or near
the subject parcel.

3. A small creek crosses the subject parcel. The creek and the adjacent
riparian vegetation provide wildlife habitat.

Conclusion:

All future development along the creek that crosses the subject parcel should
be sited and designed so that it does not adversely affect wildlife habitat and




s

) water quality. Buffeps, setbacke, and other protective measures should be®
imposed as warranted. : C ' Co

DECISION: »

Based upon the preceding finaings-of fact, the land use application by Frenk-*
Windust, Jr., representing Myrtle Windust, is found to be inconsistent with the
standards of Section 6 and the purposes 6f the Columbia River Gorge Natlonal
Scenic Area Act and Commission Rule. 350-20, and is hereby denied.

DATED AND SIGNED THIS 29  day of December, 1988 at White Salmon, Washington.

L300~ R0Q

)fféichard.P. Benner, Executive Director

Note: When a proposed action is disapproved by the Executive Director, and the
Commission does not approve the development on appeal, no new application for
the same or substantially similar action shall be filed for twelve (12) months
from the date of the decision disapproving the action.

APPEAL, PROCESS

The decision of the Executive Director shall be final unless a notice of appeal
is filed with the Commission within twenty (20) working days of the date of this
decision by the applicant or any person who submitted comment. Any three (3)
members of the Commission may appeal this decision by filing a notice within the
same time period. Notice of Appeal forms may be obtained at Commission offices.

AB: jmb
FIND0160,88

cc: U.S. Forest Service - NSA Office
OR Land Conservation and Development Comm.
WA Dept. of Community Development
Yakima Indian Nation
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation
Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs
Nez Perce Tribe
Multnomah County Planning Department
OR State Historic Preservation Office
Columbia Gorge United
Friends of the Columbia Gorge
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OFFICE MEMORANDUM . . . DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Planning Division, 2
Ike Azar and John Dorst/Transportatiof Division 4&/ ﬁ

Dick.Howard/Transportation Division
October 2, 1989

2207 NE Corbett Hill Road/Tax Lot 3,
Section 26/TIN, RAE/LE 11-89

Dedicate: 20 ft. slope, drainage, wall and utility easement.
No right-of-way dedications are required.
No right-of-way improvements are required.

Furnish deed restrictions committing property owner to participate
in future right-of-way improvements.

Construct the following improvements:

Access restrictions may apply along the northern frontage due to
topographic problems and impaired sight distance.

cc: Fred Veith

4058V

ED@E@[E WE@

0CT 3 1989

Multnomah County |
Zoning Divisien
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" SEP2 9_1»989 AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING

Multnomah County :
Zoning Division : File # LE 11-89

being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and

say that I am (represent) the party initiating an action before the Multnomah

Lot of Exception

County Planning Commission for a affect-
| ing land located at 2207 NE Corbett Hill Road ; that pursuant to MCC
j 11.15.8220(E), I did on the 2'7711 day of W 19 £7

personally post G/ X notice(s) of public hearing to be held before the

Planning Commission on the 9th day of - Ogtober , 1989 , in

Room 602 of the Multnomah County Courthouse, Portland, Oregon; that pursuant
to MCC 11.15,8220(E), the content, design and size of said notices posted were
as determined by the Planning Director and were identical in content to the
notice attached hereto and by this reference made a part of this affidavit;

and that pursuant to MCC 11.15,8220(E), I posted one such notice for each 300
feet, or part thereof, of frontage of the above described ﬂroperty on any

street.

Dated this 2 7 =4 day of Lepfonfeo , 19 T
/4

Signature

Subscribed and sworn to before me this .27 % day of%ﬁwa/m 19 €7
o~ ‘ 4

Notary

-
~

DES/DPD/8-85 | )/,»54/ Certvrmnigaun MW é/‘/ 72

0362P \
|
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Time:

Place:

Cu 13-89
§:45 pm

LE 10-89
5:50 pm

‘/LE 11-88
5:55 pm

MULTNOMAH COUNTY
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Will hold a publtic
hearing on the following:

5:30 p.m., Monday, October 8, 1989

Room 602, Multnomah County Courthouse
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland, 97204

Subject of the hearing will be:

34100 NE Chamberiain Road

Applicant requests conditional use approval to
develop this approximately two acre Lot of Receit
wiha elated single family resi

35800 NE Chamberlaln Road

Applicant requests a land division under “Lot of
Exception™ provisions of the RR, rural residential
2oning district to divide a 7.2-acre parcel into a
2.2-acre and a 5-acre parcel.

2207 NE Corbett Hill Road

Applicant requests a land division under “Lot of
Exception” provisions of the RR, rural residential
200ting district, to divide a 6.5-acre parcel into a
1.5-acre and a 5-acre parcel.

For further information contact Sharon
Cowley at 248-3043, Multnomah
County

Services, Division of Planning and

Development
2115 SE Morrison Street, Portland

epartment of Environmentat




Department of Environmental Services * - SRR R 2115 SE Morrison Street
Division of Plannmg and Development S - . ‘Portland, Oregon 97214

You are invited to atterid or send written comment regarding a public hearing to be held on the following item on the date and at the time and
place indicated below. The exact time may be later depending on the agenda schedule. The heanng will be conducted pursuant to the Planning
Commission's Rules of Procedure (enclosed). All interested parties may appear and testify. Failure 1o raise an issue in person, or by letter, or failure to
provide sufficient specificity to allow the Planning Commission an opportunity to respond to the issue precludes appeal to LUBA on that issue.

A recommendation on the item will be announced at the close of the hearing, or upon continuance to a time certain.. A written ‘recommendation
will be filed with the Clerk of the Board of County Commissioners within ten days of the announcement. Recommendations may be appealed to the
Board of County Commissioners by either the applicant or those opposed. Appeals must be filed with the Division of Planning and Development
within ten days after the decision is filed with the Clerk of the Board. Appeal forms are available at 2115 SE Morrison Street.

A Staff Report will be available at no cost seven days prior to the hearing. All materials submitted by the applicant will be available for inspec-
tion at least 20 days prior to the hearing, and may be purchased at reasonable cost. For further information, call Sharon Cowley at 248-3043.

Planning Commission Members: Alterman — Chiedu —~ Douglas — Fry — Fritz — Hunt — Leonard — Spetter -

Date: 10/09/89 Time: 5:55 pm Place: Room 602, Multnomah County Courthouse

LE 11-89, #646 Lot of Exception | Line 3.

(Land Division)

Applicant requests a land division under "Lot of Exception" provisions of the RR, rural residential
zoning district, to divide a 6.5-acre parcel into al.5-acre and a S-acre parcel.

Location: 2207 NE Corbett Hill Road

Legal: Tax Lot '3', Section 26, IN-4E, e
1989 Assessor's Map

Site Size: Approximately 6.5 Acres \

Size Requested: Same ' % y 2’ ?

Property Owner:  Myrtle C. Windust - 4

c/o Powell Valley Residential Center
4001 SE 182nd Avenue, Gresham, 97030

Applicant: Myrtle C. Windust / Frank A. Windust, Jr,. ¢c/o Oregon Realty Company
36039 East Crown Point Highway, Corbett, 97019 :

Comprehensive Plan: Rural Residential/Area of Significant Environmental Concern

Present Zoning: RR, Rural Residential District
SEC, Area of Significant Environmental Concern Area

MH' | . LE 11-89




B

'pproval Cnterla for a: Lot of Exceptlon |fi the Rural «Rwden

&v

“The Plann,,_g g C
-creation of .a’lot of less than's actes, after Octobex.6; ’1977
when in comphance with the dimensional requuements of
"MCC 2218(C) through (E). Any exception shall be based on
ﬁndmgs that the proposal wﬂl

1)) Substanually maintain or support the character and sta-

bility of the overall land use pattern of the area;

(2) Be sitnated upon land generally unsuitable for the pro-
duction of farm crops and livestock or for forest use,
considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions,
drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the location or
size of the tract; :

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry prac-
tices on adjacent lands;

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;

(5) Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewage
disposal and minimum access; and

(6) Not require public services beyond those existing or pro-
grammed for the area.

Except as provided in MCC .2220(D), no Lot of Exception
shall be approved unless;

(1) The Lot of Récord to be divided exceeds the area
requirements of MCC .2218 (A), and

(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is
less than the minimum area required in MCC .2218(A).

