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JUNE 16, 2005
BOARD MEETING

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS OF

INTEREST

;9 9:00 a.m. If Needed Executive Session

;9 9:30 a.m. Opportunity for Public Comment

Pg | 9:50 a.m. Resolution Creating a County

4 Management and Sheriff's Office Intemal
Service Task Force
Zg 9:55 a.m. Resolution Approving Amendment

to a Real Property Lease and Termination
Payment at Powell Villa

Pg | 10:00 a.m. Order Authorizing the NW 8th
Avenue Bridge Replacement Project

Pg [ 10:05 a.m. First Reading of an Ordinance
Amending MCC Chapter 38, Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, the County
Comprehensive Plan, Zoning Ordinance and
Maps to Implement Gorge Commission
Changes to the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area

Thursday meetings of the Multnomah County Board of
Commissioners are cable-cast live and taped and may
be seen by Cable subscribers in Muitnomah County at
the following times:

Thursday, 9:30 AM, (LIVE) Channel 30
Friday, 11:00 PM, Charinel 30
Saturday, 10:00 AM, Channel 30
Sunday, 11:00 AM, Channel 30
Produced through Multnomah Community Television
(503) 491-7636, ext. 332 for further info

or: http.//www.mctv.org




Thursday, June 16, 2005 - 9:00 AM
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Conference Room 112
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland

IF NEEDED EXECUTIVE SESSION

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Will Meet in Executive
Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h). Only Representatives of the News

- Media and Designated Staff are allowed to Attend. Representatives of the

News Media and All Other Attendees are Specifically Directed Not to
Disclose Information that is the Subject of the Executive Session. No Final
Decision will be made in the Executive Session. Presented by Agnes Sowle

and Invited Others. 30 MINUTES REQUESTED.

| Thursday, June 16, 2005 -9:30 AM
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100
- 501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland

REGULAR MEETING

CONSENT CALENDAR - 9:30 AM

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

C-1

Amendment 18 to Government Revenue Contract (190 Agreement) 3013087
with the City of Fairview to Perform Street Maintenance Functions for the
City of Fairview

Amendment 18 to Government Revenue Contract (190 Agreement) 3012887
with the City of Wood Village to Perform Street Maintenance Functions for
the City of Wood Village

REGULAR AGENDA - 9:30 AM

PUBLIC COMMENT - 9:30 AM

Opportunity for Public Comment on non-agenda matters. Testimony. is
limited to three minutes per person. Fill out a speaker form available in the
Boardroom and turn it into the Board Clerk.




NON-DEPARTMENTAL - 9:30 AM

R-1 Retroactive Budget Modification NOND_04, Increasing the Willamette
River Bridge and Bicycle Path Funds for Fiscal Year 2004

SHERIFF'S OFFICE - 9:32 AM

- R-2 Budget Modification MCSO-05 Appropriating $598,155 of State Homeland
‘ Security Grant Funds to the Federal/State Fund in the Law Enforcement
Division

R-3 Budget Modification MCSO-06 Appropriating $24,053 of Federal Revenue
to the Federal/State Fund for Participation in the Presidential Inauguration
Task Force in Washington, D.C.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH - 9:35 AM

R-4 Budget Modification HD-20 Appropriating $148,242 New Revenue from
Three Federal Grants to Fund Projects in the Health Departments Program
Design Evaluation Services Unit

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES - 9:40 AM

R-5 Budget Modification DCHS-23 Appropriating $812,545 in the Aging and
Disabilities Services Division for Oregon Project Independence,
Respite/Home Care, and One Time Only Funds for PC Replacement

R-6 Budget Modification DCHS-24 Reclassifying an Existing Case Management
Assistant Position to a Program Development Technician in Developmental
Disabilities Services Division, as Determined by the Class/Comp Unit of
Central Human Resources

OFFICE OF SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIPS - 9:45 AM

R-7 Budget Modification OSCP-04 Increasing the Office of School and
Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 2005 Budget by $54,125 in Emergency
Housing and Housing Stabilization Funding from the State of Oregon

R-8 Budget Modification OSCP-05 Increasing the Office of School and
Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 2005 Budget by $1,382,193 in Low
Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment Funding from the State of
Oregon

-3-



DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES - 9:50 AM

R-9

R-10

R-11

R-12

RESOLUTION Creating a County Management and Sheriff’s Office
Internal Service Task Force ’

RESOLUTION Approving an Amendment to a Real Property Lease and
Termination Payment at Powell Villa, Located at 3552 SE 122nd, Portland,
Oregon '

ORDER Authorizing the NW 8th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project and
Directing the Transportation Division to Proceed with Construction of the
Project under ORS 371.635 - '

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending Multnomah County Code:
Chapter 38, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, the County
Comprehensive Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and Maps to Implement Gorge
Commission Changes to the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area (The National Scenic Area Compliance Project)



| & MULTNOMAH COUNTY

F——— AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #: E-1 _
Est. Start Time: 9:00 AM
Date Submitted: 06/03/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

iAgflmda Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h)
itle:

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time

Requested: June 16, 2005 Requested: 30 mins
Department: Non-Departmental ' Division: County Attorney
Contact(s): Agnes Sowle

Phone: 503 988-3138 Ext. 83138 /O Address:  503/500

Presenter(s): Agnes Sowle and Invited Others

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?
No Final Decision will be made in the Executive Session.
2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

Only Representatives of the News Media and Designated Staff are allowed to Attend.
Representatives of the News Media and All Other Attendees are Specifically Directed Not
to Disclose Information that is the Subject of the Executive Session.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

ORS 192.660(2)(h).

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.



Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director: Date:
Budget Analyst: Date:
Department HR: Date:
Countywide HR: Date:

06/02/05




% ~ MULTNOMAH COUNTY o
&an  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #:  C-1

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM
Date Submitted: 05/19/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

Amendment No.18 to Government Revenue Contract (190 Agreement) 3013087
Agenda with the City of Fairview to Perform Maintenance Functions for the City of
Title: Fairview

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date ' Time

Requested: June 16, 2005 Requested: Consent Calendar
Department:  Business and Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans Program
Contact(s)f Don Newell, Program Manager/Road Maintenance

Phone: | (503) 988-5050 Ext. 29611 /O Address: 425

.Presenter(s): Don Newell

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?
Request approval of an amendment to the Revenue Agreement with the City of Fairview to provide
street maintenance services. ' '
2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.
For the past 18 years, Multnomah County has entered into an annual intergovernmental agreement
with Fairview to provide street maintenance services for the City. This is Amendment No. 18 to the
contract to perform the services set forth in the Estimated Costs Summary.
3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
These estimated dollar values are represented in our department’s FY 05/06 budget. The City pays
for the work the County provides.
4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
There are no new legal or policy issues. We have been providing these services to the City of




Fairview for the past 18 years with this annual agreement.

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

A review was completed through the public budgeting process by both the City of Fairview

and the County.

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

. Ol srt Wosds

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

05/18/05




MULTNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM

Contract# 3013087
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Attorney signature) [X]Attached [Not Attached  Amendment#: 18

CLASS | CLASS Il CLASS IIA

Contracts $75,000 and less per 12 month | Contracts over $75,000 per 12 month Government Contracts (190
period period Agreement)
[ Professional Services Contracts [ Professional Services Contracts {1 Expenditure  [[] Non-Expenditure
] PCRB Contracts (] PCRB Contracts X Revenue

[ Maintenance Agreements [C] Maintenance Agreements CLASSIIIB

[1] Licensing Agreements [C] Licensing Agreements [] Government Contracts (Non-

] Public Works Construction Contracts {7 Public Works Construction Contracts 190 Agreement)
[ Architectural & Engineering Contracts .[J Architectural & Engineering Contracts [ Expenditure [ Non-Expenditure
[1 Revenue Contracts [1 Revenue Contracts : [] Revenue
[ Grant Contracts [] Grant Contracts
] Non-Expenditure Contracts ] Non-Expenditure Contracts [T] Interdepartmental Contracts
Department: Business and Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans Program Date: 5/17/05
Originator: Don Newell Phone: x29611 Bidg/Rm: _455/Annex
Contact: Cathey Kramer Phone: x22589 Bldg/Rm: _455/Annex

Description of Contract: Amendment No. 18 to the Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Fairview for Multnomah County to perform
certain maintenance functions on city streets.

- RFP/BID: .

: EXEMPTION #:
~EFFECTIVE DATE
‘ CONTRACTOR IS E] MBE

heck all boxes that apply) :

Contractor | City of Fairview , . _
Address PO Box 337 Remittance address
City/State Fairview, OR : (If different)
ZiP Code 97024-0337 Payment Schedule / Terms ]
Phone 503-674-6235 (Bob Cochran) O LumpSum $ ' [0 Due on Receipt
Employer 1D# or SS# Bd Monthly $ [0 Net30
Contract Effective Date | 7/1/87 Term Date O Other $ [0 Other
Amendment Effect Date | 7/1/05 New Term 6/30/06 O Requirements Fundlng Info: _
~ Original Contract Amount  $ Original Requirements Amount $
Total Amt of Previous Amendments $ Total Amt of Previous Amendments $
Amount of Amendment $ . Requirements Amount Amendment $
Total Amount of Agreement $  $22,871.00 Total Amount of Requirements $

REQUIRED SIGNATURES:

Department Manager D/V( Ea’{rﬁ,‘j Wauﬁﬂ_ DATE S~/ F-05

Purchasing Manager N 9 )  DATE

DATE §// j{?/ﬁJ

County Attorne f ;
County Chair _ ¢ A A —7 oaie /8 1¢.0s
. Sheriff — - O A DATE
Contract Administration . ' DATE
COMMENTS: WBS #: ROADM9 APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY
' BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA # C -\ DATE Lo-tte-g

S

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK



RENEWAL OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 3013087
AMENDMENT NO. 18

This is a renewal of Intergovernmental Agreement No. 3013087 dated July 1, 1987, between

Multnomah County and City of Fairview.

The parties agree:

1. Contract No. 3013087 by its terms expires on June 30, 2005, and shall be renewed for an
additional period commencing July 1, 2005 and ending June 30, 2006.

2. All other terms énd conditions of the contract shall remain the same.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By/l@"‘-”"’%.\

Diane M. Linn

Title Chair of the Board

Reviewed:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNPMAH COUNTY

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AcENDA #_C=\  pATE Lo \0S
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

CITY OF FAIRVIEW

By

Mike Weatherby

Title Mayor

Approved as to form:

Jan Wellman, City Administrator



Multnomah County's Street Maintenance Activities
For The

[ [ ] [ ]
City of Fairview
Fiscal Year 2005-2006
| Grand Totals of FY 05-06 Items: 537,977 |

Estimate costs for all items or activities includes mobilization, travel time and unforeseen work.
(Labor x Overhead) + Equipment hours = Crew Hours
Calculated "Total Esti d Cost with Unforeseen Work”

Contract Asphalt Paving
IRIS # Street Location PCI Length AC Tons
650-105 Bridge St. NE 26' E of Shaw St to 322' E of Shaw 58 296 81
. 650-110 Bridge St. NE 322" E of Shaw to dead end 67 1,251 270
608-100 San Rafa?l StNE 28' E of 201st Av to 203rd Av 46 660 207
639-300 202nd Av. NE Thompson St. to Dead End 49 227 97
601-100 203rd Av. NE Thompson to the south 286' 59 286 90
601-110  203rd Av. NE 286' S of Thompson to Dead End 66 338 93
unit totals 838
All overlays are 1.5" in depth. unit cost 349
P All paving work is contracted to the private sector. sub-total $41,062 "~ T
' ‘ Il Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+5%): . $43,115 “

S31 Asphalt Paving Preparation  same limits as "Contract Asphalt Paving”

F Fairview may perform necessary tree trimming activities. 12’ curb clearance.

Activity Crew/ Material Amount Unit Cost Sub-Total
: $39 Sweeping/ Cleaning with flusher (pave prep treatment & final clean-up)
L CrewHours - 9  $125  $L,125
P s42 Tarpot Patching Crew Hours 19 $250 $4,750
. 1/4"-0 rock / yds 20 $10.50 $210
' CRS2 Asphalt Concrete/ gal 900 $0.50 $450
s40 AC Patching ‘ Crew Hours 4 $475 $1,500
Asphalt Concrete/ ton 12 $30 $360
o CRS2 Asphalt Concrete/ gal 40 $0.50 $20
: s49 Grinder Patching Crew Hours 95  $825  $7838
' Asphalt Concrete/ ton 48 330 $1,440
: CRS2 Asphalt Concrete/ gal 50 $0.50 $25
P
; : ss1 Shoulder Preparation Crew Hours 4 $300 $1,200
! v20 Tree Pruning and Preparation Crew Hours 9.5 $60 $570
‘ sub-total of 31 $19,888 - _ -
i Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): __~ $22,871 ]|

12:07 PM 5/17/2005 ' Page 1 of 2 file: C\_F\_RM\PMAT-Cities-AOC\Fairview\City of Fairview FY 05-6

Contract IGA # 3013087 - Supplemental No. 18
Estimated Costs Summary of
i
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|



| S44 Gravel Roads ' | - S o

676 Wistful Vista Dr 205th - Dead End 950 £ Blading & rerock

Labor/ Material Amount Unit Cost< Sub-Total

Crew Hours 6 $120 $720
AC grindings/ yds 20 $2.50 $50
sub-total $770
fi Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): ____ $886 |

S45 Street Sweeping
' Routine sweeping of streets: 6 applications per year of 15 Crew Hours each : T
Labor/ Material Amount  Unit Cost  Sub-Total : Co !
Crew Hours with roadwaste disposal 90 $150  $13,500 S

i Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): _~ _ $15,525 ||

V24 Mowing
Roadside mowing and brushing of various city roads and streets twice a year
Labor/ Material Amount Unit Cost  Sub-Total
Crew Hours (without flaggers) 20 $60 $1,200

i Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): $1,380 |

tM31 Road Striping

: Various Roads - stripe center and shoulder lines - 2 times a year s )
; { Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work: 83,500 ]|

! Traffic Signal Maintenance
Maintain various Traffic Signals or portions thereof

} 7 it Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work: . $700 ||

, Emergency and Unforeseen Work
; : For emergency and unforeseen work as required by and agreed to by the City and the County.
i Cost to be billed at curr'egt' employee, equipment, material, and overhead charges.

; Previous Years' Estimates
FY 1987-88 [z

FY 1989-90 ()

FY 199192 O County Maintenance

3 m— @ County Pave Preparation
FY 199394 [T )
|
FY 1995-96 [

OContract Paving

s n ]

FY 1997-98
—3
! FY 1999-00
o
FY 2001-02 [

FY2003-04 (-~~~ -

FY 2005-06

' 50 $20,000 $40,000- $60.000 $80,000 $100,000 $120.000 $140.000

12:07 PM 5/17/2005 ) Page 2 of 2 file: C:\_R\_RM\PMAT-Cities-AOC\FairviewACity of Fairview FY 05-6
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@' ~ MULTNOMAH COUNTY
&aa  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #: C-2

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM
Date Submitted: 05/19/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

Amendment 18 to Government Revenue Contract (190 Agreement) 3012887 with
Agenda the City of Wood Village to Perform Street Maintenance Functions for the City
Title: of Wood Village

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time

Requested: June 16, 2005 Requested: Consent Calendar
Department: Business and Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans Program
Contact(s): Don Newell, Program Manager/Road Maintenance ‘

Phone: (503) 988-5050 Ext. - 29611 I/O Address: 425
Presenter(s): Don Newell '

General Information

1. What action are you req uésting from the Board?

Request approval of an amendment to the Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of
Wood Village to provide street maintenance services. :

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

For the past 18 years, Multnomah County has entered into an annual intergovernmental
agreement with Wood Village to provide street maintenance services for the City. This is
Amendment No. 18 to the contract to perform the services set forth on the Estimated Costs
Summary. '

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
The estimated dollar values are represented in our department’s FY 05/06 budget. The City
pays for the work the County provides.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

There are no new legal or policy issues. We have been providing these services to the City
of Wood Village for the past 18 years with this annual agreement.



5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

A review was completed through the public budgeting process by both the City of Wood

Village and the County.

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:

.Department HR:

Countywide HR:

IR e xS

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

05/18/05




MULTNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM

Contract #: 3012887
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Attorney signature) [XAttached [INot Attached  Amendment#: _18

CLASS | CLASS I CLASS HI A

Contracts $75,000 and less per 12 month | Contracts over $75,000 per 12 month Xl Government Contracts (190
period period Agreement)
[1 Professional Services Contracts [1 Professional Services Contracts [ Expenditure ] Non-Expenditure
[J PCRB Contracts ] PCRB Contracts X Revenue

1 Maintenance Agreements ] Maintenance Agreements ' CLASS 1B

[] Licensing Agreements [Z] Licensing Agreements '] Government Contracts (Non-

[ Pubtic Works Construction Contracts [ Public Works Construction Contracts | 190 Agreement)
[ Architectural & Engineering Contracts [ Architectural & Engineering Contracts ] Expenditure [ Non-Expenditure
[] Revenue Contracts [ Revenue Contracts {1 Revenue
] Grant Contracts "] Grant Contracts
[J Non-Expenditure Contracts ‘ 1 Non-Expenditure Contracts [] Interdepartmental Contracts
Department: _ Business and Community Services Division: _Land Use & Trans Program Date: 5/13/05
Originator: Don Newell Phone: x29611 Bidg/Rm: 425/Annex
Contact: Cathey Kramer Phone: x22589 Bldg/Rm: 455/Annex

Description of Contract: Amendment No. 18 to the Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Wood Village for Multnomah County to perform
certain maintenance functions on city streets.

‘:_RENEWAL':f E]*' PREVIOUS CONTRACT#(S
'RFP/BID: -
il :E?SEMPTIQ,!;!_#

RFPIBID ATE

: EXPIRATION DATE
E SB E] QRF State Cert# or D_ elfCertE]

on-Profit B N/A . - (Check af _b'c;;g's' that appty) -

Contractor | City of Wood Vlllage
Address 2055 NE 238" Drive Remittance address
City/State | Wood Village, OR (If different)
ZIP Code 97060 Payment Schedule / Terms : ‘
Phone 503-667-6211 (Carl Malone) [ LumpSum $ [ Due on Receipt
Employer ID# or SS# X Monthly  $ ‘ [0 Net30
Contract Effective Date * | 7/1/87 Term Date . {1 Other $ O Other
Amendment Effect Date | 7/1/05 New Term 6/30/06 [0 Requirements Funding Info:
Original Contract Amount  $ Original Requirements Amount $
Total Amt of Previous Amendments $ Total Amt of Previous Amendments $
Amount of Amendment $ , Requirements Amount Amendment $
Total Amount of Agreement$  $14,140.00 Total Amount of Requirements $

REQUIRED SIGNATURES: I\)

)éo’f-&j' Wa.edj;_\. \ DATE < —~/F~0F

Department Manager

Purchasing Manager N\ / 5 ' DATE )
County Attorne; ‘ ‘ . DATE & / / M/ﬂ\f —
County Chair DATE 7 6 ; {08
Sheriff DATE
Contract Administration o DATE
COMMENTS: WBS: ROADM9 ‘ APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY
‘ BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA #_C-T  DATE 10O
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

Fvhihit A Rav NAUNTINR



RENEWAL OF INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT NO. 3012887
AMENDMENT NO. 18

This is a renewal of Intergovernmental Agreement No.3012887 dated July 1, 1987, between

Muitnomah County and the City of Wood Village.

The parties agree:

1. Contract No. 3012887 by its terms expires on June 30, 2005, and shall be renewed for an
additional period commencing July 1, 2005 and ending June 30, 2006.

2. All other terms and conditions of the contract shall remain the same.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By_( )./—ew: 114 % M U
“TDiane M.Linn  C“

Title Chair of the Board

Revi;ewed:

{
AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY

N

Assistant County Aﬁﬁfey

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA # __C-% _ DATE (o:\¢0-0S
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE

By

David M. Fuller

Title_ Mayor

Approved as to form:

Sheila M. Ritz, City Administrator



i D i | TaS e | 5

Contract IGA # 3012887 - Supplemental No. 18

Estimated Costs Summary of |
Multnomah County's Street Maintenance Activities
For The

City of Wood Vlllage

Fiscal Year 2005-2006

. Grand Totals of FY 05-06 Items:  $14,140 |
o ——
] ! Estimate costs for all items or activities includes mobilization, travel time and unforeseen work.
it Labor & Equipment hours = Crew Hours
C a Calculated "Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work"
1 een 7y
n f: Street Repairs - base repair with pave back
i i : _ Amount  Unit Cost  Sub-Total
i i" Crew Hours w/ rock and asphalt 8 $365 $2,920
y ﬁ sub-total of 31 $2,920 : ,
4 _ . .
| !{ Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): . $3,358 ||
| § S46 Crack Sealing - curb lines
: Amount  Unit Cost Sub-Total
Crew Hours w/ materails 9 $425 $3,825
V20 Herbicide spraying for cracks
1 Crew Hours w/ materails 5 $60 $300
fj ' ' sub-total of S31 $4,125
: “Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): $4,744 "
[1:1"S45 Street Sweeping
e Routine sweeping of streets: 5 applications per year of 7 Crew Hours cach
.!i Amount  Unit Cost Sub-Total
: *f ! Crew Hours with roadwaste disposal costs 7 35 $150 $5,250
oy ' L o
cpd
‘[i; Total Estimated Cost with Unforeseen Work (+15%): -$6,038 "
.

Emergency and Unforeseen Work

For emergency and unforeseen work as required by and agreed to by the City and the County.
Cost to be billed at current employee, equipment, material, and overhead charges.

[ERSPNERT o Py

™ 5/17/2005 : Page 10f2

file: City of Wood Village FY 05-6
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1
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| FY 199596 (o
)}

i FY 199899 [T

Previous Years' Estimates

FY 1987-88 [

- FY 1888 —

FY 1989-90 [/ @o - [weme]

B
FY' 1990-91 [ Tm]

F'Y 1991-92 |0 .
iRy 199293

N

‘FY 1993-94 [

FY 1994-95 -

FY 1996-97

- FY 199798 |

J

1
FY 199900
Y 2000-01 [

¥2001-02 _

Y 2002-03 [

Fy
j

F)
3

{F

FY 2003-04 (5o
R
)

F}

¥ 2005-06 (oo

$0 $10,000

$20,000 $30,000

(] County Maintenance
County Pave Preparation
O Contract Paving
Contract - Other

$40,000 $50,000 $60,000

12:06 BM 5/17/2005

Page2 of 2

file: City of Wood Village FY 05-6



MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP

Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk
*#**This form is a public record***

MEETING DATE; (/1 /oS
SUBIECT: [ (3 m"ﬁ o~ T Ge ©

' g YD ‘ CQT\N\ |
AGENDA NUMBER OR TOPIC: ( L~ I C AN —

FOR: AGAINST THE ABOVE AGENDA ITEM
NAME; LGZ \/’V\4 U\ *H’F 0)

ADDRESS: (o(C‘LJF()J ’A‘TJQ«/#QFL[
CITY/STATE/ZIP: F 0\7’6—6&(/&«;0 O/L/ (fY o\
PH'ONE- | DAY{QDB 7 ?_"2, fwf@ %3 EVES/_QDB 21?3 ?@9’5

SPECIFIC ISSUE;

WRITTEN TESTIMONY:

Ao c Lo

IF YOU WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD:

1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk.

2. Address the County Commissioners from the presenter table microphones. Please
limit your comments to 3 minutes.

3. State your name for the official record.

4, If written documentation is presented, please furnish one copy to the Board Clerk.

IF YOU WISH TO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS TO THE BOARD:
1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk.
2. Written testimony will be entered into the official record.
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- CENTER FOR ENVIRONMENTAL EqQuiITY

610 SW Alder, Suite1ox1 Portland, Oregon 97205 (503) 2211683  nevermined@earthlink.net

June 2005 Pupuc Commest

Property Tax Assessments and
Federal Lands Mineral Mining Claims

The Center for Environmental Equity (CEE), founded in 1994, advocates for
persons, communities, and natural resources burdened by mineral mining
degradation. CEE’s recent research reveals that Oregon counties are not
assessing buildings, roads, milling systems, personal property (i.e. mining
equipment), and other improvements attendant to Oregon’s 6,000 active and
20,000 inactive federal lands mineral mining claims. T%xe Oregon
Department of Revenue confirms that Oregon statutes require assessment of
fedgral lands mineral mining claim improvements and related personal

property.

Counties failing to assess all eligible properties and property classes:
1) preclude potential tax revenues for local governments;
2) shift property tax burdens to other tax payers; and,

3) draw disproportionately on the State School Fund, to the
detriment of schools in high-tax-base counties like Multnomah,
because local property tax collections for schools are deducted from
the State School Fund distribution.

This is part of the reason Multnomah County schools received $0.80 for
each dollar Multnomah County residents paid into the State School Fund
while Matheur County schools “got back $4.24 for every $1 its taxpayers
contributed to the state fund {State School Fund} last year.” (Oregonian, May
8,2005). The expiring Multnomah income tax and local government grants
were needed to backfill the State School Fund distribution shortfall in
Multnomah County. By contrast, the Malheur County tax roll includes none
of the improvements or personal property pertaining to Malheur County’s
1,234 active federal lands mineral mining claims.

CEE is initiating county—by—coun?' studies of omitted federal lands mineral
mining claim improvements and forgone property tax revenues. The Lane
County report will be completed in September followed by a report for
Jackson County. The results will be provided to all county assessors, the
Oregon Department of Revenue, interim legislative committees, and other
interested parties.

Enclosure - Q & A Briefing Memorandum




PROPERTY TAX ASSESSMENTS OF
FEDERAL LANDS MINERAL MINING CLAIM IMPROVEMENTS

Describe federal lands mineral mining claims? Persons, partnerships,
corporations -- foreign and domestic -- may claim public domain lands for the
purpose of mining minerals. Public land mineral mining claims are private

(possessory) property rights.’

Are federal lands mineral mining claim improvements subject to Oregon
property tax assessment? ORS 307.010, 307.030, 307.080, 308.115, and 308.236
describe the basis for assessing improvements, minerals, rights, and personal
property appurtenant to federal lands mineral mining claims.

‘How many active mineral mining claims are located in Oregon? Approximately
6,500 active federal lands mineral mining claims were located in Oregon as of

February 2005.”

Which Oregon counties are assessing federal lands mineral mining claim
improvements? None are known to be assessing federal lands mineral mining claim
improvements. : :

How can the location and ownership of mineral mining claims be determined?
The Bureau of Land Management (BLM) maintains computerized data bases which
-list federal lands mineral mining claims by legal descriptions, claim names, and claim-

owner(s) name(s). ' "

What kinds improvements are found at federal lands mineral mining claims?
Processing structures and equipment, store rooms, sheds, and living structures are
commonly found at mineral mining claims. Personal property ranges from hand
tools to heavy equipment. Other improvements may include roads, processing
facilities, and water systems.

' “Mining claims” used in this context refer to unpatented mineral mining claims only. Patented
mineral mining claims are mineral mining claims for which title to public land claimed for mineral
mining has been transferred to private, fee simple ownership.

2 To maintain an unpatented mineral mining claim in active status, claim owners must pay an annual
claim maintenance fee of $100 to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), or -- for holders of 10
or fewer claims -- perform at least $100 in work annually on each claim. (BLM “closes” mining
claims for which claim owners fail to pay the annual maintenance fee or fail to file with BLM proof
of annual assessment work performed.)

Prepared by the Center for Environmental Equity
610 SW Alder, Suite 1021, Portland, Oregon 97205 (503) 221-1683
Page 1
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How can assessors determine the values of federal lands mineral mining claim
improvements? Values can be determined using the following protocol:

1) obtain BLM claims list;

2) review county records to determine if claim owners or operators have
filed confidential personal property tax returns and if active federal lands
mineral mining claims appear on tax roles;

3) aggregate (capitalize) affidavits of assessment work and maintenance fees
recorded in county deed records;

4) review sales values disclosed by quit claim deeds recorded in county deed
records; and,

5) examine agency mining-operations files..

Why are affidavits of assessment work reliable indicators of value? Federal lands
mineral mining claim owners record affidavits in the county deed records annually
to verify the value of work performed. (See “Mining Claim Affidavit,” Exhibit A,
and “Examples of Qualified Assessment Work,” Exhibit B.)

Why are quit claim deeds reliable indicators of value? Quit claim deeds, which

“are recorded in county deed records, transfer ownership of federal mineral mining
claims. Quit claim deeds specify actual consideration paid. (See “Quit Claim
Deed,” Exhibit C.) :

What is the value of federal lands mining claim improvements omitted from
Oregon county tax roles? The total value of omitted properties is unknown. (See

“ORS 311.205 through 311.205 for Omitted Property Statutes.) Affidavits of
assessment work and quit claim deeds -- which can be easily obtained from data
bases maintained by county clerks and recorders -- suggest several million dollars of
omitted property. Information about buildings and other improvements is found in
pubic records located at U.S. Forest Service Ranger District and BLM District
Offices. '

Prepared by the Center for Environmental Equiiy
610 SW Alder, Suite 1021, Portland, Oregon 97205 (503) 221-1683
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o FORM No. 802 - MINING CLAIM AFFIDAYIT. COPYRIONT 1993 BTEVENS-NEAS LAW PUBLISHING CO, PORTLANQ OR 104

NA (TR,
Sy
MINING CLAIM AFFIDAVIT
"] (PAYMENT OF FEDERAL FEES OR PERFORMANCE OF ANNUAL ASSESSMENT WORK)
o .
¥ STATE OF OREGON, County of Lﬂ ng. ) ss.
1, F—ﬂ-\'f (4 H S‘{“{L@Cu’*‘ i , being first dﬁly sworn,
declare in regard to the following named unpatented mining claim3.:
BLM RECORDS  COUNTY OF _BL‘__
NAME OF CLAIM FOR LOfﬁTION gz%onvs FOR LOC:‘;Ig;
Serial No.