The Pla'nnir‘;g Commission may attach conditions to the
approval of any Lot of Exception to insure that the use is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the purposes

* described in MCC .2122.

ommlsswn may grant an exceptxon tO pemut N
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’.GLO3 _ ZONING COMMISSION LEGAL LISTING e 09/19/89
, }' 3 f:;"; Y f :

WINDUST,FRANK A & MYRTLE C

2207 NE CORBETT HILL RD e

CORBETT, OREGON $§7019

SECTION 26 1 N L E

" TL 3 5.58 ACRES

WORSHAM,CLYDE W JR & LUCILLE
2131 NE CORBETT HILL RD
CORBETT, OREGON 97019
SECTION 26 1IN LE

TL 97 2.28 ACRES

WORSHAM,CLYDE W JR & LUCILLE
2131 NE CORBETT HILL RD
CORBETT, .OREGON 97019
SECTION 26 1IN LE

TL 98 5.00 ACRES

HOLCOMBE,FORT E

3938 SE 91ST AV
PORTLAND, OREGON 37266
SECTION 26 1IN LE

TL 104 4.75 ACRES

HOLCOMBE, FORT E

3938 SE 91ST AV
PORTLAND, OREGON 97266
SECTION 26 1IN LE

TL 103 5.00 ACRES

HOLCOMBE, FORT E

3938 SE 91ST AVE
PORTLAND, OREGON 97266
SECTION 26 1 N L E
TL 20 7.51 ACRES

WORSHAM,CLYDE W JR & LUCILLE
2131 NE CORBETT HILL RD
CORBETT, OREGON 97019
SECTION 26 1 N L E

TL 88 2.02 ACRES

WORSHAM,CLYDE W JR & LUCILLE
2131 NE CORBETT HILL RD
CORBETT, OREGON 97019
SECTION 26 1 N 4 E

TL 82 L4.86 ACRES



POSTING SIGNS

This is to filled out by the staff personnel that received the application,

ready for public hearing.

. . i” ’/.-\
\
\
|
\
)

How many sign éé;

_
Signs is. ed éd,ﬁdd‘)

Mail agenda(s) for sign(s) to:

Frank A. Windust, Jr.

(Name)
%Oregon Realty Co.

360%9 E., Crown Point Hwy.

{Mailing Address)
Corbett, OR

97019

{Zip code)

695-2222
{Telephone No.)

MULTNOMAH COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT . ZONING DIVISION
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“GENERAL APPLICATION FORM

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

2145 S.E. MORRISON ST.

2N

o=/

55,001 &0
854001 TL

DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT PORTLAND, OREGON 97244 MmuLTNOMAH
LAND DEVELOPMENT SECTION (503) 248-3043 counTw
PROPERTY ADDRESS 2207 ‘N.E. Corbett Hiil Rd. - FOR STAFF USE ONLY' .

Corbett, ORegon 97019 ] CASE NUMBER ' .
. - F3op 3350.Gu BL
LEGALDESCRPTION _Tax Lot 3, Section 26, 1N, 4E, UM, Z‘i%-j L!g - “E“ _ “;‘, 1
TSt Meted (N L
SITE SIZE 6.5 Acres
PROPERTY WNER/DEED HOLDER __ Myrtle C. "Tindust, %Fowell Valley Res.
001 S.E. 182nd Av. PHON 66,],-&‘553
| ADDRESS C.J. baln}.r’*, SR E)?’UDU -
\ ciIty ZIP :
APPLICANT Myrtle C. Windust & Frank A, ¥Windust, Jr, ” lNTERNAL PROCESSING
%Oregon Realty Co. 695-2292 <§2§f8¢%? -APP;.
\ ADDRESS 5059 T Crown Foimt Fwvs PHONE 092 gfﬁ
§ CITY Corbett OR P g=g1 9 v
i ;)_9 AG go
TO BE COMPLETED BY APPLICANT ONLY IN THE PRESENCE OF A NOTARY PUBLIC PRE-APP.: o o
PA 40-85 .
STATE OF OREGON DATE AND TIME:
COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 3 AVGED
’ LLBNE A WendelsT,] JE ACCEPTED/FOR/DECISION:
EACH BEING FIRST DULY SWORN, DEPOSE AND SAY THAT | AM (ONE OF) THE S /e .
APPLICANT(S) IN THE FOREGOING APPLICATION AND THAT THE SAME IS TRVE BY: -2’ ( '

» AS | VERILY BELIEVE.

, @J/‘m& |

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME THIS DAY OF _Au6 oS7~ 4</ 89

e

Lé’,(___\
16 AUG 92

HEARING D;(fE /%

DECISION "FILED:

NOTARY DECISIONS/S.R. BY:

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES

ACCEPTED FOR APPEAL:

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION: (T Be Filled In By Applicant and BY:

Reviewed by Staff)

DATE OF HEARING:
This :

1.5 acre lot of exception from a 6.5 acre warcel.
aCre parcel would meet the

a Lot of Exception to divide a

The 5
lTot size of thée Zoning districte

is an anwnlication for

' DESCRIPTION
COMP. PLAN DESIG:

COMMUNITY:
G overe

ZONING DISTRICT:

QR _SEC
'ZONING 'MAP NO:;
GA-@
QUFRTER sscnem NO: - f
Z




/
bept OF ENVIRONMENTAL servicES@)

o
DIVISION OF PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT (GENERAL APPLICAT%N FORM

LAND DEVELOPMENT SECTION

CASE NUMBER:

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION (TO BE PROVIDED BY APPLICANT)

DISTRICTS __
SCHOOL DISTRICT Corbett
WATER DISTRICT Corbett
FIRE DISTRICT Corbgtt
DRAINAGE DISTRICT

SERVICE DISTRICT (PUBLIC SEWER).
OTHER

PUBLIC UTILITIES

ELECTRICITY PGE
NATURAL GAS
TELEPHONE Ca:cade Utilities

OTHER

PUBLIC TRANSIT (TRl MET)
NEAREST BUS ROUTE AND STOP

OTHER INTERESTED AGENCIES (SPECIFY)

THE FOLLOWING PEOPLE, AS REQUESTED BY THE APPLICANT, SHALL BE NOTIFIED OF EACH HEARING.
(E.G., ATTORNEY, SURVEYOR)

FOR STAFF USE ONLY |

NOTICE OF
APPLICATION
REQUIRED

YES

NO

NOTICE

STREET 367439 B, Crown PYoint v,

“%Oregzon Realty Coo

CY _ Corbett, Orecon STAIE__ OR Z

P 97019

STAFF
NAME  Franlk A. 7Windust, Jre. REPORT

DECISION

NOTICE OF
REVIEW

NAME  David & Chris Moir

xx% 3¢ L
STREET 35600 BE Chamberliain Rd,.

= €

city Corhbett STATE OR ZiP 97019

NAME John 'Jindust

STREET 2207 NE Corbett Mill Rd,.

oy Corbett STATE OR 2P 97019

\




. _

APPLICATION FOR SANlTARllAN’S REVIEW CASE NUMEBER

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES 2445 8.E. MORRISON ST.
DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT PORTLAND, OREGON 97214
LAND DEVELOPMENT SECTION - (503)248-3043

ADDRESS OF PROPOSED USE OR PARCEL _2207 N.E, Corbett Hill Rd.
Corbett, OR 97019

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SITE__Tax Lot 3, Section 26, 1N, 4E, WM.
ASSESSOR'S MAP NO.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSEDUSE Lot of Excention annroval to divide the subject
proverty into a 5 avre and a 1.5 acre wvarcel.

IF RESIDENTIAL USE, DESCRIBE TOTAL NUMBER OF BEDROOMS __Three

—TO THE APPLICANT—

ANY LAND USE INVOLVING A NEW OR EXPANDED USE OR INVOLVING CREATION OF A NEW PARCEL REQUIRES
AUTHORIZATION BY THE COUNTY SANITARIAN. THEREFORE, PLEASE COMPLETE THE APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF THIS
FORM AND DELIVER 1T TO THE COUNTY SANITARIAN AT THE ADDRESS ABOVE, PRIOR TO MAKING ANY APPLICATIONS.
AFTER THE SANITARIAN HAS REVIEWED AND RETURNED THIS FORM TO YOU, INCLUDE IT WITH YOUR APPLICATION. IF
YOU PROPOSE TO CREATE A FLAG LOT OR A LOT SERVED BY AN ACCESSWAY, OR ANY USE ON A SITE WHERE AN EX-
ISTING RESIDENCE WILL BE RETAINED, YOU MUST ACCOMPANY THIS FORM WITH-A SCALED SITE PLAN SHOWING THE
LOCATION OF THE EXISTING RESIDENCE'S SEWAGE AND STORM WATER DISPOSAL SYSTEMS WHEN SUBMITTING THIS

FORM TO THE SANITARIAN.
APPLICANT Myrtle C. “findust and Frank A. Windust, Jr.