PR SR CRMC. _lbbls ol R... 1934753
Tackson O-mE b1 100( R 793475¢
Adgms, €mC 16619 1D L 133y755
..... mep e "l‘i i gAML kb330 - ok 2923¢75¢6
ad) s : oemc. 1123} A 1934751
P\&u«‘ H U Hole Gl 1624 lvol @ 793Y]152
Fall Moo, | 32emL, 14940y 207 R 9533088

been met;
[ The following annual labor has been performed or improvements have been made for the above-named chim.S:
Number of days labor performed: .. EQ_ .. Valie of Improvements: $...5,.092 .
Character and location of improvements: Rood _Mardenae {160 ¥ 176 SPrss Sharps Ck
Hoksooble . crd 356D Trel. Pudbinnts. . Pesoshodve. axl The: bedkirs,
jﬁz) et sk 7.004/ Bugask. 30K 1o
1 ;nl‘ o Dates of pcrformmg labor and making lmprovements VE GRS st 3OH LR,
ualifications for
?:r:ull‘:uinlﬂunce
fee ption have
been met including ) . )
filing certified
smement of renal Performed at request of and for the benefit of: FKI\TH Stepart”
mainlenance fec
cxemption: Performed by: .17 <. Shwad Benk S%uua#/ bud Lon}
Amount paid and by whom paid (if work done by person other than owner):

For the assessment year ending at 12 o'clock Meridian on September 1, ‘ﬂz..._. (check one of the two sections bclow and fill out
where applicable):
Oo , , :
If federa! renul/ The federal fee requirements have been met by the claim owner or agent of the owner and the claim owner or

:u“l"'m‘::"“:;_’:: - 4 agent of the owner intends to hold the above-named claim... in good standing for the applicable assessment year.

L Faye B Stoead I
COFFICALSEAL, ‘40&,4_, o M S lowat I

LYN Y PERKINS
NOTARWé PUBLIC . OREGOM Subscribed and swomn to Before me_on ....5?{71' 1 wamd

B o i Y Ovdinn

Notary Public for Orcgon )
My commission expires 3 =2 ’0_7 .

Oregon law {ORS §17.210) requlres that proo! of the performance of fabor or making of improvements or making federal fee payments must ba made by allidavit filed

in the mining records of the counly in which the mining clalm is situated, within 30 days afer the performance of labor or making of Improvemants or msking federal
fes payments.

|MPORTANT NOTICE: You shouid obtaln Buraau of Land Managcmonl regulations from your local BLM office 1o datermine any applicabla requirements for a mining
clalm incl payment of annual L foes, oo of service charges, and recordation of svidence

of annual assssement work and natices of Intention to hotd a mining clalm. Addlllonal regulationa of the B\.M lhe Forest Sarvica and the State of Oregon may apply
to the conducling of minlng operatlons In Oregon.

MINING CLAIM AFFID}\VIT Dlvisloﬁ of Chief Deputy Clerk 2004.072”0 o

Lane County Deeds and Records
]|

Om:.v'c name and current meliing address: .
S St AL

g;/é:\/ farontte £L. :
...... gt Greve 0&9 5537 09/ 17/2004 01:00:24 P

RPR-AFFMINE Cnt=1 Stn=7 CASHIER 02 }
Atter recording return to (Name, Address, 2ip): $5.00 $30.00 $11.00
Sarsac..as.. Havs, of the mining records of said County. '

Witness my hand and seal of
County affixed.

¢ - e m e

Recording Officer
By , Deputy

Exhibit A



Exhibit B

Examples of Work That Qualify As Assessment Work

1. A building that benefits and improves the claim. Bryan V. McCraig, 10 Colo 309, 15 P 413
(1887). '

2. Reasonable value of meals to miners who receive board in addition to salary. Fredricks v.

Klauser, 52 Or 110; 96 P 679 (1908).

3. Value of blasting supplies. Id.

4. Construction of road to mining claim. U.S. v. 9,947.71 Acres of land, More or less, in Clark
County, State of Nev., 220 F. Supp. 328 (DC Nev 1963); Silliman v. Powell, Utah 642 P2d 388,
393 (1982). ’

5. Maintenance of access roads to mining claim. Pinkerton v. Moore, 66 NM 11, 340 P2d 844
(1959).

6. Sinking shafts and running tunnels or drifts. James v. Krook, 42 Ariz 322 (1933).

7. Installation of mining machinery or fixtures. Id. _

8. Employment of a watchman when necessary to protect structures or property used in developing
a claim. Ingersolt v. Scott, 13 Ariz 165, 108 P 460 (1910).

9. Drilling and removal of samples from a mining claim. Eveleigh v. Darneille, 81 Cal Reptr 301
(Cal App 1969). '

ACCESS ROADS AND QUALIJFIES [sic]

The construction of access roads as well as improvement of existing access roads qualifies as
assessment work, even though the road is not on the claims. For example, the cost of installation of
water bars on an existing road to prevent erosion and reduce the need to rehabilitate or maintain the
road is sufficient improvement to qualify as assessment work. United States v Herr, 130 IBLA 349,
365-65 (1994) ' _

Work that does not Qualify as Assessment Work '
1. Removal of water from a mine for inspection of prospective buyer. Evalina Gold Mining Co. v. , |
Yosemite Gold Mine Co., 15 Cal App 714, 115 P 946 (1911). ‘
2. Erection of a house outside the boundaries of a claim for the shelter of miners. Remington v. ,
Baudit, 6 Mont 138, 9 P 819 (1886). .
3. Eating utensils, groceries, and bedding. Fredricks v. Klauser, 52 Or 110, 96 P 679 (1908).
4. Amount paid for horses used in development work; however value of their use will qualify. Id.
5. Payment for iron rails or tools, but their value in developing the mine may qualify. Id.
6. Material taken to a claim but not used. Id. =~ -
7. Sampling and assaying. Bishop v. Baisley, 28 Or 119,41 P936 (1895).
8. Reconnaissance surveys of mining claims. Pinkerton v. Moore, 66 NM 11, 340 P2d 844 (1959).
9. Use of a claim to deposit wastes from other claims and building a flume to carry tailings to claim.
Jackson v. Roby, 109 US 440 (1883). : ,
10. Employment of a watchman to prevent relocation. Justice Mining Co. v. Barclay, 82 F 554 (CC
Nev 1897); or where there is no valuable improvement or machinery to protect. James v. Krook, 42
Ariz 322, 25 P2d 1026 (1933). ‘

Source: Miners’ Response Team 2005 - Web site (verbatim excerpt), 13 February, 2005.
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® FORAM No. 108 — QUITCLAIM DEED - Mining Claim (Individusl or Corpamte). . COFYRIGHT 1993 STEVENS-NESS LAW PUBLISHING CO., PORTLAND, OR 97204

NA
MINING CLAIM QUITCLAIM DEED
——
...... 5‘}.
o'

rele, sand xtclatms 0 %

all right, title and m@;‘st in and to the following descnbed mmmg claim....:

pescusED MORECF::';IT;NOF LMC« RECORDS
. BLM RECORDS FOR
NAME OF CLAIM LOCATION SERIAL NO. BOOK PAGE
?r:o&\oef Yo LSIIR02 Y& P Ul LD
Cold ’h{xﬁ)ﬁ\r 181200 =NCA N A A 43T
Lrazhal.. . ASTLao 4P akldr4.

{IF SPACE INSUFFICIENT, CONTINUE DESCRIPTION ON REVERSE SIDE)

Including all the dips, spurs and angles within, on or under the lines thereof and also all minerals, ores, gold and
silver-bearing quartz, rock and earth therein, all extralateral rights relating to the claim, the dumps, plants, fixtures,
severed ores and improvements thereon and all the rights, privileges and franchises thereto incident, appendant and
appurtenant or therewith usually had and enjoyed.

The true consideration for this conveyance is §. qu :
(Here comply with the requirements of ORS 93.030.)

Dated this é‘e\enw\day of C)\.U USI'_ .................. , 5@31{ a corporate Grantor, Grantor has caused
its name to be signed and its seal (if any) aff: by an officer or other person duly authorized to do so by order of
its board of directors. ' -

THIS INSTRUMENT WiLL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS
INSTRUMENT N VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS.
BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE ------7=-- &t
TITLE TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH TRE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY .
PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND TO DETERMINE ANY ...... vttt e eae st et
LIMITS ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN

ORS 30930,
STATE OF OREGON, County of | VoV I ) ss.
This instrument was acknowledged before me on /:lv\ b . %.3
by . RV AN oo OO o
This instrument was acknowiedged before me on ..... PR
by

) ol
< IC - OREGON
COMMISSION NO. ~
s s 73007 -

A T et o P e\

ﬁ({@ —@%W

My commission e res ... .. L ot b 4D Y0Y SOOI

w\e{m@ w\\m Dwdrers Azs Yo bxviston of Chief Deputy Clerk ‘
‘01»3 LV‘/GVQ XA o Lane County Deeds and Records 2003'079820

B =
SRR M, + T bea.. E L ﬁny}S}'pzr
L. L 2308 - 20475680200300798
ABPRE.,. OR. P7229~2308 : 08/20/2003 01:04:02 PH
Grantee's Name and Address RPR-DEEDMINE Cnt=zl Stn=3 CASHIER 07
After racording retum lo [Name, Address, Zip) $5.00 $10.00 $11.00
STEVEY. &0, F Zatora Z.Sco7A cavonp e e -
L0 R0K.. 305 Record of Deads o! satd County.
14,4 PIVE PR B T7R39— L3085 Witness my hand and seal of

County affixed.

Until requested otherwise send all tax statements 1o (Name, Address, Ziph

NAME TITLE

By . Deputy
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PA | MULINOMAHCOUNIY
i AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST
. Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: _ 06/16/05

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
AGENDA # -\ DATELe -1ta-CF
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

Agenda Item #: _R-1
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM
Date Submitted: 05/31/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: NOND_04

Agenda Retroactive Budget Modification NOND_04, Increasing the Willamette River
Title: Bridge and Bicycle Path Funds for Fiscal Year 2004

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time
Requested: June 16, 2005 Reauested: 3 minutes
Department: _Business and Community Services Division: Budget Office

Contact(s): Julie Neburka

Phone: 503-988-3312 Ext. 27351 1/0 Address: _503/5/ 5.3 1

Presenter(s): _Julie Neburka or Dave Boyer

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Budget Office recommends approval of retroactive bud mod Nond 04, which would add
$954,774 of state motor vehicle revenue to the Road Fund for transfer to the Willamette River
Bridges Fund and the Bicycle Path Fund. This action applies to FY 2004, and is needed in order to
avoid a budget violation in the Road Fund for the FY 2004 audit.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. :
During the FY 2003 legislative session, HB 2041 passed and became state law. (ORS 366.744). An
annual estimate of $2.9 million in additional state motor vehicle revenue will come to Multnomah
County as the result of this legislation. Due to the timing of that year’s legislative session, these
funds were not included in the FY 2004 budget and the revenue that caused this fund to appear
overspent was received after June 30, 2004.

This additional revenue is governed by the state and by the cities participating in our road revenue-
sharing agreements. A majority of the new funds are to be passed through to Multnomah County’s



bridges, with the remainder to be allocated to the cities under the revenue-sharing agreement. Under
ORS 294.450, the County is allowed to approve retroactive budget modifications for taxes, fees, or
charges that are collected by the County and passed through to another agency. This retroactive
budget modification will allow the FY 2004 budget to be amended to pass these funds through, and
will prevent the County from having a budget violation in the Road Fund for that year.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
None. This action affects a prior fiscal year.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
None.

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

None.



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:
e What revenue is being changed and why?

This action adds $954,774 of state motor vehicle revenue to the Road Fund for FY 2004. The
additional revenue is the result of legislation passed by the FY 2003 Legislature after the County had
adopted its FY 2004 budget. ‘

e What budgets are increased/decreased?

The Willamette River Bridges and the Bicycle Path Funds are increased by a total of $954,774.
Funds are received into the Road Fund and transferred to these other funds according to a revenue-
sharing agreement among Multnomah County cities.

e What do the changes accomplish?

This is an accounting transaction to a prior year in order to avoid a budget violation in the County’s
audit for FY 2004.

e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
None.

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs be
covered?

N/A

e |s the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the function be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?

The legislation resulted in an ongoing revenue increase that has been incorporated into the County’s
FY 2005 and FY 2006 budgets.

e If a grant, what period does the grant cover?
N/A

e f a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
N/A

" NOTE: If a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense &
" Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. . - B

Attachment A-1
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— ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET ‘MODIF ICATION: NOND_04

Required Signatures

Department/
Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

05/30/05

05/30/05

Attachment B



EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget Modification:

Page 1 of 1

Nond Retro 04

Line
No.

Fund
Center

Fund

Code |

Internal
Order

Accounting Unit

Cost
Center

WBS Element

Cost
Element

Current
Amount

Revised

Amount

Change
increase/
(Decrease)

Subtotal

Description

90-50

1501

905110

50180

(954,773)

(954,773)

90-50

1501

905110

60560

954,773

954,773
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Total - Page 1

GRAND TOTAL

f\admin\iscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_NONDO4

6/8/2005



] @ MULTNOMAH COUNTY

amn  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST
4 Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: ' _06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Agendaltem#: R-2
AGENDA #Q_'_Z__DATELQ;\&L‘_Qﬁ Est. Start Time: 9:32 AM
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK Date Submitted:  06/13/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: MCSO - 05-REVISED

Budget Modification MCSO-05 Appropriating $698,155 of State Homeland
Agenda Security Grant Funds to the Federal/State Fund in the Law Enforcement

- Title: Division

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time '
Requested: June 16,2005 - Requested: 2 mins
Department: _ Sheriff's Office Division: Enforcement

Contact(s): Wanda Yantis, Budget Manager

Phone: 503 988-4455 Ext. 84455 T/O Address:  503/350

Presenter(s): Larry Aab and Wanda Yantis

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Sheriff's Office is requesting approval of Budget Modification MCSO-05 to recognize $698,155
awarded from the State Homeland Security Program Grant through the Oregon State Police.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. ' v

Since 1996 Multnomah County emergency service providers have obtained federal grant funding to
improve their response to terrorism. Our first objective has been to bring our specialized teams to a
base level of response protection and capabilities. This funding will expand that base and give an
increasing number of essential response personnel the necessary protective gear and equipment that
we have been unable to provide due to funding constraints. Gear and equipment include personal
protective equipment (ex: chemical/bio mask, radiation monitor), search and rescue equipment (ex:
dive suits, masks, buoyancy devises, night vision), interoperable communications equipment (ex:
tough book computers and software, portable radios), terrorism incident prevention equipment (ex:
thermal imager, radar detector transmitter, video evidence analysis system) and CBRNE logistical



support equipment (ex: cargo trailer). Ina collaborative effort with Public Safety agencies including
Fairview Police Dept and Troutdale Police Dept, the Sheriff's Office has been awarded a State
Homeland Security Grant through the State Homeland Security Program. This grant awards
materials and supplies needed to enhance and update the following needs for prevention of, B
mitigation of and response to Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear & Explosive (CBRNE)

related incidents.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
This will increase the Enfocement Division's revenue by $698,155 in the Federal/State Fund.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
N/A

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.
N/A



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:
¢ What revenue is being changed and why? '

This is a one-time-only grant award of $698,155 in the Federal/State F und
e What budgets are increased/decreased?
-The Enforcement Division will increase their F ederal/State Fund budget by $698,155
-Increase Sheriff's Office Dept. Indirect by $19,044
-Increase Central Indirect by $1,582
-Increase Finance Ops by $11,391
¢ What do the changes accomplish?

The budgetary changes appropriates $698,155 to the Seriff's Office Federal/State budget and
recognizes the Homeland Security Grant award.

e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
No ‘
e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs be
covered‘7
Any overhead costs will be covered by the grant.

e Ts the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the function be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?

This is a one-time-only funding source used to buy equlpment The grant is not being used to
support ongoing operations.

¢ [f a grant, what period does the grant cover?
Fiscal year 2005.
e If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?

This isa one—time-only funding source used to buy equipment. The grant is not bemg used to
support ongoing operations.

NOTE: If a Budget Modlification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Madification Expense &
Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. '

Attachment A-1




ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: MCSO - 05-REVISED

Required Signatures

Department/
Agency Director

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date: 06/13/05

Date: 06/13/05

DPate:

Date:

Attachment B



Page 1of 1

Budget Modification or Amendment ID: [MCS0-05 (REVISED) l
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenus as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change

Line| Fund | Fund | Func. | Infernal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/

No.{ Center | Code | Area Order Center WBS Element Element | Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description
1 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 50190 - (698,155)] (698,155) 1G-OP-Fed Thru State
2 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 60240 - 585,955 585,955 Supplies
3 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 60550 - 80,183 80,183 Capital Equipment
4 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 60350 19,044 19,044 Dept Indirect
5 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 60355 1,582 1,582 Central Indirect
6 | 60-50 | 32106 SOENF.SHSP 60360 11,391 11,391 Finance Ops
7 -

8 | 60-00 | 1000 604020 50370 (393,146)| (412,190)]  (19,044) Dept Indirect Rev
9 | 60-00 | 1000 604020 60240 78,541 97,585 19,044 increase Offsetting Exp
10 - )
11} 71-10 | 3506 711100 50310 (11,391) {11,391) Increase Finance Rev
12| 71-10 | 3506 711100 60240 11,391 11,391 Increase Finance Exp
13 -
14 19 1000 9500001000 50310 (1,582) (1,582) Central Indirect Rev
15 19 1000 9500001000 60470 1,582 1,682 Contingency
16 -
17 -
18 |. -
19 -
20 -
21 -
22 -
23 -
24 -
25 -
26 -
27 -
28 -
29 -
- Total - Page 1
- GRAND TOTAL

fAadmin\fiscalibudget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_Revised-MCSO-05HometandSecurityGrant

6/13/2005

»



| & ~ MULTNOMAH COUNTY
A=  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #: _R-2

Est. Start Time: 9:32 AM
Date Submitted: 06/01/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION\MCSO - 05

Budget Modification SO-05 Appropriating $598,155 of State Homeland
Agenda Security Grant Funds to'the Federal/State Fund in the Law Enforcement
Title: Division

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Procldxation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time )
Requested: 06/16/05 Reaquested: 2 mins
Department: _ Sheriff's Office jivision: Enforcement

Contact(s): Wanda Yantis, Budget Manager

Phone: 988-4455 Ext. 84455 T/0 A}Kss: 503/350
Presenter(s): Larry Aab and Wanda Yantis

N\

General Information , \

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Sheriff's Office is requesting approval of Budget Modification MCSO-05%0 recognize $598,155
awarded from the State Homeland Security Program Grant through the Oregon State Police.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public t understand
this issue. ‘

Since 1996 Multnomah County emergency service providers have obtained federal grant\{unding to
improve their response to terrorism. Our first objective has been to bring our specialized tégms to a
base level of response protection and capabilities. This funding will expand that base and givg an
increasing number of essential response personnel the necessary protective gear and equipment that
we have been unable to provide due to funding constraints. Gear and equipment include personal
protective equipment (ex: chemical/bio mask, radiation monitor), search and rescue equipment (ex:
dive suits, masks, buoyancy devises, night vision), interoperable communications equipment (ex:
toughbook computers and software, portable radios), terrorism incident prevention equipment (ex:
thermal imager, radar detector transmitter, video evidence analysis system) and CBRNE logistical



supportequipment (ex: cargo trailer). In a collaborative effort with Public Safety agencies including
Fairview\Police Dept and Troutdale Police Dept, the Sheriff's Office has been awarded a State
Homeland Security Grant through the State Homeland Security Program. This grant awards
materials and\supplies needed to enhance and update the following needs for prevention of,
mitigation of anq response to Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear & Explosive (CBRNE)
related incidents. ' _

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

This will increase the Exfocement Division's revenue by $598,155 in the Federal/State Fund.

4, Explain any legal' and/or poljcy issues involved.
N/A

5. Explain any citizen and/or other'government participation that has or will take place.
N/A




ATTACHMENT A

\

Budget Mﬁ(lification

If the request is A\Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e What revenue is bging changed and why?

This is a one-time>Qnly grant award of $598,155 in the Federal/State Fund.
e What budgets are increaged/decreased?
“The Enforcement Divigion will increase their Federal/State Fund budget by $598,155
-Increase Sheriff's Office\Dept. Indirect by $15,955
-Increase Central Indirect bx $1,326
-Increase Finance Ops by $9, %6
e What do the changes accomplish?

$598,155 to the Seriff's Office Federal/State budget and
ant award.

The budgetary changes appropriat
recognizes the Homeland Security

e Do any personnel actions resuit from this udget modification? Explain.

" No
e How will the county indirect, central finance
covered?

d human resources and departmental overhead costs be

Any overhead costs will be covered by the grant

e Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the furtion be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?

Y

This is a one-time-only funding source used to buy equipment. The grant is not being used to -
support ongoing operations.

e If a grant, what period does the grant cover?
Fiscal year 2005.

e If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
This is a one-time-only funding source used to buy equipment. Tqe grant is not being used to

support ongoing operations.

NOTE If a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budge! Modification Expense &
: " Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel ksheet. ..

Attachment A-1



ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET DIFICATION: MCSO - 05

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director: Date: 05/31/05
~ )

Budget Analyst: | - Date: 06/01/05

Department HR: o Date:

Countywide HR: Date:

Attachment B



Page 10f1

Budget Modification or Amendment ID: [MCS0-05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

i

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

. Accounting Unit Change
Line| Fund | Fund | Func. | Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ /
No.| Center | Code | Area | Order Center WBS Element Element | Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Desgription
1 | 60-50 [ 1505 SOENF.SHSP 50190 - (598,155)] (598,155) IG.-OP-&(Thru State
2 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.SHSP 60240 - 490,926 490,926 Sgppres
3 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.SHSP 60550 - 80,183 80,183 /6apital Equipment
4 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.SHSP 60350 15,956 15,955 / Dept Indirect
5 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.SHSP 60355 1,326 1 .326,/ Central Indirect
6 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.SHSP - 60360 9,766 W Finance Ops
7 - /
8 | 60-00 | 1000 604020 50370 (393,146)| (409,104 " (15,955) Dept Indirect Rev
9 | 60-00 | 1000 604020 60240 78,541 | - /94?196 15,955 Increase Offsetting Exp
10 V-
11| 71-10 | 3506 711100 50310 / (9,766) (9,766) Increase Finance Rev
12§ 71-10 | 3506 711100 60240 / 9,766 9,766 Increase Finance Exp
13 _ e - _
14 19 1000 9500001000 ,m’m 0 1,326 1,326 Central Indirect Rev
15 19 1000 9500001000 60470 (1,326) (1,326) Contingency
16 / -
17 / -
18 / -
19 e d -
20 / , -
21 // -
22 / -
23 pd -
24 -
25 -
26 P -
27 -
28 -
29 -
- Total - Page 1
- GRAND TOTAL

f:\admln\ﬂscal\budget\oo—m\budmods\BudMod_MCSO-OS-HomelandSecurityGrant

6/8/2005



S copY
FY 2004 STATE HOMELAND SECURITY PROGRAM /

LAW ENFORCEMENT TERRORISM PREVENTION PROGRAM
COVER SHEET

e’

Indicate whether you are applying for:

X State Homeland Sécurity Program X Law Enforcement Terrorism Prevention Program
- Program Title: Multnomah County CBRNE 2004
Grantee Agency’E Multnomah County Sheriff's Office

Collaborating agencies: Multnomah County Sheriff's Office (MCSO), Fairview
Police Dept. (FPD); Troutdale Police Dept. (TPD)

Federal Funds Requésted: $ 2,721,241 (SHSP) / $3,522,834 (LETPP)
*** (See NOTE in Introduction, page 1)***

Program Start Date: April 1, 2004

Program End Date: October 30, 2005
Ty Applicant’s Address: Multnomah County Sheriff's Office

501 SE Hawthorne Bivd.

Portland, OR 97214
Telephone Number: 503-988-4300
Program Director/Phone Number: Sheriff Bernie Giusto/ 503;988-4400

'f‘e‘m-a-iI:shériff@mcso.us Fax number: 503-988-4316

| Program Contact/Phone Number: Lt. Bruce McCain / 503-988-4325

email: bruce.mccain@mcso.us Fax number: 503-988-4066

Fiscal Contact/Phone Number: Shari Lewis / 503-988-4813
Program Agency Federal Tax Identification Number: 93-6002309

Authorized Official for the Program Agency: Lt. Bruce McCain
Signature of Authorized Official: Q%‘zm Lla. '
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PROGRAM NARRATIVE

'INTRODUCTION .

This application is a collaborative, multi-discipline effort by the local law enforcement
agencies serving Multnomah County. Unless othemiise noted, the term “applicants” as
used herein refers to the collaborating age_ncies as listed on the Cover Sheet.

Applicants are applying under both the SHSP and LETPP grants. PLEASE
NOfE: Because each grant fund has overlapping Authorized Equipment Lists (AEL),
the SHSP amount requested ($2, 721,241 ) in included within the LETPP amount
requested ($3,522,834). For your convenience we have attached two Appendices.
Appendix A contains items from the SHSP AEL (categories 1-12). Appendix B contains
all of Appendix A (categories 1-12), plus LETPP AEL categories 13-18.

- PART ONE: COORDINATION

Applicénts have established collaborative, regional and multijursidictional
agreements for prevention of, mitigation of, and response to CBRNE incidents. These
partners include the cities of Portland~and Greéham, each of which is submitting their
own grant applications. Multnomah County with a population of 677,850, is the hub for
major transportation networks serving all of Oregon and anchors the industrial lifeline for
the entire state. Portland International Airport serves 12 mill'lipn passengers and more
than a quarter million tons of air cargo annually. MCSO patréls ﬁeaﬂy 100 miles of the

Columbia and Willamette rivers, which are spanned by fourteen bridges carrying

_thousands of commuters and tons of cargo daily. Northwest Portland is also home to

several large petroleum tank farms that provide a pipeline to Eugene and points
beyond. At Multhomah County’s eastern boundary is Bonneville Dam and its massive

hydroelectric complex that supplies critical energy to a multi-state region.



The facilities cited above are but a few of those identified as potential\targets for
a CBRNE event or natural disaster. Other potential terrorist CBRNE targets include the
9,200 hazardous‘m’aterial sites in Muitnomah County identified by the State Fire
Marshall. A CBRNE incident in our target-rich community could have potentially
catastrophic resuits for the greater metropolitan area and the state. To meet this
potential reality, we have adopted a coordinated, multi-agency strategy for response to
a CBRNE incident based on:

¢ Mutual aid agreements

Sharing of specialized equipment and personnel

Communications interoperability

Coordinated first response

Joint training and exercises

We are actively planning and coordinating a regi‘onal response to any CBRNE -
incident. We have defined our respective roles and responsibilities using the Incident
Command System to optimize the effectiveness of their response to crisis and.
c’onsequénce management. )Our police and first responders share irﬁmediate response
protocols, and Unified Command is taught and pra_cticed.

In our plan, initial response to a CBRNE incident will be by first responders of the |
impacted jurisdiction. Additional first responders, Speciali_zed equipment and supplies
will rapidly reinforce them as provided in mutual aid agreements between the parties.
This concept of operations forms the basis for our grant request. |
PART TWO: IDENTIFICATION OF EQUIPMENT NEEDS
Applicants have iﬁdicated their priorities for each requested item, with priority 1

being most important and required for program execution. Priority 2 represents items



that are useful but not required for program execution. Priority 3 represents items which

are useful if funding is available.

1. Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) - $28,305

Without PPE responders would be contaminated or at-risk of CBRNE exposure
and unable to perform life saving procedures, stabilize the incident scene or perform
othef assigned tasks. Consequently, our first priority is to pfotect our law enforcement
personnel responding to a CBRNE incident. Applicants MCSO and Troutdale PD

request $28,305 to purchase PPE masks, monitors, protective gear and accessories.

2. Explosive Device Mitigation and Remediation - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.

3. CBRNE Search and Rescue Equipment - $242,843

Applicant MCSO currently opefates a State Certified and Statewide Deployéble
Search & Rescue (SAR) unit. This unit is made up of approximétely 75 volunteers from
the local area and 10 full-time employees of MCSO. MCSO is currently forming within
the existing SAR unit, an Emergency Services Unit (ESU). The ESU is a multi- |
disciplinary team, which will consist of 12-16 specially trained MCSO Deputy Sheriffs
and full-time medical staff from the Gresham Fire Department and/or American Medical
Res‘ponse (AMR). ‘Each ESU member is or will be trained as: 1)WMD First
Respondér; 2) Medic First Responder; 3) Search & Rescue — Urban and Rural; 4) High

Angle Rope Rescue; and 5) Advanced Life Support (Medics only).



The ESU Will‘be trained and equipped to be able to respond safely to and assist
with the reécue of victims after a WMD event. They will also be trained to locate and
rescue lost or injured people in a rurél or urban setting and locate armed or suicidal
individuals in a'rural setting. This team will be one of a very few in the state of Ofegon
completely comprised of full-time me_mbers, in their own respective discipline’s, with the
capability to assist or handle tﬁe various situations noted. Because of the ESU’'s -
attachment to the MCSO SAR Unit, the ESU will be available as needed throughout the
state via our Oregon Emergency Management procedure.