%0recon Realty Co. onn
ADDRESS__36039 B, Cron Roint Huwrs PHONE___695-2222

CITy Corbett, Oregon 7p 97019

—APPLICANT SHOULD NOT WRITE IN SHADED SPACE—

BASED ON PRESENT KNOWLEDGE OF THE AREA AND OF THE PROPOSED USE DESCRIBED ABOVE, AND ON CURRENT REGULA-
TIONS OF THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY, THE COUNTY SANITARIAN HEREBY FINDS THAT THE
PROPOSED USE CAN BE SERVED 8Y:

(PLEASE CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX AND CROSS OUT INAPPROPRIATE INFORMATION )

[ A SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM WHOSE NEAREST CONNECTION IS LOCATED AT

AND 1S LOCATED IN THE INVERNESS/GRESHAM/PORTLAND SERVICE AREA
OTHER (DESCRIBE)
[J A SUBSURFACE SANITATION SYSTEM IN THE FORM OF: A CESSPOOL/SEPTIC TANK/SEPTIC TANK AND
THE DRAINFIELD/SEPTIC TANK AND SEEPAGE PIT/OTHER (DESCRIBE)

. [0 PRESENT KNOWLEDGE OF THIS AREA IS INCONCLUSIVE AND FURTHER STUDIES WiLL BE REQUIRED TO
DETERMINE SUITABLE MEANS OF SANITARY WASTE DISPOSAL.

LAND FEASIBILITY STUDY NO. WAS CONDUCTED ON THIS SITE ON (DATE):
(PLEASE ATTACH COPY)

DATE

RETURN THIS FORM TO THE APPLICANT : COUNTY SANITARIAN




SR " — o

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATION OF WATER SERVICE  [casenumser

DEPT. OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES . 2415 S.E. MORRISON ST. .
DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT PORTLAND, OREGON 97214
LAND DEVELOPMENT SECTION (503) 248-3043

v Corbett, OR 288%® 097019
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SITE___Tax Lot 3, Section 26, 1N, 3B, Wi,

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED USE Lot of Excention ap. roval to divide the subict
propnerty into a 5 acre and a l.5 acre parcel,

|IF RESIDENTIAL USE, DESCRIBE TOTAL NUMBER OF UNITS Two, (one new and one is existing)
SOURCE OF WATER: Gk PUBLIC O PRIVATE

—TO THE APPLICANT— _
ANY LAND USE INVOLVING A NEW OR EXPANDED USE OR INVOLVING CREATION OF A NEW
PARCEL REQUIRES ADEQUATE WATER SERVICE. THEREFORE, PLEASE COMPLETE THE APPLICABLE
SECTIONS OF THIS FORM.

IF YOU PROPOSE TO USE A PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY, DELIVER THIS FORM TO THE APPROPRIATE
WATER DISTRICT PRIOR TO MAKING ANY APPLICATION. AFTER THE WATER DISTRICT REVIEWS AND
RETURNS THE FORM TO YOU, INCLUDE IT WITH YOUR APPLICATION.

APPLICANT lertle C. VWindust & Frank A. Windust, Jr.

%O0regon Rﬁ'ﬂ ty Co. 695.2222
ADDRESS }C 5205 e G —tott iy PHONE
CITy Corbett, OR_ : ZIP_97019

S | o "‘j_ro THE WATER D'ISTRICT—
zbi_THE PROPOSED USE CAN BE ADEQUATELY SERVED WITH WATER AT A PRESSU
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LOT OF EXCEPTION A’_.LIC:ATION i Date: lO/’é?-/88
-Applicant, Frank A. Windust, Jr.
" Owner, Myrtle C., Windust

Applicant requests a land division of an approximately

6.5 acre narcel into a 5 acre and a l1l.25 to 1.5 acre
parcel. The 5 acre parcel would meet the lot size
standard of the RR-5 zoning district and the newly creat-
ed 1.5 acre lot of exception would be a substandard lot

as allowed under MCC 11.15.2180.

Any Exception shall be based on findings that the proposal
will: '

1o Substancially maintain or supvort the character and stability:

of the overall land use pattern of the area;
The subject property is bordered on the North by parels that are 2,25,
1034 and 1.84 in size and all developed with single family residences.
The most iwmediate parcels to the East are 3.49, 2,02, 2.45, 2,0, 1,19,
and 4.1 acres in size and are all developedwith single family residences
To the South is a 15 acre parcel undeveloped due to the terrain and to
the West are parcels that are 5, 2.28, 2,02 and 4,86 acres in size and
mostly all developed with single~family residences. Due to the numerous
other small non-resource rural residential used parcels adjacent to and
nearby the subject property, the granting of this Lbt of Exception re-
quest would substancially maintain or support the character and stab-
ility of the overall land use patterns of the area.

2. Be situated upon generally unssitable land for the production of
© - farm cropwns and livestock or for Forest use, considering the terrain,
adverse soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegatation,
and the location or size of the traéEtg
The terrain on over 50% of the subject property is to steep for any
farming activity to occur. Taking out the steen areas and the creek
area and the ravine that it is. in wiich divides the property leaves
very little area that could-be uséd for anything other than residential.
The configuration of the total parcel, as you can see, as well as the
overall size of the parcel makes &t generally if not totally unsuitable
for the production of crons or any type of forest use. Weather con-
ditions would also render this site unuseceable for any forest use as you
can see from the wind damaged trees isresently on the site. Wwind and
ice have mutilated the trees that grow on the site. The location of
this site amoungst other small residential development also makes this
site unsuitable for farui or forest production.

3o Be compateable with accepted farwing or forestry practices on ad-
jacent lands;

No farming or forestry paractices are being carried on on any of the

parcels adjacent to this property. The only property that would even

be capable of any such use is to the West and due to size and terrain

even it would be a very marginal operation since only about 3 acres of

it is level enougho. '

4, Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC .2202;
This proposal meets all the provisions an< is consistent with. the pur-
poses described in #CC ,.2202.

5. Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewvage disposal
and minimum access;

The Corbett wWater District ™Main Line is adjacent to the subject property




s . o

( |
along Corbett Hill Qad9 and adaquate water is available ac‘cording,
" to the Corbett Water District to propertly serve this site. The soils
in this area, sandy loam, have no history of having problems with sewptic
system failures and should perk without any problems., Adaquate accéss
can be provided from Corbett #“ill Rd. and power and telephone services
also are available and within easy access from Corbett Hill Rd,

6. Not Regquire public services beyond thase existing or programmed
for the area, 4

The prorerty is served by all the necessary services, Corbett Water,

Portland General Electric, Cascauwe Utilities (phone), Corbett Fire

Departwent, and Corbett Schools. There are no required services be-

yondthose existing at tinis time.,
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

“.,. DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

Y
“‘-:‘K:\}gs[')%"\'/gL':o,ﬁkAAE"i}\‘T'NG GLADYS McCOY @ CHAIR OF THE BOARD
D D N STREET PAULINE ANDERSON @ DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
2 o T hEE GRETCHEN KAFOURY e DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
0% 246.3043 RICK BAUMAN e DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
SHARRON KELLEY  DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

November 1, 1989

Honorable Board of County Commissioners
Room 605, Multnomah County Courthouse
1021 SW Fourth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 972904

RE: Auto Wrecker's License - New

Jack H. Benson

dba A and B Automotive and Towing, Inc.
5838 SE 111th Avenue

(Zoned LM, Light Manufacturing District)

Recommend: Approval of Business Location

Dear Commissioners;

The staff of the Division of Planning and Development respectfully recommends that the above
license be approved, based upon findings that they satisfy the location requirements for same as

contained in ORS §22.10 and .135.

Sincerely,

H COUNTY DIVISION OF PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

Robert N. Hall, Senior Planner
RNH:sec

Enclosure - Wrecker's Application

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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1 6 ad APPROVAL ICERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE [ cITY E COUNTY OF //o//ﬁ;nd/

e

18

© PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGiolLY WiTH iNK.

DO NOT SUBMIT THIS APPLICATION WITHOUT YOUR SURETY BOND AND THE REQUIRED FEE.

APPLICATION FOR BUSINESS CERTIFICATE

AS A WRECKER OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR

NOTES FAILURE TO ACCURATELY COMPLETE THIS FORM WiLL CAUSE UNAVOIDABLE DELAY.