The MCSO Dive. Team consists .of Deputy Sheriffs and Firefighter/Paramedics
from Gresharﬁ Fire Dept. The Dive Team conducts undeMater investigations in and
around Multnomah County waters, which often irivolves underwater evidence searches
and crime scene documentation (to include reports, diagrams, video, and forensically
sound underwater evidence collection). The Dive Team operates in conjunction with
the MCSO's River Patrol (described in Section 8) and Search and Rescue (SAR).

The Dive Team has partnerships with the US Customs to provide hull search
services on suépicious vessels entering the Columbia River and Port of Portland and

with the US Coast Guard MSST 91101 Dive Team. Thé MCSO Dive Team is the only
local law enforcement unit in the state’s moét critical port that can provide underwater
searches of vessel hulls, bridge abutments, the 'City of Portland sea wall, or any other
ai'ea where a CBRNE device may be planted.

Applicants séek equipment for both land-based and marine search and rescue
opérations. This all-hazard, interoperable equipment provides life-saving capability for
land-based building collapse, maritime bridge collapse, or ship or aircraft crash in the

_river(s).



. 7
_ ‘—-//

4. Interoperable Communications Equipment - $235,066

Emergency communications is the most critical elehent in coordinating a multi-
agency, multi-discipline response to a terrorist incident and was consistently identified
as our weakest I|nk during CBRNE exercises. Multnomah County's Citizens Crime
Commlssmn and Regional Emergency Managers have all stressed the need for mobile,
interoperable and adaptable communications equipment. We request funding for
800MHz portable radios, base and mobile systems to help ensure our respondefs have
interoperability and can communicate effectively to coordinate response activities.

Applicant Fairview PD is seeking equipment for use in its Emergency Operations
Center, mcludlng Incident Management Software, notebook computers, PEAC-WMD
software, and GMRS radios. Fanrvnew is currently working on an agreement with

Multnomah County to ensure LDPRS Business Continuity Plan software interoperability

between the city and county.

5. Detection Equipment - $32,000

Applicant MCSO requests funding for initial acquisition and operational capability
of a canine for explosive detection. There are no explosive detection canines presently

deployed in East Multnomah County.

6. Decontamination Equipment - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.
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7. .Physical Security Enhancement Equipment - $418,344

The threat of doméstic terrorism has highlighted signiﬁcaht deﬂciehcies in
physical security of our critical infrastructure, including essential government tzQildings.-
lrﬁproving the security of these key facilities and other potential CBRNE targets requires
an expansion of protective measures, including increased capability to monitor activities
ahd detect potential threats. |

In addition to its county law enforcement functions, MCSO is also responsible for
security at the county’s critical court facilities. MCSO requests funding to enhance
physical security at the downtown, high-rise Multnomah County Justice Center,
including physical barriers, x-ray and other detection equipment.

The MCSO Dive Team requests under this AEL category an underwater remote

vehicle to safely and accurately check for underwater explosive devices at the base of

4the‘fourt.een bridges spanning the Willamette and Columbia Rivers in Multnomah

County.

8. Terrorism Incident Prevention Equipment - $581,185

Effective joint command hinges on timely and accurate incident information,
particdlarly during a CBRNE situation. MCSQO’s Detective Unit is part of the East
Multnomah County Major Crimes Team and is responsible for directing criminal
investigations involving terrorist threats. MCSO’s Detective Unit and Special
Investigations Unit (SIU) request law enforcement surveillance equipment; including
visual, audio, video and thermal imaging equipment that will improve applicénts’

capabilities to deter and prevent terrorism incidents.
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MCSO SIU also operates a fixed-wing airéraft and requests funding for a FLIR
system with downlink that will greatly enhance the unit's ability to cqnduct anti-terrorism
surveillance of the county’s critical infrastructure (bridges, dams, port facilities, chemical
plants, petroleum storage tanks, etc).

MCSO's River Patrol is the only local law enforcement presence on the state’s
most critical waterways and port areas. The River Patrol assists U.S. Customs in vessel
searches and hull examinations, assists the FBI in analyzing river locations prior to
V.LP. visits, and engages in enhanced critical infrastructure, patrols during elevated alert
status. The River Patrol has participated in multi—agency, scenario-based tralnlng
relatlng to CBRNE events, and has established partnerships with the U.S. Coast Guard
U.S. Customs, U.S. Navy, and INS relating to port security. The River Patrol requests

surveillance equipment to enhance its port security efforts.

9. CBRNE Logistical Support Equipment - $226,148

Proper storage and protection of CBRNE equipment is absolutely essential to
ensure operability when needed. Diversity of potential targets and the unique challenge
of response to a terrorist incident in an urban environment require flexibility and -

mobility—we must be able to rapidly move our special teams, CBRNE equipment and

‘ decontamination capability to meet incident-specific needs. Cufrent!y we have very

limited mobile storage capacity. We request funding to store gear and move equipment.
We also request funding for an inventory/bar code system to track our CBRNE logistical
support equipment, before, during and after a deployment. MCSO HAZMAT requests a

TSI Port-a-Count Machine & kit for fit testing of PPE.



10. CBRNE Incident Response Vehicles - $870,000

We do not have incidént respohse vehicles to support the special needs of
CBRNE operations. We have developed our CBRNE response plan to optirhize
available resources and thus limit funding requirements. This, in turn, makes mobility a
must—we need to rapidly move essential capabilities to where th_ey needed to minimize'
the impact of a CBRNE incident.

'MCSO SAR/ESU requests funding for a mobile command post vehicle and
specialized vehicles that will transport unit members to a SAR scene and then venable
those’mem.bers to reach and rescue victims in an urban or rural SAR environment.

MCSO Dive Team, River Patrol and HAZMAT request command post vehicles

appropriate for their different disciplihes and unique needs.

11. Medical Supplies and Pharmaceuticals - $31,350
MCSO SAR requests funding for medical supplies and pharmaceuticals required

for effective response to a CBRNE incident involving Search and Rescue. |

12. CBRNE Reference Materials - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.

-

[NOTE: The following AEL categories are available only under the LETPP grant]

13. Agricultural Terrorism Prevention, Response & Mitigation Equipment - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.



14. CBRNE Prevention 7 Response Watercraft - $40,000

MCSO River Patrol is the sole local law enforcement agency responsible for
patrofling Multnomah County's waterways, which includes the Port of Portland, which is
the eighth largest U.S. malrine port in total tonnage, fourteenth largest container port,
and the number one auto port on the West Coast. MCSO requests two inflatable boats
with motor(s) for rapid deployment to areas that may be uﬁreachable by other vessels.

MCSO River Patrol also requests $20,000 as cash match toward a $120,000
boat, with the balance paid by the state Marine Board. N_OfE: This request, if approved,
will not supplant any existing funds because Multnomah County currently does not have

any general fund monies allocated toward this purchase.

15. CBRNE Aviation Equipment - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.

16. Cyber Security Enhancement Equipment - $0.00

Applicants request no funding under this category.

17. Intervention Equipment - $624,393

MCSO’s SWAT teamis a mhlti-jurisdictional team consisting of MCSO deputy
sheriffs and police officers from the Gresham Police Department. MCSO SWAT is the
primary tactical unit that will respond to a CBRNE event in East Multnomah County. The
Tactical Weapons Squad (TWS) consists of patrol personnel équipped with semi-
automatic rifles and would engage in initial containment, if not resolution of, various

terrorism events in East Multnomah County.



While on routineﬂpatfol, SWAT and TWS members engage in frequent checks of
the county’s high—Value terrorist targets, including the afore-mentioned bridges, the
Bonneville Dam a‘nd its massive hydroelectric complex that supplies critical energy to a
muiti-state region, and the Bull Run Water Reservoir, which supplies drinking water to
600,006 persons in the gréater Portland metropolitan area.

Selected MCSO SWAT members have attended Chemical Biologiéal |
Radiological (COBRA) Training in Anniston, Alabama. Al MCSO SWAT députy sheriffs

-have completed a 24-hour WMD awareness course and are trained and/or equipped in
PPE, APR, SCBA, mass casualty decontamiﬁation, and are prc/e_pared to augment
HAZMAT units in a CBRNE event.‘ |

Applicants request funding for specialized law enforcement equipment, including

tactical entry equipment and specialized response vehicles.

18. Other Authorized Eqmpment and Related Costs - $1 37 200
Troutdale PD requests funding for CBRNE training for 18 off' icers. MCSO SWAT

requests funding for 32 M.I.L.E.S. systems for safe and effective tactical training.

PART THREE: iDENTIFICATION OF CURRENT CAPABILITIES
A. Current Equipment and Supplies for CBRNE Incident |

Since 1996, Multnomah County emergenby service providers have obtained
federal grant funding to improve their response to terrorism. Over $1.5 rﬁillion has been
spent on MMRS plannihg, HazMat equipment and training and exercises for regio.nal
responders. Our first objective has been to bring our specialized teams to a base level

of response protection and capabilities. This request will expand that base and give an

10
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increasing number of essential response personnel the necessary protective gear and

equjpment that we have been unable to provide due to funding constraints.
B. Current Training Received to Respond to CBRNE Event.

~ Since 9/1 1, we have, and continue to, train our first responders in WMD
Awareness and Operations courses. Specialized teams receive advanced technical
training from local and nationally sponsored courses..

A As mentioned in prior sections, several MCSO units have received specialized
CBRNE training. Seven MCSO members (two sergeants and five deputy sheriffs) are
certified HAZMAT Specialists serving with the Oregon State Fire Marshall's HAZMAT-3
unit. MCSO’s goal is to have every deputy sheriff trained to a basic WMD awareness
with PPE issued. Troutdale PD needs WMD-CBRNE and has requested funding in
category 18 above.

C. Incident or Unified Command System availability.

All applicants have adopted by ordinance, resolution or rule a unified command

. structure based on the Incident Command System.

PART FOUR: GOALS, OBJECTIVES AND PERFORMANCE MEASURES
Goal 1: Save lives and property in the event of a CBRNE incident by equipping
Multnomah County law enforcement agencies with essential equipment
Objectvives:
¢ Implement Procurément Plan
Performance Measures:
e 100 percent of funlded equipment delivered to agéncies by Sept 30, 2005

o 100 percént of receipts received by grant administrator by Sept. 30, 2005

11



Goal 2: Save lives and property in the event of a CBRNE incident by training on

equipment in coordinated, multi-jurisdictiqnaﬂ method. -

Objective:

f

e LETPP Committee coordinates joint training -

e Implement Training Plan

Performance Measures:

¢ 100 percent of designated training completed by Sept. 30, 2005

PART FIVE: IMPLEMENTATION AND EVALUATION PLAN

Prior to the award daté of the 2004 CBRNE grant, abplicants will establish a

LETPP grant committee to implement procurement and delivery of equipment to

applicants and plan training.

Timelines and Evaluation

Date

April 2004
May 2004
June 30, 2004
July 19, 2004
Dec 31, 2004
Jan 17, 2005
June 30, 2005
July 18, 2005
Oct. 30, 2005

Nov. 21, 2005

Event and Evaluation |

Grant Awarded; Convene LETPP Committee;
Implement Procurement Plan & Training Plan
First Reporting Period Ends

First Report Due

Second Reporting Period Ends

~ Second Report Due

Third Reporting Period Ends

Third Report Due

Grant period ends

Final report due

12



PART SIX: IDENTIFICATION OF AVAILABLE RESOURCES

Applicants received some funding for equipment under the FY '02 and FY '03 State
Domestic Preparedness Equipment Grant(s). Multnomah County is participating in the
: curfent Urban Area Security Initiative (UASI) grant (see Multnbmah County’'s OEM

~ application under the SHSP program). However, MCSO received a relatively small
UASI award (;:ompared to the City of Portland, Washington County, Oregon and Clark
County, Washington. Many of the items requested herein were not funded through the

UASI grant.

PART SEVEN: BUDGET

1. Personal Protective Equipment (PPE) - $28,305

‘2. Explosive Device Mitigation and Remediation - $0.00
3. CBRNE Search and Rescue Equipment - $242,843

4. Interoperable Communications Equipment - $235,066
5. Detection Equipment - $32,000

6. Decontaminétioh Equipment - $0.00

7. Physical Security Enhancement Equipment - $418,344
8. Terrorism Incident Prevention Equipment - $581,185
.9. CBRNE Logistical Support Equipment - $226,148

10. CBRNE Incident Response Vehicles - $926,000

11. Medical Supplies and Pharmaceuticals - $31,350

12. CBRNE Reference Materials - $0.00

13. Agricultural Terrorism Prevention, Response &'Mitigation Equipment - $0.00

14. CBRNE Prevention 7 Response Watercraft - $40,000

13



15. CBRNE Aviation Equipment - $0.00
'16. Cyber Security Enhancement Equipment - $0.00
17. Intervention Equipment - $624,393

18.I Other Authorized Equipment and Related Costs - $137,200
TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED UNDER LETPP: $3,522,834"

(TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED UNDER SHSP: $2,721,241)"

**Please See Note in Introduction, page 1***

14



M.C.S.0. SHSP FY 2004 GRANT AWARD

Unit COSt QTY DISCIPLINE

1 Scott Pro Mask $75 6 MCSO SIU Yes
1 MPC Cannister $12 12 MCSO SIU Yes
1 Galis Gas Mask Carrier Q-TE210 $23 6 MCSO SIU Yes
2 Radiation Monitor , $1,400 11 MCSORIVR Yes
3 Millenium Chemical/Bio Mask $328 19 TRTPD Yes
3 Replacement Canisters $244 2 TRTPD Yes
3 Dupont Tychier 1v cover $35 19 TRTPD Yes
3 ESP communications/respirator $200 4 TRTPD Yes
3 Fireproof Storage container $1,114 1 TRTPD No
'3 Duty Bags for PPE equipment $35 5 TRTPD No
i Sub-total PPE $25,606]

e T e

1 Viking Pro Dive Suit $2,367 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
| Viking Undergarment $410 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
1 Kirby Morgan Divelink Mask $1,525 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
2 DS! Superiite Dive Helmet $4470 =~ 4 MCSODIVE Yes
1 SeaQuest Buoyancy Device $660 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
2 Viking 1500 Heavy Duty Dry Suit $2,675 4 MCSO DIVE Yes
1 Apeks ATX Regulator $649 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
1 SeaQuest Back-up Regulator $240 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
2 Faber Steel Cylinder $350 10 MCSO-DIVE . No
3 - UKLight Cannon $285 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
3 UK SL4 Dive Light $37 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
2 Reefmaster Digital Camera $600 2 MCSO DIVE Yes
3 Harvey's Titanium Diving Gloves $85 10 MCSO DIVE No
1  Suunto Cobra Computer $750 10 MCSO DIVE Yes
3 Sea Soft belt/weights $100 10 MCSO DIVE No
3 Bushnell generation | night vision $375 1 TRTPD Yes
3 Raytheon Thermal Eye $13,300 1 TRTPD _ Yes
Sub-total CBRNE SAR $117,935]




-Page20f5 M.C.S.0. SHSP FY 2004 GRANT AWARD : May 2004

1 Motorola Mobile Data Computer $7,500 35 RIVR (2) MCSO 33 Yes
3 Laptop Computer w/modem $5,019 4 MCSO SWAT (1)MCSO 3 Yes
2 Portable Radio/MTS 2000 $2,560 18 MCSO SWAT (7), MCSO 11 Yes:
2 Motorola MTS 2000 $2,623 2 TRTPD No
2 GMRS Portable Radios $100 30 FRVPD Yes
2 Laptop Computer w/accessories $3,500 5 FRVPD i Yes
3 Peac-WMD Computer Software $2,980 3 FRVPFD Yes
2 Panasonic Toughbook . $8,000 9 MCSO No
2 Panasonic P1 $3,000 6 MCSO No
3 Incident Manager Software. ‘ $20,000 1 FRVPD Yes
1 Motorola CDM 1250 $1,000 21 MCSO No
2 Motorola HT 1250 $1,000 21 MCSO No

Ty

Sub-total Interoperability $515,342

Unit Cost L

Sub-total Detection S0}

PRIORITY ITEM —T v BRCPLNE

Sub-fotal Physical Sec. 30|
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PRIORIT\ ITEM - Unit Cost DISCIPLINE I
3 Sony DCR VX2100 Mini Camcorder $3,050 4 MCSO SiU, MCSO 3 Yes
2 Morovision Night Quest 160 $1,995 5 MCSO SIU 3, MCSO 2 Yes
1 Morovision Nite Max Color $499 3 MCSO SiU Yes
2 Morovision IR-225 Thermal Imager $7,695 1 MCSO SIU Yes
2 Synthesized Audio Sys. 6320 $4,685 1 MCSO sIU Yes
2 Butane Lighter Recorder #2024 $995 1 MCSO siU Yes
1 Radar Detector 500 transmitter $1,072 1 MCSO SiU Yes
1 Tape Measure transmitter $1,375 1 MCSO SIU Yes
1 2 watt Gym Bag transmitter $3,150 1 MCSO SIU Yes
2 Nikon Coolpix 3100 Digital Camera $299 4 MCSO SIU, MCSO 2 Yes
2 Sony MVC-CD 350 Digital Camera $399 10 MCSO SIU (1), MCSO 9 Yes
3 Portable Video System 5007T1W $8,995 1 MCSO SiU Yes
2 Stabilized Binoculars $6,495 4 MCSO SIU, MCSO 2 Yes
2  Video Evidence Analysis system $40,740 1 MCSO DET. Yes
1 Audio Surveillance System $6,628 1 MCSODET. Yes
1 Nightstorm Video night vision $2,354 12 MCSO DET. (1), MCSO PAT (10) 1 Yes
3 Olympus DS3000PRO/software $9,375 ° 1 MCSO DET. Yes
3 Dell taptop/Latitude D600 $4,208 5 MCSO DET. (1), RIWVR (1) MCSO 2 Yes
1 ' SONY DCR-TRV22 Dig. Handycam $1,400 3 MCSO DET. (1), RIVR (2) Yes
1 GPS Tracking(Birddog) $1,500 1 MCSO DET. : Yes
3 Fiber Optic Kit/Streamlight Stylus $30 8 MCSO RIVR Yes
3 Telescoping Tactical Mirror $210 8 MCSO RIVR Yes
2 Rigel 2300 Night Vision $560 7 MCSO RIVR Yes
2 Dell Computer GX270 $1,853 5 MCSO RIVR 3, MCSO 2 Yes
2 Sony MVC 500 Digital Camera $600 4 MCSO RIVR, MCSO 2 , Yes
3 Comm. Gear/Bone Mic Set $690 8 MCSO RIVR Yes
2 Stabilized Binoculars $500 7 MCSO RIVR Yes
2 Radar/GPS Unit $4,500 3 MCSO RVR Yes
i " Sub-total Terror Prevention
PRIORIT\ ITEM Umt Cost QTY DISCIPLINE
3 Wells Cargo 7X14 Trailer $5,542 6 MCSO 2, SIU(1), RIVR (2), DIVE( No
3 Shelving for above trailer $2,000 1 MCSO SIU No
1 TS! Port-a-Count Machine & Kit $7,700 1 MCSO HAZMAT Yes
3 Bull Homs w/PA $220 15 MCSO PAT (15) No
3 Safety cones/signs $100 61 MCSO PAT No

Sub-total Support Equip.
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Sub-total Incident Veh.
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Sub-total Medical & Pharm
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~Unit COStm “arY 4DISCIPLINE‘

i Sub-total Watercraft $0l

e vcm{ ~DISCIPLINE

2 Mass Casuaity Mangement Sys. $449 1 TRTPD Yes
2 Mobile Command Boards $210 4 TRTPD No
2 Portable Honda Generator $1,500 1 TRTPD " Yes
2 Magnafire 650w light ‘ $800 1 TRTPD Yes

i Sub-total Intervention Equipment $3,689]

oo mmscwl.msm —

2 WMD-CBRNE training (18 officers) $25,200 1 TRTPD ‘ Yes $25,200
'l Sub-total All Other Equipment/costs $25,200]
TOTAL FEDERAL FUNDS REQUESTED $976,145

($976,145 awarded)



HOPPEL Michelle L

From: ! WALDEN Sandra M [sandra.m.walden@co.multndmah.or.us}

. Sent: ’ _ Friday, August 20, 2004 2:30 PM
[T SIMPSON Thomas G; HOPPEL Michelle L
ué: LEWIS Sharie L
Subject: RE: Homeland Security Grant

The most recent budget information that I show for MCSO is $515,805. The amount spent so
far is $403,860. This leaves $111,945 available for eligible expenses that need to be
spent by 12/31/04. Tom, you are right that when the expenditures are made then the
revenue will match.

----- Original Message-----

., From: SIMPSON Thomas G
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2004 1:24 PM
To: HOPPEL Michelle L
Cc: LEWIS Sharie L; WALDEN Sandra M
Subject: Re: Homeland Security Grant

Actual revenue should only match actual expenditures since the grant is based on
reimbursements. I'm copying both Sharie Lewis and Sandra Walden who may have more info on
the specifics of this.

Tom Simpson

Multnomah County

503-988-4233

503-793-8514 (cell)
thomas.g.simpson@co.multnomah.or.us

B Original Message-----
From: HOPPEL Michelle L <michelle.hoppel@mcso.us>
To: SIMPSON Thomas G <Thomas.G.Simpson@co.multnomah.or.us>
Sent: Fri Aug 20 13:20:20 2004
Subject: RE: Homeland Security Grant

I'm not sure, I just know that it's in our FY 03/04 budget.

————— Original Message-----

From: SIMPSON Thomas G [mailto:Thomas.G.Simpson@co.multnomah.or.us]:
Sent: Friday, August 20, 2004 1:19 PM

To: HOPPEL Michelle L

Subject: Re: Homeland Security Grant

Is this for the 0203 grant?

|
Tom Simpson

Multnomah County ,

503-988-4233

503-793-8514 (cell) _

thomas.g.simpson@co.multnomah.or.us

----- Original Message----- :

From: HOPPEL Michelle L <michelle.hoppel@mcso.us>

To: SIMPSON Thomas G <Thomas.G.Simpson@co.multnomah.or.us>
"Sent: Fri Aug 20 10:55:39 2004 :
_/Subject: Homeland Security Grant

Hi Tom,



I was just reviewing the Sheriff's Office portion of the Homeland Seéurity Grant and
noticed that our anticipated revenue is a little short. The budgeted revenue is $515,930
x“ﬂf the actual is $403,860. It's short by $112,070. Should we be expecting more?

Michelle
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BURDINE Angela L

From: SIMPSON Thomas G [Thomas.G.Simpson@co.multnomah.or.us}

Sent:  Wednesday, April 28, 2004 9:08 AM '

To: HANSELL Tom J; BURDINE Angela L; HAY Ching L. ELKIN Christian; MCCAIN Bruce R
Cc: SALMON Scott O; MCGILLIVRAY Doug

Subject: Budgeting for Homeland Security FY05

I'm trying to keep the County folks on the same page regarding the Homeland Security Grants that we've recsived
this FY. There are actually four: two State Homeland Security Program grants (SHSP) and two Urban Area
Security Initiative (UASI) grants. We've only gone through the appropriations process (via bud mod) on one of
them, SHSP 02/03. Since we do not have final budget numbers or signed agreements on the other 3 |
recommend that we do NOT budget them in FY04 but put them in FY05. | can't see us being able to get the
admin pieces in place in time for this FY.

I've attached a spreadsheet that shows which agencles have received which funds. The County will NOT be
appropriating the entire amounts listed on the spreadsheet. If you need more information about the intricacies of

the data, fet me know. | will be scheduling a series of grant meetings over the next two months to sort through all
this. :

Thanks.

Tom Simpson
Multnomah County Emergency Management
501 SE Hawthorne Bivd Suite 600 '

‘Portland, OR 97214

503-988-4233 desk
503-793-8514 cell

4/28/2004



MEMORANDUM

TO: Lt. Bruce McCain ' )
CC: Captain Ron Bishop, Manager, Court Services

FROM: Liz Daily, Operations Administrator

DATE: February 23, 2004

SUBJECT:  Security Needs - MCDC/FSU Unit

The following items are needed to enhance and update our entry security posts at both
the Detention Center and the Multnomah County Courthouse:

3 hand held metal detector wands — Omni brand $ 777.00
20 - clear plexiglass panels — $5670.00

Retractable belt crowd control posts — $3,000.00

2 Sabre 2000 Handheld Trace Detectors (tri) $52,930.00
3 Tray Tables - $3,000.00

3 Convex mirrors - $657.00

_The equipment listed above would allow us to move these security posts so that we

may provide optimum security for beth buildings. The Sabre 2000 detectors would
bring our security equipment up to date and improve our detection capabilities.

Most of our equipment is at least 5-7 years old. We recently updated a few of our
metal detectors. We could use an updated x-ray machine for the Detention Center.
That would be an approximate cost of $47,000.00.

I appreciate your help with this. If you need additional information please call me at
x83852. . - : '

Hand held metal detector wands 3 @ $259.00 each = $ 777.00

Panels 20 @ 283.50 each 5,670.00

Retractable belt crowd control posts 18 @ $166.65 each 2,999.70

Sabre 2000 Handheld Trace Detectors 2 @ $26, 465 each  52,930.00

Tray Tables 3 @ $1000 each 3,000.00
Convex Mirrors 3@ $225.00 each : 657.00
TOTAL : 66,033.70
Add in x-ray machine ~ 47.000.00

' $113,033.70
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Priority (All)
Discipline (Al
item (Al
Category (AlD)
Jurisdiction Multnomah County
Sum of Buydget Amount Grant ' '
[Organization ‘SHSP0203 SHSP04 | UASIO3 UASIO4 Grand Total
BOEC 687,046 687,046
Corbett Fire . 63,782 10,500 - 10,000 84,282
Fairview ' . 3,176 17,890 ' 21,066
Gresham Em Mgmt 81,738 81,738
Gresham Fire 764,191 300,000 739,450 420,000 2,223,641
Gresham Police 585,900 ’ 585,900
Hospitals 473,502 v _ 473,502
Mult Co Em Mgmt 147,450 325,242 472,692
Mult Co Health 96,550 96,550
Mult Co Sheriff , 490,579 975,145 40,001 58,200 1,563,925
Mult Co Transportation 450 197,331 . 197,781
Port of Portland, PDX 375,052 163,520 20,220 482,235 1,041,027
Portland Fire 1,139,353 ) 2,184,525 | 1,039,787 4,363,665
Portland Maintenance Bureau 33,786 , . 33,786
Portland Office of EM 1,875,266 { 1,000,000 | 1,806,782 4,682,048
Portland Police 1,004,366 808,128 888,472 2,700,966
Portland Water Bureau 86,727 86,727
Sauvie Island Fire 31,800 145,830 10,500 56,775 244,905
Troutdale Police 8,358 8,358
Wood Village 15,000 15,000
Grand Total 5245836 | 4,843,194 | 4,813,324 | 4,762,251 | 19,664,605
EMOOBMCS0



’ & ~ MULTNOMAH COUNTY

&awm  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: 06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
Agenda Item #: R-3
AGENDA#K-B  DATELo-dto-O5 Est. Start Time:  9:34 AM
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK Date Submitted: 06/03/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: MCSO - 06

Budget Modification MCSO-06 Appropriating $24,053 of Federal Revenue to
Agenda the Federal/State Fund for Participation in the Presidential Inauguration Task
Title: Force in Washington, D.C.

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time
Requested: June 16, 2005 Requested: 2 Minutes
Department:  Sheriff's Office Division: Law Enforcement

Contact(s): Wanda Yantis, Budget Manager

Phone: 503-988-4455 Ext. 84455 1/0 Address:  503/350

Presenter(s): Larry Aab and Wanda Yantis

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Sheriff’s Office is requesting approval of Budget Modification MCSO-06 to appropriate
$24,053 in Fed/State funds to our Enforcement Division budget.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

The Multnomah County Sheriff’s Office participated in the Presidential Inauguration Task Force
(PITF) to achieve maximum coordination and cooperation in bringing to bear combined resources to
effectively implement measures to promote the safety of the President of the United States,
inaugural participants, the public, visitors and residents while allowing individuals and groups to
exercise their legal rights during the period of January 15, 2005 to January 21, 2005. The Command
Center for the operations was located at the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD) Headquarters
and was staffed by officers from the United States Marshals Service, MPD, U.S. Park Police and the
Federal Bureau of Investigation.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).



This will increase the Enforcement Division's revenue by $24,053 in the Federal/State Fund. The
funds also covers the central indirect for administration of the funds.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

Deputation: All local and state law enforcement personnel designated to the PITF will be subject to
background inquire and will be federally deputized, with the United States Marshals Service
securing the required deputation authorization. These deputations will remain in effect throughout
the tenure of each officer’s assignment to the PITF or until termination of the PITF, whichever
occurs first. Each individual deputized as a Special Deputy U.S. Marshal will have all necessary law
enforcement authority as provided by 28 U.S.C. § 5560 and (d); 28 U.S.C. § 564; 18 U.S.C. § 3053;
28 C.F.R. § 0.112, and the deputation authority of the Deputy Attorney General. The Special
Deputy U.S. Marshals will be responsible for 1) performing necessary law enforcement steps to
keep the peace of the United States; 2) enforcing federal law (e.g., 18 U.S.C. §§ 112, 1116, and 878,
as well as other provisions of that title); 3) protecting visiting foreign officials, official guests, and
internationally protected persons; 4) taking necessary law enforcement steps to prevent violations of
federal law, and; 5) enforcing District of Columbia law as a result of the deputation (see D.C. Code
22-501 and 28 U.S.C. § 564). '

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

The Command Center for the operations is located at the Metropolitan Police Department (MPD)
Headquarters and is staffed by officers from the United States Marshals Service, MPD, U.S. Park
Police and the Federal Bureau of Investigation. These officers will serve as the Executive Council
for this operation.