W.Jg

ORIGINAL
D RENEWAL

CERTIFICATE NO:

NAME (CORPORATION AND/OR ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME) BUSINESS TELEPHONE
A+ B  AuTomeTivE Arl Tow:nE INC 766-T3L9-
MAIN BUSINESS LOCATION (STREET AND NUMBER) CITY 2iP CODE COUNTY
58238 s €. inTH i PeRTLAMD 97 2L MuLT.
MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE 2iP CODE
3455 sk 215T AVEMUE PeRTLArD |- oRECon—|-H- 7202

~-ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS IN A DIFFERENT CITY.

LIST THE ADDRESSES OF ALL ADDITIONAL BUSINESS LOCATIONS. A SEPARATE APPLICATION FORM MUST BE COMPLETED FOR ANY

STREETADDRESS %~ v - " oo« . o or .
S .

| STREET APDRES§ (O F('l(.g_) cITYy 2P CODE . COUNTY . TELEPHONE
34545 SE€. 2185T AvE~UVE FoRTLANMO 97202 MUA-T. 233.51489
- CITY - ZIP CODE COUNTY - TELEPHONE

CHECK ORGANIZATION TYPE:

IF COHPOHATION. LIST THE STATE UNDER WHOSE LAW BUSINESS IS INCOR

PORATED:

th oAty

) inoivibuaL O parTNERSHIP X cCorPORATION OREGoM
LIST NAME AND RESIDENCE ADDRESS OF ALL INDIVIDUAL OWNERS, PARTNERS OR PRINCIPAL CORPORATE OFFICERS TR
NAME TITLE DATE OF BIARTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
*""-“"J;'qc_k TH. Bgﬂso}u’ S I PRES Os~T T T-1Y-Y T (503) 455—5730
[RESIDENCE ADDRESS .. - +... - iy oY | 9 STATE ZIP.CODE -
6121 CHURcHILL Uowﬂs Dkwt WEST Limar) | o~ | oRECaN 97oéé,
NAME TITLE _ DATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
£ 4 - £ S ( ) e
RESIDENCEADDRESS /" . mw o v wm = cITY 3 . | STATE — | 2IPCODE
A S N : Y EAR T i ‘Lo :
' NAME N .. TITLE . DATE OF BIRTH RESIDENCE TELEPHONE
] o Bl Wl J)“"\‘J‘Y L A
,.6, Lot e e ~ . - . . f , ( ) -
RESIDENCEADDRESS .. , v . - - . .~ . oL . STATE ZIP CODE L
. N, PN . P [ PR v ~ - .
THE OIM'ENSIONS OF THE PROPERTY ON WHICH THE BUSINESS 15 LOCATED ARE L 2 2. 65 n x 617 2 4 '_-""5

-

FOR ACCESS TO THE PREMISES AND PUBLIC PARKING.

| CERTIFY THAT | AM THE APPLICANT OR AN AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE AND THAT ALL INFORMATION ON THIS APPLICATION IS
ACCURATE AND TRUE. 1 ALSO CERTIFY THAT THE RIGHT OF WAY OF ANY HIGHWAY ADJACENT TO THE LOCATION(S) LISTED ABOVE IS USED

NAME -~ ) . ' ) TITLE ) RESIDENCE TELLEPHONE
Tack " H. Bewson T C FPRES 10 NT - |(503)¢55-5930

ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE GN TURE DATE

ol D1 CHURcHiLL Dewnts R, WEST Lim 0REG. . {— M/M ) /j//

ST

HAS:

A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITABLE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OoR OPERATE A WRECKING YARD OR BUSINESS

(ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY).

B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE HEQUIREMENTS FOR LOCATION UNDER OREGON .

‘v’ - REVISED STATUTE 822.110.

JURISDICTION UNDER OREGON REVISED STATUTE 822.140.

SEAL OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY.

C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY PROHIBITION UNDER OREGON REVISED STATUTE 822 135. |
1~ D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE

) L ALSO CERTIFY THAT | AM AUTHORIZED TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION AND AS EVIDENCE OF SUCH AUTHORITY DO AFFIX HEREON THE

FEE: $54.00

SUBMIT APPLICATION AND SURETY

BOND, WITH ALL REQUIRED FEES
AND SIGNATURES TO:
BUSINESS LICENSING UNIT

. 1905 LANA AVE. NE
SALEM, OR 87314-2350

'u -—— - e i B - - - - - -
PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE )
NAME _ / @ / TITLE %a{ B
SIGNA )% DATE / / aa
Z,,g 4/, 7

735,373 (7-88)

Produced by STATE PRINTING



STATE OF OREGON, AS PRINCIPAL(S), AND

SURETY BOND

FAILURE 'ro ACCURATELY COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE UNAVOIDABLE DELAY BOND NO.: _ "‘

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS; = e

THAT

(INDIVIDUAL, PARTNERS, CORPORATION NAME)

DOING BUSINESS AS _

(ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME, IF ANY)

HAVING PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS AT

T (ADDRESS, CITY, STATE. ZIP CODE)

WITH ADDITIONAL PLACES OF BUSINESS AT
\ (ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE)

 (ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) .

-~ e - - R R T

! (SURETY NAME)

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) ) . - . . TELEPHONE NUMBER

A CORPORATION ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF
AND AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT A SURETY BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON, AS SURETY, ARE HELD AND FIRMLY

.BOUND UNTO THE STATE OF OREGON IN THE PENAL SUM OF $2,000.00 FOR THE PAYMENT OF WHICH WE HEREBY BIND ™

OURSELVES OUR RESPECTIVE SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY FIRMLY BY THESE PRESENTS.

: iy ,‘;. ,.:»r~.,..‘,?~".’.“
THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT WHEN THE ABOVE NAMED PRINCIPAL HAS BEEN ISSUED A CERTIFI- !
CATE TO CONDUCT, IN THIS STATE, A BUSINESS WRECKING, DISMANTLING AND SUBSTANTIALLY ALTERING THE FORMOF -
VEHICLES, SAID PRINCIPAL SHALL CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS WITHOUT FRAUD OR FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, AND ™~
WITHOUT VIOLATION OF ANY OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE OREGON VEHICLE CODE SPECIFIED IN ORS 822.120(2), THEN AND .
IN THAT EVENT THIS OBLIGATION TO BE VOID, OTHERWISE TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT UNLESS CANCELLED "'~

PURSUANT TO ORS 743 755

" THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE 19 AND EXPIRES S 19 _

e

. . ANY ALTERATION VOIDS THIS BOND

IN WITNESS WHEREOF THE SAID PRINCIPAL AND SAID SURETY HAVE EACH CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED
BY ITS AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AND THE SURETY CORPORATE SEAL TO BE HEREUNTO

AFFIXED THIS ot DAYOF 19 : ¢ TLEY
. ’ B - ) : - y
SIGNATURE OF PRINCIPAL/REPRESENTATIVE — : i . TmE. 4, o — . ,l U
H s . . . . ‘ . !
SIGNATURE OF SURETY/REPRESENTATIVE T - i TITLE ..
- ‘ B . P Los :,
SURETY S AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION. " PLACE SURETY SEAL BELOW

IN THE EVENT A PROBLEM ARISES CONCERNING THIS BOND, CONTACT:

NAME - ’ , TELEPHONE S T

ADDRESS

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE

3

* APPROVED BY ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 9/10/85

-
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Procedure # 1201

. , Page 3 of 4
BaTe susmrtrep NoV- 1, 1983 : A . (For Clerk's U
Meeting Date V 7 1989
: Agenda No. B

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA
Community Integration Project

Subject:
Informal Only* Nov. 7., 1989 Formal Only
(Date) (Date)
.Dmmxnmur Human Services pIVISION Social Services
TELEPHONE 248 3691

CONTACT Gary Smith

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Duane Zussy, 6 Gary Smith State DD
rogram staff and dlrectors
if applicable, and clear state-

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives expiored

ment of rationale for the action requested.
- ) ég §
' This is a follow u» to the October 31 informal ;; -
presentation on CIP II. o= 2
v
g !
oI — 3
QML-A . :_
(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE) & - _
~ " g
i =
ACTION REQUESTED: ~< gg €
O APPROVAL

D PRELIMINARY APPROVAL ﬁ POLICY DIRECTION

YO T e (422§é%h__

' INFORMATION ONLY

INDICATE THE EBSTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL
[:] FISCAL/BUDGETARY

D " -General Fund

Other
SIGNATURES: , ‘ B
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER

BUDGET / PERSONNEL -

COUNTY COUNSEL -(Ordinances, Regolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Faci{liti{es Management, etc.)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.
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MULTHOMAH COUNTY OREGONMN

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SOCIAL AND FAMILY SERVICES DIVISION GLADYS McCOY » CHAIR OF THE BOARD
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
426 SW. STARK ST., 6TH FLOOR GRETCHEN KAFQURY e DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 ’ RICK BAUMAN ¢ DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-3691 SHARRON KELLEY e DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

MEMORANDUM

TO: Gladys McCoy, Multnomah County Chair
Commissioner Gretchen Kafoury
Commissioner Pauline Anderson
Commissioner Rick Bauman
Commissioner Sharron Kelley

VIiA: Duane Zussy
. FROM: Gary Smith“jjJJ
DATE: November 7, 1989
SUBJECT: Further Information on CIP II

We submit the following to further explain our recommendation to you regarding the
County's options for participation in the next phase of Fairview Downsizing, and to
elaborate on the data we previously submitted.