)



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e What revenue is being changed and why?
This is an increase of revenue of $24,053 in the Federal/State Fund for The Sheriff's Office
Enforcement Division due to participation in PITF by the Sheriff's Office.
® What budgets are increased/decreased?
-The Enforcement Division will increase their Federal/State budget by $24,053
-Increase Human Resource Operations by $104
- Increase Dept Indirect by $800
-Increase Central Indirect by $66
-Increase Risk Fund by $967
e What do the changes accomplish?

The budgetary change appropriates $24,053 to the Sheriff's Ofﬁce budget due to participation in
PITF by the Sheriff's Office.

e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.

All overtime and straight time personnel costs incurred during participation in this task force is
incurred by current permanent staff members and is reimbursed by the Federal Government.

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs be
covered?

All overhead costs are covered.

e Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the function be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?

“This is one-time-only revenue. There are no ongoing functions being funded by this revenue.
e If a grant, what period does the grant cover?

N/A
¢ If a grant, when the grant expires, what arc funding plans?

N/A

Attachment A-1



ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: MCSO - 06

Required Signatures

Department/ '
Agency Director:
. - - (

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date: 06/03/05

Date: 06/03/05

Date:

Date:

Attachment B



Page 1 of 1

Budget Modification or Amendment ID:|MCS0-06 |
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES " '

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05§

fradminiscalbudget\00-01\budmeds\BudMod_MCSO-06PresinaugTaskForce

. Accounting Unit Change
Line] Fund | Fund | Func.| Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ )
No.| Center | Code | Area | Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount | (Decrease) | Subtotal | Description
1 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 50170 0 (24,053) (24,053) 1G-OP-Direct Fed
2 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60110 0 12,093 12,093 Overtime
3 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60130 0 3,896 3,896 Salary-Related
4 { 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60140 0 967 967 Insurance
5 | 60-50 | 1505 - |SOENF.WASHDC 60230 0 21 21 Postage
6 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60260 0 6,014 6,014 Travel & Training
7 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60350 0 66 66 Central Indirect
‘8.1 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60355 800 Dept Indirect Revenue
9 | 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60360 (393,146)| (393,054) 92 Finance Ops
10| 60-50 | 1505 SOENF.WASHDC 60365 78,541 78,645 104 HR Ops
11
12| 60-00 | 1000 604020 50370 (401,471)] (402,271) (800) Dept Indirect Revenue
13| 60-00 | 1000 604020 60240 86,873 87,873 800 Supplies
14
161 71-20 | 3500 705210 50316 (967) (967) Increase Insurance Revene
16| 71-20 { 3500 705210 60330 967 967 Increase Offsetting Exp
17 '
18| 71-20 | 3508 712006 50310 (104) (104) Increase HR Revenue
19| 71-20 | 3506 712006 60240 104 104 Increase HR Expenditure
20
21 19 1000 9500001000 50310 (66) (66) Indirect Revenue
22 19 1000 9500001000 60470 66 66 Contingency
23 0
24 0
25 0
26 0
|27 0
28 0
29 0
0 | Total - Page 1
0 GRAND TOTAL

8/8/2008



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING -

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is executed by the United States Attomey fdr the
District of Columbia, the Metropolitan Police Department of Washington, D.C. (MPD) and
Multnomah County Sheriff's Office. ‘ '

1. PURPOSE

 The purpose of the MOU is to outline the mission of the Presidentiél Inauguration Task Force

(PITF) in the Washington, D.C. area from January 15, 2005, to January 21, 2005. Additionally,
this MOU will define relationships between the United States Marshals Service, MPD and
Multnomah County Sheriff's Office, as well as other participating agencies with regard to policy,

" - guidance, utilization of resources, planning, training, public relations and media in order to
~* maximize interagency cooperation. - '

I MISSION

The mission of the PITF is to achieve maximum coordination and cooperation in bringing to bear
combined resources to effectively implement measures to promote the safety of the President of

 the United States, inaugural participants, the public, visitors and residents while allowin

individuals and groups to exercise their legal rights. .

‘Additionally, all units that are participating agencies will coordinate their activities and be

considered a member of the PITF, sharing information and coordinating investigative and law

“enforcement efforts which may result from any apprehensions originating from the PITF.

- II. ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE

A, Direction

The Multnomah County Sheriff's Office acknowledges that the PITF is a joint operation in which
all agencies, including the Metropolitan Police Department of District of Columbia, Office of the

. United States Attorney for District of Columbia, United States Marshals Service, United States

Secret Service, United States Federal Bureau of Investigation, National Park Service,
Multnomah County Sheriff's Office and other agencies, act as partners in the operation of the
PITF. The Command Center for the operations will be located at the Metropolitan Police
Department (MPD) Headquarters and will be staffed by officers from the United States Marshals
Service, MPD, U.S. Park Police, and the Federal Bureau of Investigation. These officers will
serve as the Executive Council for this operation. '



B.  Supervision

The day-to-day operation and administrative control of the PITF will be the responsibility of a-
~ Tactical Team Commander selected from orie of the participating agencies. The Tactical Team
Commander will coordinate with supervisory personnel.of the United States Secret Service as
the sponsoring agency for Special Deputation (federal) and with MPD as the lead agency for the
operation. The daily management of the PITF will be closely monitored by the MPD.

Responsibility for the conduct of the PITF mermbers, both personally and professionaliy, shall
- remain with the respective agency directors subject to the provisions in Section IX (Liability).

Utiilateral Law Enforcement Action

- There shall be no unilateral action taken on the part of any participating agency relating to PITF
- activities. All law enforcement action will be coordinated and conducted in a.cooperative
manner under the direction of the Executive Council and the MPD. ' :

'IV. * PROCEDURES
A, Personnel

‘Continued assignment of personnel to the PITF will be based upon performance and will be at
the discretion of the respective agency. Each participating agency will be provided with reports -
as necessary regarding the program, direction, and accomplishment of the PITF.

B. Deputation

“All local and state law enforcement personnel désignated to the PITF will be subject to
background inquiry and will be federally deputized, with the United States Marshals Service
- securing the required deputation authorization. These deputations will remain in effect
throughout the tenure of each officer’s assignment to the PITF or until termination of the PITF,
whichever occurs first. Each individual deputized as a Special Deputy U.S. Marshal will have
all necessary law enforcement authority as provided by 28 U.S.C. § 566(c) and (d); 28 U.S.C. §
564; 18 U.S.C. § 3053; 28 C.F.R. § 0.112, and the deputation authority of the Deputy Attorney
- General. The Special Deputy U.S. Marshals will be responsible for 1) performing necessary law
- enforcement steps to keep the peace of the United States; 2) enforcing federal law (e.g., 18
U.S.C. §§ 112, 1116, and 878, as well as other provisions of that title); 3) protecting visiting
foreign officials, official guests, and internationally protected persons; 4) taking necessary law
-enforcement steps to prevent violations of federal law, and; 5) enforcing District of Columbia
law as a result of the deputation (see D.C. Code 22-501 and 28 U.S.C. § 564). '



| Indmduals deputized as Special Deputy U.S. Marshals pursuant to this MOU who suﬁ‘er a

disability or die as a result of personal injury sustained while in the performance of his or her
duty during the assignment shall be treated as a federal employee as defined by Title 5 U.S.C.

" section 8101. Any such individuals who apply to the U.S. Department of Labor for federal

workers’ compensation under Section 3374 must submit a copy of this MOU with his or her
application. All applicants will be processed by the U.S. Department of Labor on a case by case
basis in accordance with applicable law and regulation.

- C.Law Enforcement Activities

Since it is anticipated that almost all cases originating from any PITF arrests will be prosecuted
-at the state or local level, the law enforcement methods employed by all participating law
enforcement agencies shall conform to the requirements of such statutory or common law
pending a decision as to a change of venue for prosecution.

D. Prosecution

The criteria for determining whether to prosecute a particular violation in federal or state court

~will focus upon ach1evmg the greatest overall benefit to law enforcement and the community.
- Any question which arises pertaining to prosecutorial jurisdiction will be resolved through the

Executive Council. The U.S. Attorney’s Office for the District of Columbia has agreed to
formally participate in the PITF and will adopt policies and seek sentences that meet the needs of
justice.

V.  ADMINISTRATIVE
Records and Reports
All records and reports generated by PITF members shall be routed through

the Tactical Team Commander who shall be responsible for maintaining custody and proper
dissemination of said records as he or she deems appropriate. -

 Staff Briefmgs

Periodic briefings on PITF law enforcement actions will be prov1ded to the
directors of the participating agencies or their designees. Statistics regarding accomphshments
will also be provided to the participating agencies as available. :

VL. MEDIA

All media releases pertaining to PITF law enforcement activity and/or arrests will be coordinated
by all participants of this MOU. No unilateral press releases will be made by any participating



IX. - LIABILITY

Unless specifically addressed by the terms of this MOU, the parties agree to be responsible for
the negligent or wrongful acts or omissions of their respective employees. Legal representation
by the United States is determined by the Department of Justice on a case-by-case basis. There
is no guarantee that the United States will provide legal representation to any federal, state or
local law enforcement officer. Congress has provided that the exclusive remedy for the
negligent or wrongful act or omission of any employee of the United States government, acting
within the scope of employment, shall be an action against the United States under the Federal
Tort Claims Act (FTCA), 28 U.S.C. § 2679(b)(2).

For the limited purpose of defending claims arising out of PITF activity, state or local
‘law enforcement officers who have been specially deputized as U.S. Marshals and who are
acting within the course and scope of their official duties and assignments pursuant to this MOU,
- may be considered an “employee” of the United States government as defined in 28 U.S.C. 2671.
It is the position of the Department of Justice Civil Division Torts Branch that such mdlvxduals
are federal employees for these purposes.

- Under the Federal Employees Liability Reform and Tort Compensation Act of 1988

. (commonly known as the Westfall Act), 28 U.S.C. § 2679(b)(1), the Attorney General or his
designee may certify that an individual defendant acted within the scope of employment at the
time of the incident giving rise to the suit. Id.; 28 U.S.C. § 2679(d)(2). The United States can
then be substituted for the employee as the sole defendant with respect to any tort claims. 28
US.C. § 2679(d)(2). If the United States is substltuted as defendant, the individual employee is
thereby protected from suit.

If the Attorney General declines to certify that an employee was acting within the scope
of employment, “the employee may at any time before trial petition the court to find and certify
that the employee was acting w1thm the scope of his ofﬁce or employment ”28U.S.C.§
2679(d)(3). ,

. Liability for any negligent or willful acts of PITF employees undertaken outside the
© terms of this MOU will be the sole responsibility of the respective employee and agency
mvolved ,

Liability for violations of federal constitutional law rests with the individual federal agent
or officer pursuant to Bivens v. Six Unknown Agents of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics, 403
U.S. 388 (1971), or pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for state and local officers or cross-deputized
federal officers. . ,



\
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X[I LIMITATION

Nothing in this MOU is mtended to, or shall be construed to, create enforceable rights in

third parties.

' CHARLES H. RAMSEY, CHIEF OF PbLICB
WASHINGTON, D.C., METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT

'KENNETH L. WAINSTEIN

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

- DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA



LA MULTNOMAH COUNTY
&=  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: 06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Agenda Item #: R4
AGENDA #3124 DATE La:l\0 .05 - '

Est. Start Time: 9:35 AM
Date Submitted: 05/24/05

NEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

BUDGET MODIFICATION: HD - 20

Budget Modification HD-20 Appropriating $148,242 New Revenue from
: Three Federal Grants to Fund Projects in the Health Departments
Agenda Title: Program Design Evaluation Services Unit

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title. '

Date Time )
Reguested: June 16, 2005 Requested: 5 mins
Department:  Health Dept. Division: CHP3

Contact(s): Angela Burdine, Budget Manager

Phone: 503-988-3663 Ext. 26457 I/O Address:  106/14

Presenter(s): Mike Stark, Principal Investigator

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

Approval of appropriation of a total of $148,242 from Oregon Department of Human Service to
fund 3 Projects in the Health Departments Program Design Evaluation Services Unit. The funds are
divided in the following manner; $24,000 for Oral Health Evaluation, $33,333 for Public Health
Preparedness Curriculum Evaluation and $90,909 for Morbidity Monitoring Project.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. '

Oral Health Evaluation: To document all aspects of State Plan implementation so that adjustments
can be made, if necessary, to keep the State Plan on track and improve or fine-tune the overall
product. To document extent to which all performance measures specified in the One Year

. Workplan have been accomplished, and to develop a detailed plan that will describe program
objectives measures, data collection methods, sampling, analysis, reporting, and use of results.

~ PH Preparedness Curriculum Evaluation: To provide consultation to Department’s Public Health
Preparedness Education and Training staff and training faculty to assist in curricutum planning and



W

evaluation of existing courses.

HIV Morbidity Monitoring Surveillance Project: To collect data on persons in Oregon infected with
HIV, through a combination of medical record abstractions and patient interviews, to generate
population based estimates of the characteristics of Oregonians infected with HV and the care they
receive (including the quality of care and severity of need for care and support service).

Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

Budget Modification will increase the Health Departments FY 05 federal/state budget by $148,242.
An amendment will be proposed to add it to the FY06 budget. :

Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
No legal and /or policy issues will be involved with Oral Health Eval and PH Preparedness .
Curriculum Eval. MMP project is subject to rules governing confidentiality requirement from CDC
and the IRB requirement.

Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

Both Oral. Health Eval and PH Preparedness Curriculum Eval projects are joint projects between
federal government and state agencies and we don’t foresee citizen participation at this time. MMP
project involves CDC, the HIV program of DHS, Office of Health Services, statewide health care
providers, HIV planning council, coalition and advisory board.



ATTACHMENT A |

Budget Modification

If the request is 2 Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e  What revenue is being changed and why?

The federal/state revenue in the Health Departments, CHP3 Service Area will be increased in the
following manner; $24,000 for Oral Health Eval, $33,333 for Public Health Preparedness
Curriculum Eval and $90,909 for Morbidity Monitoring Project.

e What budgets are increased/decreased? ‘
The Health Department, Community Health Promotion, Partnerships & Planning budget will
increase by $142,242.

e  What do the changes accomplish?
Add 1.17 FTE to current budget to provide staff to collect information, evaluate processes, and
provide consultation services in the area’s outlined by each project.

¢ Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
Add the following FTE;
Oral Health Eval: on call only

PH Preparedness Curriculum Eval: adds 0.35 RE Analyst 2 (.26 for FY05), 0.10 Principal
Investigator (.08 for FY05)

MMP PDES: adds 1.0 RE SupervisorResearch/Evaluation Analyst (.83 for FY05)

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs
be covered?