° We continue to recommend non-participation, or partial participation, depending on
the extent to which the "conditions" we previously outlined are met by the State. We
would like to continue to work cooperatively with the State to successfully transfer
persons with developmental disabilities to the community, however we will be unable
to do so without the availability of at least a minimum level of resources. The
Department has previously reported to you the successes of community programming
for many individuals (the Rob Horner study) and maintains its belief that adequately
staffed, supervised, and supported community programs offer the best opportunity to
maximize the human potential of persons with developmental disabilities.

° Critical Incidents

The County issues guidelines to subcontractors for critical incident reporting.
Agencies have some flexibility in determining the incidents they will report. We
aggressively collect critical incident reports submitted by providers. These reports
(the 649 figure earlier provided to you) typically do not provoke an "investigation" per
se, but rather give County staff and providers data from which to make changes in
client services.

° Protective Services

Critical incident reports can lead to protective service investigations depending upon
the nature of the incident and its actual or potential harm to clients.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



Further Information on CIP 11
November 7, 1989
Page Two

Conditions Leading to Program De-Licensure

Programs who fail to receive permanent licenses do so as a result of significant
health, safety, or personal rights deficiencies. Of the six residential programs that
have been reviewed in Multnomah County thus far, one half of them did not receive a
permanent license based on a decision by the State Mental Health Division.
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OREGON ASSOCIATION OF REHABILITATION FACILITIES
2866 Center Street NE » Salem, Oregon 97301  Telephone: (503) 378-5502

OARS

Alvord Taylor Houses, Eugene

ARC of Washington County, Aloha

Bay Area Rehabilitation Ctr., Coos Bay

Bend Work Activity Center

Bonney Enterprises, Corvallis

The Challenge Center, Milwaukie

Columbia Gorge Rehabiiitation Ctrs.,
Hood River and The Dalles

Douglas Residential Training Facility

Eastco Diversified Services, Gresham

Edwards Center, Aloha

Garten Foundation, Salem

Goodwill Indus. of Lane County

Goodwill Indus. of Oregon, Portland

Salem Goodwill Division

Greenleaf Industries, Grants Pass

Kingsmen Community Srvcs., Salem

Lake Activity Center, Lakeview

Lane Community College WAC

Laurel Hill Center, Eugene

Living Opportunities, Medford

Marie Mills Center, Tillamook

Midcoast Enterprises, Florence

Mid Valley Workshop, Amity

NOVA Enterprises, Pendleton

Open Door, Corvallis

The Opportunity Center, Albany

Opprtny. Fndtn/Cent. Oreg., Redmond

Pearl Buck Center, Eugene

Polk Community Living, Monmouth

Polk Enterprises, Independence

Port City Development, Portland

Portland Habilitation Center, Portland

REACH, Inc., Klamath Falls

Rockwest Training Company, Salem

Rogue River Enterprises, Gold Beach

Salem Rehabilitation Facility

Shangri-La Corporation, Salem

So. Oreg. Goodwill Industries, Medford
So. Oreg. Training/Habilitation, Ashland

SPARC Enterprises, Grants Pass

St. Vincent De Paul Rehabltn., Portland
Star of Hope, North Bend

Step Forward, LaGrande

Sunshine Indus. Unlimited, Sweet Home

Treasure Valley Opportunities, Ontario

Tualatin Valley Mental Health, Hillsboro
Umpqua Homes for the Aged, Roseburg

Wasco Habilitation, The Dalles

Willamette Valley Rehabltn. Ctr., Lebanon

Dammasch State Hospital, Wilsonville
Portland Employment Program
SE Mental Health Network, Portland

Supported Employment Res. Proj., OHSU

Members provide services through their
workshops, group homes, and at integrated
community worksites through contracts from
County Mental Health Programs for the
Divisions of Mental Health and Developmental
Disabilities Services and Vocational
Rehabilitation.

Several Multnomah County programs were
instrumental in the creation of this
Association over twenty years ago and remain
members today, the largest being Portland
Habilitation Center and Portland Goodwill.

Our membership includeg five Multnomah County
programs serving hundreds of its citizens with
disabilities.

Never have the problems facing community
programs been greater. We weathered the
recession of the early 80's by supplementing
stagnant state rates of payment with grants,
contributions, and other resources we
developed from our local communities. We
believe it is the responsibility of the
nonprofit sector to augment state rates to
offer improved services to the people we are
incorporated to serve -- it is our mission.

We were able to survive because we were
innovative and because there was an adequate
labor force to draw from. Now we are learning
that the gap between what the state is able to
pay and the true costs are so great that our
FUNDRAISING EFFORTS AREN'T sufficient to keep
us in business. There must be an increase_in
the wages and benefits we can offer to our
employees.

The community system has grown over 50% in the
past four years ('84-'88), while the
competition for labor has dramatically
increased. The wages and benefits built into
state rates have remained only slightly above
minimum and we are rapidly learning that the
physically and emotionally demanding jobs we
offer cannot compete with similarly paying
jobs in the service industry.

The absolute minimum that we believe is

necessary for the community system to survive

this biennium is the 4.7 million recommended

in the 9/89 Executive Department study, titled
"A Review of the Staffing Situation of the

Direct Care Workers in the Developmental
Disability Field".




¢ Ly

If started 1/1/90, the 4.7 million would provide for a 10%
increase in direct care wages for residential and vocational
employees and increase OPE (Other Payroll Expenses) from 21%
to 25% (which is still well below true cost -- in public
employment this figure approaches 40%). -

This is not a long-term solution, but, if implemented
quickly, one that will allow the community to hold together
while longer-term strategies can be developed for the next
legislative session.

We recognize that these problems and their solutions cannot
be fixed by Multnomah County. We are asking that the County
uses its power to advocate for the immediate release of 4.7
million dollars for direct care wages and benefits.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of County Participation ) - RESOLUTION
-in Phase Two of the Community Integration_ ) o

Project (Fairview downsizing) )

" WHEREAS the Board of County Comm1551oners be11eves that
- +individuals with developmental disabilities are entitled to a
- full range of opportun1t1es for community living, and

_nlﬂWHEREAS the Board of County Commissioners is commltted to the
~'-.'process of reducing the size of Fairview Training Center and
;ﬁ'prov1d1ng community 11v1ng optlons for Fairview re51dents, and

ﬁ@VWHEREAS Multnomah County has been a part1c1pant in past

state/county efforts to place Fairview residents into

'nelghborhood living options, and

o WHEREAS the Board recogn1zes that the number of communlty f
- providers available to accept additional Fairview residents has

fallen to drastic levels and that recruitment of new prov1ders

, has become increasingly d1ff1cu1t and -

. WHEREAS the Executive Department of the State of Oregon has

“-reported that the inadequacy of wages paid to direct care staff-

.~ employed by these providers is a critical element in recruiting
-~ new providers and retaining those now in economic crisis, and

‘ WHEREAS the State has been unable to assure the Board that
. sufficient monies will be made available to improve the wage

base for these direct care staff,and

e WHEREAS other critical elements of a successful communlty
system remain unaddressed to date by the State, and

WHEREAS Multnomah County would be willing to continue its
commitment to a joint state-county effort to expand community
options but is unwilling to be a part1c1pant in destabilizing
the community service systenm,



N

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

Multnomah County declines to participate in Phase Two of the

Community Integration Project until_the following conditions. e

are satisfactorily addressed by the State of Oregon:

1.Residential direct care staff salaries increased to

&“ﬂ' $6/hour and fringe from 21 to 25 percent.

2.Professional resources to provide basic medical care,

_;f,occupat1ona1 and phy51ca1 therapy, dentistry, and consultatlon
..., must be expanded in the community.

3.Funds must be provided for-psychiatric services beyond

'nghat is currently covered by the Medicaid program.

« .

4.Case management funds already budgeted must be advanced

to the County so that sufficient staff may be hired to plan for
,eand serve the 1ncreased number of cllents.

5.Subcontractor admlnlstratlve support must be 1ncreased by

_ten percent

- BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

"¢ The Board of County Commissioners is prepared to join with

advocates, providers, and others to urge the State Department
of Human Resources to make available sufficient resources to

.. meet the above conditions and, if necessary, will support the

Department of Human Resources before the Emergency Board in

"~ seeking these resources.

”;{ADOPTED this =~~~ ' day of November,1989

Gladys McCoy, Chair
Multnomah County, Oregon
SEAL

REVIEWED:

Paul G. Mackey }sz£<2¥"‘
Assistant County Counsel
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The death of David Bashaw;
A case study in downsizing

By DON LOVING

This is a story about a boy named David.

At 34, David was not a “boy” physically. But mentally, socially and
in other respects, David was a boy — a very young boy. He was an
MR/DD client and resident at Fairview Training Center. According
to sources at Fairview, David’s diagnostic age was profiled at under
one year.

Nonetheless, for over five years, David had been happy at Fairview.
Then things began to change: _

® On May 3, 1989, Fairview and the federal government agreed
on a consent decree that called for hundreds of Fairview clients to be
‘downsized‘ from the institution to community living centers. David
was one of those scheduled to leave.

® On June 23, 1989, officials of the community center in Port-
land where David was scheduled to go asked for “a couple of more
weeks” so that their staff could be better trained to handle a client

with David’s disabilities. Their request was denied, because David had

to “be out of Fairview by the end of the biennium?’

® On June 30, 1989, David was moved to his new living quarters
in the Clackamas County area of Portland.

® On July 17, 1989, David was dead.

A Little History :

For the past several years, Oregon AFSCME Council 75 has bee
engaged in an ongoing struggle against deinstitutionalization, par-
ticularly — but not exclusive-
ly — at Fairview. For those
same years, Council 75 has

been warning that ‘clients
will die” if all physically and
mentally handicapped pa-

tients are placed in com-
munity settings.

For that same period of
time, the Council’s critics have had but many verses of the same song:
“All the union’s concerned about is jobs.”

Longtime Council activists beg to differ. “AFSCME has always ad-
vocated for the patients in these kinds of homes,’ said Arlene Collins
of AFSCME Local 88 (Multnomah County). “I spoke about this very
issue at a privatization conference back in 1981

Collins was there when Multnomah County closed Edgefield Man-
or earlier this decade. Many residents of the county-operated nursing
home died within a year of their being “downsized” (which wasn’t
the in-vogue term in 1981) to community settings.

“The reaction to those deaths was a sort of ‘So what?’ response]’
said Cecil Tibbetts, Council 75’s executive director. “It was like, “They’re
old; they’re going to die anyway’ It was very sad”

Now, almost 10 years later, despite the warnings, someone ¢else has
died. What will the reaction be this time?

Beginning Of The End

For five years, David Bashaw lived happily at Fairview’s Martin Cot-
tage, one of the institution’s intensive care cottages. He came to Fair-
view from another institution. AFSCME Local 1246 member Linda
Matthias, who works at Martin, described David as severely retarded
and handicapped with an additional severe seizure disorder;
nonetheless, in general he was “healthier” than most intensive care
clients.

“He did suffer from a cleft palate,’ said Matthias. (A cleft palate

is what has been known colloquially for years as a “hair lip?’) “But

relative to other patients, David had no significant feeding or swallow-
ing disorders?” That fact becomes more significant as you understand
the nature of David’s death.

There was nothing ominous as July 17 began. David, now in his
eighteenth day at his new group home, was taken to his work activity
center. He was positioned in a prone stander, which is simply an
assisted, strap-in standing device for people who have difficulty stan-
ding up. '

According to a state official (who spoke on the basis of not being
identified), during the morning work shift, someone noticed that
David’s color wasn’t good. Witnesses said he looked “gray.’ The group
home was called, and a staffer from the group home was dispatched
to bring David back to the home, located about four miles from the
work center.

The work activity center is an operation independent of the home,
and its workers monitored David’s vital signs. Most employees of the
activity center do have at least basic medical training. But then David
was placed into a vehicle by the lead group home worker on duty, a
20-year-old with no emergency medical training. As he was being
transported, David “started looking worse!” The lead worker stopped
at a phone booth to call the group home and ask for advice; he was
told to take David to a hospital. The driver headed toward Providence
Hospital, but it was too late. David died en route, and was pronounced

. DOA at Providence.

“According to everyone
I’ve talked to — both on and
off the record — David never
received any emergency treat-
ment,’ said Matthias. “No
one attempted CPR, or
mouth-to-mouth resuscita-
_ tion, or any kind of first aid.
The person from the group home overseeing him had no training in
those areas’’ .

Though his understanding was limited due to his diagnostic or “men-
tal” age of 11 months, it’s still safe to say that David did not want
to leave Fairview. To him, Martin Cottage was “home’” (“Even move-
ment from one cottage to another was traumatic for David,’ said Mat-
thias.) Generally, patients go out on a pre-placement visit — usually
for three days. David was not afforded that opportunity. And the group
home did not want David — at least not as soon as they got him. Again,
the home had asked the state for more time to train staff. The request
was denied by state management officials who had a paper deadline
to meet: X number of Fairview clients were to be downsized by June
30. No exceptions. The state had promised the feds to move 300 peo-
ple out within three years, and David was one of those they wanted
to get started with. Ready or not — applied equally to either the cli-
ent or the group home — here we come! And 18 days later, David was
dead.

‘No Feeding Or Swallowing Disorders’

Officially, David died from an abnormally “high serum sodium level”’
In more understandable terms, he died of dehydration. He simply didn’t
have enough to eat or drink while living at the group home.

Dr. Joanne Icovino, a member of AFSCME Local 3327 (Oregon
State Physicians), works at Fairview. She writes discharge orders for
many of the patients being released to the community. David was one
of her patients.

(Please wurn the page)




® David

“For David to have died of
dehydration, I can only assume
that not enough attention was paid
to his food and water intake level
[at the group home];’ Icovino said.
“He was certainly healthy when we
discharged him.

“Obviously)’ she continued, “the
term ‘healthy’ is relative with all of
these patients. But David had a
good appetite, and he generally ate
and drank well.

“He most certainly wasn’t on the
verge of dehydration-when he left
Fairview?’

Icovino did say that David took
a lot of time eating, and that the
person attending him — essential-
ly, David could not feed himself —
may not have taken enough time
feeding him.

“There’s just not enough knowl-
edge out there by the people tak-
ing care of our clients)” Icovino
said. “The aide should have realiz-
ed David wasn’t eating, and a
nurse should have been called in.
But there’s no professional follow-
up for these patients.

“All of the doctors are concern-
ed)’ said Icovino. “There’s no way
of monitoring our people once

(Continued from froni page)

they leave. These are people that
we care about and love, yet we can
only hope everything works out all
right.

“And we've just talked about
physical needs,” Icovino added.
“I’m sure there are a lot of
unanswered questions about
meeting the emotional needs of
our patients. Leaving Fairview
causes a significant emotional
reaction in these patients?’

Tibbetts believes most workers
in the community living centers do
care about the clients’ welfare, but
don’t receive proper training.

“It’s not that the employees in
the group homes don’t care]’ said
Tibbetts. “They do care. We
understand that. They just aren’t
being trained properly to take care
of cases as severe as the Fairview
releases.’

Others Hospitalized

To the employees of Fairview
who mourn David’s death, there’s
one fact that is most distressing of
all: David’s case is NOT an isolated
incident. Both before and after
David’s passing, three other
former Fairview patients were

hospitalized soon after their place-
ment into the community. Because
each of the three is still living, not
even their first names will be used
for sake of privacy. This is all you
need to know about the three:

® Client No. 7137 — Hospita-
lized May 26. Cause: Dehydration.

@ Client No. 8366 — Hospita-
lized June 18. Cause: Dehydration.

® Client No. 7422 — Hospita-
lized Aug. 11. Cause: Dehydration.

In the case of Client No. 8366,
she was hospitalized just five days
after her release from Fairview.

And that’s only the beginning.
Two other patients, Client No. 8815
and Client No. 7391, were treated
for “dramatic weight loss” in the
short weeks after their placement
out of Fairview.

Yet three other clients have de-
veloped ‘“a dramatic increase in
seizures” since leaving Fairview.
One of those patients, Client No.
7702, is in her 30s. Her Fairview

records indicate she hadn’t had a .

seizure since 1962. She had her
first seizure in 27 years shortly
after being downsized out of
Fairview.

“These patients are as healthy as

they can be when they’re discharg-
ed;’ said Icovino. “It takes me four
to five hours to write up the exten-
sive medical discharge and instruc-
tion forms that are required before
one of our patients leaves Fairview.

“These people aren’t sick when
they leave”’ '

Matthias says some of these
clients — and countless others who
have suffered less severe reactions
to downsizing — may have
demonstrated what mental health
professionals are beginning to
identify as “shock displacement
syndrome}” which appears to affect
many MR/DD patients when their
setting is abruptly changed.

But the verdict on SDS is still
out. The verdict on recent Fairview
releases is in: one dead, three
hospitalized, two treated for
dramatic weight loss, three more
treated for dramatic increase in
seizures — one for the first time
in 27 years.

Again, what will the reaction
be?

(Don Loving is Managing Editor
of The AFSCME Advocate,
published in Salem by Oregon
AFSCME Council 75.)
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The investigation into the death of David Bashaw has been officially
closed.

The state Department of Human Resources announced in October
that their investigation found no wrongdoing on the part of workers
involved in the incident.

Bashaw was downsized out of Fairview into a Clackamas County
group home on June 30. He died July 17 after taking ill at a group
work activity center near the home. Despite his relative health when
discharged from Fairview, his cause of death was listed as terminal
dehydration, meaning simply that he hadn’t had enough to eat or drink
in the 17 days after his release from Fairview.

An article in the September issue of The AFSCME Advocate caused
enough of a stir to prompt Director of the Department of Human
Resources Kevin Concannon to call for the inquiry. According to Con-
cannon, dehydration was one of several factors that “could have con-
tributed” to Bashaw’s death. He said the investigation cleared all of
the individuals involved in handling Bashaw of any wrongdoing.

Concannon did say the investigation had prompted the state to
change some methods it uses to monitor the care given to Fairview
patients who are downsized out of the institution.

Despite the neat package presented by state officials regarding the
case, there are still many unanswered questions. The state is unwill-
ing, for example, to publicly admit that dehydration — plain and sim-
ple — was the cause of Bashaw’s death.

Concannon said the doctor who oversaw the investigation was unable
to identify a clear cause of death because of Bashaw’s complex medical
history. But officials with access to Bashaw’s Fairview medical records
and a local coroner don’t agree.

The Advocate obtained a photocopy of Bashaw’s death certificate.

Questions remain unanswered in Bashaw death

The official cause of death was listed as “cerebral palsy (including men-
tal retardation, hydrocephalus, spastic quadriplegia) with terminal
dehydration?” But a Fairview staff member said the listing of “cere-
bral palsy . . . quadriplegia” simply came off of Bashaw’s Fairview
medical chart.

“That was David’s MR/DD diagnosis — his permanent condition}’
said the staffer. “That wasn’t a cause of death. All those things were
just part of his existence?

A Marion County medical examiner familiar with the case said it
was strange that the attending coroner had used the term “terminal
dehydration” with no further explanation.

“Dehydration is not a typical cause of death]’ he said. “For a per-
son to die of ‘terminal dehydration’ to me certainly raises some ques-
tions about the quality of care received by the individual’

However, this source quickly added, Oregon law does not currently
allow medical examiners to “investigate” deaths past the autopsy. In
other words, the system doesn’t work the way Jack Klugman did it
on the old “Quincy, M.E.” television series.

What’s next? The answer, sadly, is nothing. Now that the state has
closed the case, the only people who have standing to push for a fur-
ther investigation would be relatives of Bashaw. According to Fair-
view sources, he had none.

But employees close to Bashaw at Fairview say his death was not
in vain. The controversy surrounding his demise so quickly after re-
lease from Fairview has spurred great interest from a diverse group
of people, who are currently meeting to plan strategies for the future
(please see back page).

“Unfortunately;’ said one, “it took David’s life to really get people
going all out on this issue’’




Members of the Fairview Downsizing Coalition gather in Salem to plan strategy.

Angry parents, citizens vow to fight back

They come from throughout the Willamette Valley, and they aren’t
happy. They are, in fact, angry. Angry parents, angry citizens — angry
over the events surrounding the downsizing of MR/DD patients out
of Fairview Training Center, pulled together by the focus over the re-
cent death of David Bashaw.

“The most important thing to emphasize is that this is 7ot a union
committee)’ said Mary Botkin, AFSCME Council 75’s Political Coor-
dinator. “We do have some of our individual members involved, we
helped publicize the initial meetings, and we’re willing to let the group
use our building to meet.

“But this is an independent, ad hoc group of concerned citizens.
They are developing their own leadership, and their own agenda of
action.

“We will, of course, fully support them in their endeavors, and we’ll
help them get legislation introduced at the 1991 Legislature. But again,
this is not an AFSCME committee’”’

The group identified a list of preliminary goals at its first pair of
meetings. Group members stress, however, that the list of goals will
continue to increase.

“The committee wants to fully embrace the wide spectrum of con-
cerns related to downsizing at Fairview;” said Botkin. “There’s room
for everyone’s concerns’’

“We've had such a good turnout. I'm really pleased’’ said Linda Mat-
thias, a member of AFSCME Local 1246 (Fairview) and long-time ac-
tivist on behalf of the MR/DD population.

“I’d gotten to the point after two years where I felt ready to give
up. But the feeling in the room has been so intense. Everyone wanted
to cry, they were so frustrated. I know that sounds corny, but it was
real. People were angry to the point of tears, and they’re ready to do
something?’

Typical of the group is Betty Cumberland of Canby. “Mrs. C}’ as
everyone calls her, has an 18-year-old daughter, Muriel, residing at Fair-
view. Muriel Cumberland lives in the institution’s hospital — as a per-

manent intensive care patient.

This is Muriel Cumberland’s condition: she has a diagnostic (or
“mental”) age of two to four months, and is profoundly retarded. She
is blind and suffers from mental deafness, which quite simply means
at times she doesn’t hear at all. She has cerebral palsy and scoliosis
(curvature of the spine). She is fed by a tube in her nose and is in-
capable of receiving food through her mouth. She has a permanent
tracheotomy in her throat to help her breathe and cough. In general
she’s very lethargic, except she’s also prone to seizures. To continue
to live, she receives respiratory therapy four times daily.

Yet because Muriel Cumberland is under 21, the State of Oregon
and the federal government say she must be placed into 2 community
group home as soon as possible. She is part of the under-21 primary
target group for downsizing, and that scares Betty Cumberland to
death.

“If she goes into the community, she’s going to die]’ Betty
Cumberland says with tears in her eyes. These aren’t common tears,
however. They’re tears of concern, of course — but they are also tears
of anger.

“I’ll fight to the Supreme Court. I’ll go to jail. I don’t care. 1 will
not see my daughter die in the community. Fairview is her home’

People with the resolve of Betty Cumberland caused Matthias to
sound a warning to state and federal officials still intent on maximum
downsizing of Fairview.

“There’s not just a handful of us anymore]” she said.

COUNCHL 75
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(For Clerk's.
Meeting Dateultﬁﬁ& 7 1989
Agenda No. )
FD o
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

DATE SUBMITTED

Subject: Demonstration of Hand-Held Computers

Informal Only* November 7,1989 Formal Only

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Human Services DIVISION Health Division
CONTACT Art Bloom

TELEPHONE x3400

*NAME(8) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Duane Zussy, Art Bloom

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state-
ment of rationale for the action requested.

Briefing scheduled to provide demonstration of hand-held Computer inspectioh system for
food service inspections in Environmental Health Program

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)
. ACTIOR REQUESTED:

E . INFORMATION ONLY D PRELIMINARY APPROVAL D POLICY DIRECTION D APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 20 minutes ' ' =

fwwn }

3

IMPACT: =

: ) ot
PERSONNEL

D FISCAL/BUDGETARY

=X
[:] : General Fund ,??
o
Other
SIGNATURES.

DEPARTHENT HEAD, ELECTED oyncm or. COUNTY® oomssmnm-MWX

- BUDGET / PERSONNEL

/
'COUNTYvCOUNSEL (Ordinauces, Resolﬁtions; Agreements, Contracts)
OTHER. - x : .

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.) .
NOTE:

If requesting unanimous consent, state. situation requiring emergency action on back.

1984



DATE SUBMITI'H) 10/30/89 (For Clerk's ‘ﬁﬁ\) 7 1989

Meeting Date
Agenda No.

L

>/

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: Update Concerning Library Negotiations

Informal only*  11/7/80 AL Formal Only |

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Nondepartmental ______ DIVISION cCounty Chair's Office
QONTACT Merlin Reynolds TELEPHONE 248-3308

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD

BRIEF SUMMARY Shculd include other alternatives éxplored, if applicable, and clear 'state—-»
ment of raticnale for the action requested.

Briefing to review issues and questions concerning the negotiations with

the Library Association of Portland and discussion of future direction for

- the County.

(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTICN RBEQUESTED:

. INFORMATION oNLY ' |__| PRELIMINARY APPROVAL POLICY DIRECTIN L| approvaL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED A'I‘IME NEEDED Qi AGENDA 30-45 Min.

IMPACT:
D . PERSONNET,

[:] FISCAL/BUDGETARY
N D General Fund

E Other

SIQIATURES::

DEPARTMENT .HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or QOUNTY COMMISSICNER
BUDGET / PERSOMNEL ' /

CCUNTY QOUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER
—_—
(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

If réquesting unanimous ccnsent, state situaticn requiring emergency acticn on kack.

(8/384)



LIBRARY TRANSFER NEGOTTIATIONS

Informal Briefing
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners

November 7,1989
Following 9:30 a.m. Planning Agenda

|

\ . .

| John DuBay: Status analysis of Agreement drafts and sticking points in
} negotiations prior to their suspension
‘ :

Charles Davis: Views and concerns of Acting Library Director and Library
Board ‘

Bruce Ward: Views and concerns of Library Association of Portland
Bill Naito: Views and concerns of Multnomah County Library Commission

Board of Commissioners discussion and policy direction



iy DATE SUBMITTED _ 10-9-89 (For Clerk’ e
’ Meeting Dati‘Hﬁ } 1989
Agenda No.

s

/ 7 oL
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: QSI] _Extension Service-Nocsth Willamette

Ressearch and Extension Center.
Infcrmal Only* nov. 7.89 .AM Formal Only

(Date) (Date)

DEPARTMENT prs DIVISION (Liasion) OSU Extension Service

CONTACT Paul Sunderland TELEPHONE 254-1500

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Paul Sunderland,Dr. Lloyd Martin,& Dr.Dave Adams

BRIEF SUMMARY Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear state—
ment of rationale for the action requested. ,
OSU is developing. a Dist Extension Center for Horticultural programs
in the North Willamette Valley at Aurora (site of present.experiment station).
Through a phase in program. It is planned for extension agents with horticultural.
responsibilities to eventually be relocated at the center. Presentation will I..
focus on mission of the center; enhanced opportunities for Extension.education

programs dealing with horticultural crops, to benéfits to Multnomah County.
(IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED, PLEASE USE REVERSE SIDE)

ACTION REQUESTED:

INFORMATION ONLY PRELIMINARY APPROVAL J POLICY DIRECTION APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA 15 minutes

IMPACT:
D PERSONNEL
D FISCAL/BUDGETARY

D General Fund

D Other

SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, or COUNTY COMMISSIONER

N ey

BUDGET / PERSONNEL /

COUNTY (QOUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, etc.)

NOTE: 1If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.

(8/84)
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North Willamette Research and Extension Center

OBJECTIVES

November 7, 1989

Primary objectives of the North Willamette Research and Extension
Center are:

1.

Bring the research and extension function of the College of
Agricultural Sciences together in this location. In doing
this, Research and Extension will...

Be more responsive to the research and
extension needs of the horticultural
industries in the district. This will
involve Clackamas, Marion, Multnomah, Polk,
Washington and Yamhill counties;

Provide identified Extension faculty the
opportunity to target specific commodities
and their needs in the areas of production,
marketing, management and policy;

Strengthen the partnership between
agricultural industries of the district and
Research and Extension;

Develop programs that are not only timely and
responsive to needs but that are on the
"leading edge" of production, marketing,
management and policy issues affecting
agriculture.

Build a state-of-the-art horticultural information center.
that makes creative use of computer technology for the
establishment and maintenance of several data bases
important to the industries. It is planned that much of
this information will be available for direct access by
growers, processors, agri-businesses and Extension and
Research faculty from other areas of the state.

Use these facilities for centrally located - and easily
accessible - meetings, field days and other education
efforts in order to...

address the educational and research needs of
agriculture, and to;

provide an agricultural showcase and
information center for the broader public who
are interested in, and want to be informed
about, the importance of agriculture to the
area and the state. :




Roles of Extension Faculty at the Center

The primary role of Center Extension faculty will be to
serve the six counties educational needs in specific
horticulture education programs. Programs will focus
on production, marketing, management, as well as other
needs that may affect the economic vitality of the
district.

A secondary role of Center Extension faculty will be to
address the broader "service" needs of Extension at the
county. Examples of this role are...

participation in development and delivery of
programs that cross geographic and commodity
lines (e.g. water quality, pesticide safety,
quality control in production for specific
markets, etc):

Master Gardening training for those
volunteers who address the home horticultural
demands on county Extension offices.

A third role will be to apply each agent's disciplinary
expertise across commodity lines. It is expected that
agents with a discipline background in entomology,

pest management, pathology, business management,
soils and fertility, water management, for example,
will apply that knowledge to industry needs outside
their particular commodity assignments.

It is anticipated that Extension and Research
faculty will share assignments where needs
and expertise match. Some faculty may carry
both a Research and Extension commitment.

Transition Phase - New FTE will not be used for Phase I or II.
Instead, some horticultural agents will relocate from county
offices to the Center.

Phase I Move three agents to the Center:

1/1/90 - Dave Adams, Multnomah
county, greenhouse and
broadleaf, evergreen.

- Diane Kaufman,
Clackamas county, cane-
berries.

~ Parson's replacement,
Clackamas county, fresh
market vegetables.



Phase II Move three agents to the Center:

7/1/91 - Richard Regan, Marion
county, conifer and
Christmas tree nursery
stock.

- Blueberry/Strawberry
agent, from Marion or
Washington county.

- Deciduous nursery
agent, to be arranged.

Other suggestions have been made for the
future that may require new FTE's.

It has also been suggested that the
transitions not be abrupt, but that
commodity assignment shifts be graduated in
order to assure continuity.

Funding

1. The 1987 legislature authorized $310 thousand for
capital construction.

2. State and federal dollars provide salary dollars
for Extension faculty on site. ,
3. County's are being asked to continue their support
for these district positions as they do for county
positions (see Table I for a description of how these
operational costs would be shared by participating
counties).

4. No dollars exist for equipping the Center. A major
fund raising venture will be undertaken by a CAS
appointed task force to raise $200 thousand.

Administration

The North Willamette Research and Extension Center, on
the Extension side, will be treated as a 37th county.
The Station Superintendent, Lloyd Martin, has agreed
to serve as both Superintendent and Staff Chair.

Annual Reviews

The North Willamette Task Force has recommended an
annual review of the Center to assure continued
relevancy of Research and Extension to the needs of the
district. At least one Board of Commissioners have
suggested an in-depth review at the end of three years.



TABLE |
MAXIMUM REQUEST PER COUNTY AT TODAY'S DOLLAR VALUE

0 Phase | = 3 agents, January 1, 1990 - June 30, 1991
O Phase Il = 6 agents, beginning July 1, 1991

Total
Fiscal Period Clackamas Marion Multnomah Polk Washington Yamhill A County
1/1/90-6/30/90 $ 5,156 $ 6,772 $ 3,304 $1,2587 $ 4,817 $ 2,244 $35,478
7/1/90-6/30/91 10,312 13,544 6,607 2,513 9,634 4,487 47,097
7/1/91-6/30/92 20,964 24,095 12,795 4,937 21,287 10,086 94,164

NOTES:  State support for operations will be $6,750 for 1/90-6/90; $13,500 for 7/90-6/91; then $27,000 from 7/91 on.

Operational support from each county is based on a 25% flat fee of the cost to support agents. The
remaining 75% is pro-rated according to Farm Gate value of crops assigned to an agent.
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Veg. & Truck Crops

Small Fruit & Berries

All Crops 96%
All Livestock 4%

Cther Crops

Woodlots &
Christmas Trees

Misc. Animals

Greenhouse Crops

AGRICULTURAL COMMODITY SALES
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, 1988p

Nursery Crops

1988p Sales by Commodity

Small Fruit & Berries

Veg. & Truck Crops

Nursery Crops

Greenhouse Crops
Woodlots & Christmas Trees
Other Crops

ALL CROPS
Misc. Animals
ALL LIVESTOCK

ALL CROPS & LIVESTOCK

$ 4,564,000
10,276,000
21,600,000

2,600,000
2,790,000
2,395,000

$44,225,000
1,638,000
$1,638,000

$45,863,000

Agricultural Sales by Year

$ 000
Year Crops  Llvestock  Total
1986 38,620 1,968 40,588
1987 40,395 1,725 42,120

1988p 44,225

1,638 45,863

sourcs: Economic Information Office, Oregon State University

Decamber 14, 1988



Multhomah County 1977-88
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