Funds cover indirect costs
e [s the revenue one-time-only in nature?
- No, grants may be renewed
e Ifa grant, what period does the grant cover?
e Oral Health Eval: one year for now (October 2004 June 2005); may be renewed
e PH Preparedness Curriculum Eval: one year for now (Sept 2004 Aug 2005); may be renewed
e MMP PDES: 5 year project (May 2004 April 2009) '

e Ifa grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
When grant funding expires projects will be completed.

NOTE: If a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense &
Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budgef Modification Personnel Workshect, _

Attachment A-1



ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: HD - 20

Required Signatures

Department/ _
Agency Director: % Zg , ) ! é f;

Budget Analyst: : a

Cu A%

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date: 05/13/05

Date: 05/24/05

Date: 05/16/05

Date:

Attachment B



Budget Modification: HD-05-20

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Accounting Unit Change

DI W N[ U [ WH{IN | = OO O | N OO W N |—= O 1O

Fund Fund Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
Center | Code Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description
40-16 | 32156 45A62-1 50180 0 (24,000) (24,000) New state grant: Oral Health Eval
' | 40-16 | 32156 45A62-1 60350 0 58 58
j | 40-16 | 32156 4SA62-1 ] 60355 0 2034 2,034
| | 40-16 | 32156 4SA62-1 60365 0 377 377
i | 40-16 | 32156 4S5A62-1 90002 0 21,531 21,531
] : 0 0
] : 0 ] '
| | 40-16 | 32164 | - 4SA65-1 50190 0 (33,333) (33,333) New state grant: Public Health Preparedness
: Curriculum Eval :
1 | 40-16 | 32164 4SAB5-1 60000 0 19,394 19,394
0 | 40-16 | 32164 N 48A65-1 60120 0 1,556 1,656
1.1 40-16 | 32164 . 4SA65-1 60130 0 5,589 5,589
2 | 40-16 | 32164 48A65-1 60140 0 3,367 3,367
3 | 40-16 | 32164 4SA65-1 60350 0 80 80
4 | 40-16 | 32164 45A65-1 60355 0 2,824 2824
5 | 40-16 | 32164 4SA65-1 60365 0 523 523
5 ) 0 0
7 - 0 ' ' . '
8 | 40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 50190 0 (20,809} (90,909) New state grant: Morbidity Monitoring Project
(MMP PDES)
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 : 60000 0 51,218 51,218
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 60120 0 2,049 2,049
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 60130 0 14,761 14,761
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 60140 0 10,230 10,230
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 60240 0 3,051 3,051
40-16 | 32165 4SA66-1 60350 0 219 219
40-16 { 32165 4SA66-1 60355 0 7,703 7,703
40-16 { 32165 | - 4SA66-1 60360 0 308 308
40-16 | 32165 4S5A66-1 60365 0 1,370 1,370
0 0
— 0T - ; -
70-80 3500 708000 ’ 50310 (13,597) (13,597)] Insurance (60140)
70-80 3500 . 708000 60330 13,597 13,597 Insurance (60140)
- ¢
71-10 3506 711100 50310 (308) (308) Finance (60360)
71-10 3506 711100 60240 308 308 Finance (60360)
’ 0
71-20 3506 712006 50310 (2,270) (2,270) HR (60365)
71-20 3506 712006 - 60240 2,270 2,270 HR (60365)
Q .
19 1000 9500001000 50310 (357) (367) Central Indirect (60350)
19 1000 9500001000 60470 357 357 Central Indirect (60350)

BudMod_HD-20PDESCrants Page 1of2 : Printed 6/8/2006 5:24 PM




EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget Modification: HD-05-20

A S UM I NI L]

Accounting Unit Change
1o Fund Fund Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
). | Center | Code Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description
! - 0
2 | 40-90 1000 409050 50370 (12,661) (12,561) Department Indirect (60355) - .
3 | 40-90 1000 409001 60000 12,561 12,561 Use additional dept indirect to reduce dept
salary savings )
0
40-90 1505 456789 60100 21,531 21,531 On-call balancing entry (30002)
40-30 1505 456789 90002 (21,631) {21,531) On-call balancing entry (90002)
0
0
0
0
0 GRAND TOTAL
BudMod_HD-20PDESCrants Page 20f 2 Printed 6/8/2005 5:24 PM




Budget Modfication: HD-05-20

5, ANNUALIZED PERSONNEL CHANGE
Change on a full year basis even though this action affects only a part of the fiscal year (FY).

? HR Crg Position
Fund = Job ¥ Binlt Position Title Mumber BASE PAY FRINGE
1505 | 6086 | 61166 |RESEARCH/EVALUATION ANALYS 707374 0.35 16,399 4,728 3,006 24,5314
4605 | 9798 | 81168 [PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR 700886 .40 9,015 2,598 1,418 13,031
1865 | 9041 | 63179 IRESEARCH/EVALUATION SUPERY 700744 1.00 81,708 17,784 12,325 91,817
@
o
o
@
o
G
g
g
[
o
G
&
TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 1.45 87,122 25,108 16,748 | 128,979

&, CURRENT YEAR PERSONMEL DOLLAR CHANGE

Calculate costs/savings that will take place in this FY: these should explain the actual dollar amounts being changed by this Bud Mod.

HE Org Pogitlon

Fund Job ¥ Unit Position Title Mumber FiE BABE PRY FRINGE IaLUR TOThAL
1805 | 60806 | 81106 IRESEARCHIEVALUATION ANALYS 707374 .26 12,182 3,511 2,233 17,926
1808 | 9798 | 61166 PRINCIPAL INVESTICGATOR 700886 .08 7,212 2,078 1,134 40,424
1808 | 9041 | 83179 RESEARCH/EVALUATION SUPERM 700744 0.83 51,218 14,761 10,230 78,209
i
o
&
0
&
0
o
]
G
0
&
0
TOTAL CURREMT FY CHANGES 1.47 70,612 20,350 13,597 | 104,559

BudMod_HD-20PDESGrants

FPage 1 of 1

Printed §/8/2005 5:24 PM



& T MULTNOMAH COUNTY
A==  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

: Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: 06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS AgendaItem #: R-5
AGENDA # 5D DATEA:110°TF> Est. Start Time: _9:40 AM

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK Date Submitted: 05/23/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS - 23

Budget Modification DCHS-23 Appropriating $812,545 in the Aging and
Disabilities Services Division for Oregon Project Independence,
Agenda Title: Respite/Home Care, and One Time Only Funds for PC Replacement

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date . Time

Requested: 06/16/05 Requested: 2 mins

Department: _ Dept. of County Human Services _ Division: Aging & Disability Services
Contact(s): Nancy Wilton ' '
Phone: 503 988-3691 Ext. 24776 /O Address: 166/7

Presenter(s):  Mary Shortall

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Department of County Human Services recommends aﬁproval of budget modification DCHS-
23.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

Budget modification DCHS-23 reflects the following changes: an increase to the Oregon
Department of Human Services (DHS) contract increasing Oregon Project Independence (OPI)
funds by ($400,833), increasing Older American Act (OAA) funds by ($137,323), increasing
Clackamas County funds by ($15,125), increasing Providence Center on Aging revenue contract by
(823,240), and a special one time only allocation of Medicaid Title XIX (5228,524) and State of
Oregon Older American Act funds ($7,500).

We received our final notification of OPT and OAA allocations from the state in early April. The
increase in Oregon Project Independence (OPI) funding will enhance case management and home



care services, along with supplies and finance shared services. Older American Act (OAA) funding
will increase respite care, supplemental services to caregivers, and finance shared services.

The increase in funding from Clackamas County is for making presentations and distributing pubhc
relations materials on Medicare approved drug discount cards and transitional assistance credit
program. F undmg from Providence Center on Aging is to assist with project recruitment activities
and provide nursing case management services for the Community-based Home Arthritis
Management Program for Seniors (CHAMPS).

A special one time only allocation of Title XIX ($228,524) and the State of Oregon Older American
Act ($7,500) funding is dedicated to laptop and PC replacements for the Aging & Disabilities
Services District Center and field offices respectively. The prepaying of the PC Flat Fee for FY06
will allow for other funds to purchase additional services next year.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

Aging & Disabilities Services Division (ADS) budget increases by $812,545. The following revenue
sources were increased:

1. Oregon Project Independence (OPI) $400,833
2. Medicaid Title XIX - $228,524
3. Older American Act (TTIE) ' $137,323
4. Clackamas County ’ $15,125
5. Providence Center on Aging ' $23,240
6. State of Oregon Older American Act $7,500

The following ADS expenses increase:
1. Pass Through ' $494,877

(Case Management $220,267, Home Care $139,566, Respite care $83.907,
Supplemental Services to Care giver $51,137)

2. Materials & Services (printing, mileage, supplies, PC Flat Fee) $279,301
3. Share S\ervices (County Business Service) : $13,387
4. Grant Paid Indirect : $2,126

5. Professional Services for Community based Home Arthritis Management Program $22,854

i

The Director’s Office budget increases by $1,509 from indirect revenue, with a corresponding
increase in supplies of $1,484 and finance shared services of $25.

Service reimbursement from the Fed/State fund increases: General Fund Contingency $617,
Business Operations Fund $13,387 and Capital Acquisition Fund $230,080.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
N/A

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.
N/A



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e  What revenue is being changed and why?

Increases Oregon Project Independence by $400,833 and Older American Act by $137,323 to reflect
‘final FY 05 allocation from the State biennial contract. Revenue increases another $15,125 to re(lect
an Intergovernmental Agreement with Clackamas County, an additional $23,240 from Providence
Center on Aging; and a one-time special allocation of $228,524 Medicaid Title XIX and State of
Oregon Older American Act $7,500.

e  What budgets are increased/decreased?

" Aging & Disability Services increases by $812,545; Director's Office by $1,509; Business
Operations by $13,387, Capital Acquisition $230,080 and County General Fund Contingency by
$617.

"~ What do the changes accomplish?
Brings the budget in line with current funding allocations.

e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
No.

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs
be covered?
Finance operations charges are covered by all of the funding sources. Title XIX pays county
indirect expenses. :
e Is the revenue one-time-only in nature?
Yes, a one time only allocation of Title XIX and Older American Act for the end of the biennium.

e Ifa grant, what period does the grant cover?
2003 - 2005 biennium awards.

e Ifa grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
None.

" NOTE: If a Budget Modification or-a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense & -
. . - ... Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. = =~ * -

Ve

Attachment A-1



N | ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS - 23

Required Signatures

Department/
Agency Director:

Budget Analyst: . 47
0 - ‘ WM’

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date: 04/14/05

y

Date: 05/23/05

Dafe:

Date:

Attachment B



Budget Modification or Amendment ID:| DCHS-23

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Pags 10f2

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Line] Fund | Fund | Func. | Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
No.| Center | Code | Area | Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Description
1 | 3045 ] 23870 |. 40 ADSDIV350PI 60160 203,999 424,266 220,267 Pass-thru (Case Management)
2 | 3045 | 23870| 40 ADSDIV350PI1 50180 (203,999)| (424,266)| (220,287) 1G-OP Direct State
3
4 | 30-45 | 23870] 40 {ADSDIV630PI 60160 176,380 315,946 139,566 Pass-thru (Homs care)
5| 30-45 | 23870 40 ADSDIV630P! 50180 (176,380)] (315,946)| (139,566) 1G-OP Direct State
6
7 | 3045 | 23870 40 ADSDIVCS2010P! 60240 0 34,346 34,346 Supplies
8 | 3045 {23870 | - 40 ADSDIVCS2010PI 60360 0 6,654 6,654 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66% .
9 | 3045 | 23870 | 40 ADSDIVCS2010P! 50180 (36,782) (77,782) (41,000) IG-OP Direct State |
10
11] 30-45 | 20680 | 40 ADSDIV1KIIIE 60160 120,085 203,972 83,907 Pass-thru (respite Care)
12| 30-45 | 20880 | 40 ADSDIVIKIIE 60360 0 1,416 1,416 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
13| 30-45 | 20680 | 40 ADSDIVIKIIIE 50190 (120,065)| (205,388) (85,323) {G-OP Fed Thru State
14
15| 30-45 | 20680 | 40 ADSDIVSDIIE 60160 0 51,137 51,137 Pass-thru (Suppl Ser For Caregiv)
16§ 30-45 | 20680 | 40 ADSDIVADHIE 60360 0 863 863 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
17 | 30-45 | 20680 | 40 ADSDIVIDIIE 50190 0 (52,000) (52,000) 1G-OP Fed Thru State
18 :
19| 3045 | 24160 40 ADSDIVCS201MCCLAC 60270 0 900 900 Mileage
20| 30-45 | 24160 40 ADSDIVCS201MCCLAC 60240 0 8,500 8,500 Supplies
21} 30-45 | 24160 | 40 ADSDIVCS201MCCLAC 60180 0 5,475 5,475 Printing
22 | 30-45 | 24160 | 40 ADSDIVCS201MCCLAC 60360 0 250 250 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
23| 30-45 | 24160 | 40 ADSDIVCS201MCCLAC 50200 0 (15,125) (15,125) IG-OP Other
24 .
251 30-01 | 32167 | 40 ADSDIVADM2010AASF 50190 0 (7,500) (7,500) IG-OP Fed Thru State
261 30-01 | 32187 | 40 ADSDIVADM2010AASF 60390 0 7,378 7,378 PC Flat Fee (prepaid)
27| 30-01 | 321687 | 40 ADSDIVADM2010AASF 60360 0 122 122 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
28 ' '
29
0 | Total - Page 1
0 GRAND TOTAL

fradmin\fiscai\budget\00-01\budmodsiBudMod_DCHS-23

6/8/2005



Page 20f 2

Budget Modification or Amendment ID:| DCHS-23
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.,

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Line| Fund | Fund | Func.| internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
No.| Center | Code | Area | Order Center WBS Element Element | Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Description
30| 30-01 | 26090 | 40 ADSDIVADM201SPXIX 50190 0 (228,524)| (228,524) IG-OP Fed Thru State
31| 30-01 | 26090 | 40 ADSDIVADM201SPXIX 60390 0 222,702 222,702 PC Flat Fee (prepaid)
32| 30-01 | 26090 | 40 ADSDIVADM201SPXIX 60350 0 1,509 1,509 Department Indirect @ .66%
33 30-01 ] 26080 40 ADSDIVADM201SPXIX 60355 0 617 617 Central Indirect @.27%
34 30-01 | 26090 | 40 ADSDIVADM201SPXIX 60360 0 3,696 3,696 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
35 :
36| 30-80 | 32123 | 40 ADSDIVAPSALZPMC 50210 0 (23,240) (23,240) " |OP Nongovt Program
37} 30-80 | 32123 | 40 ADSDIVAPSALZPMC 60170 0 22,854 22,854 Professional Services
38| 30-80 | 32123 40 ADSDIVAPSALZPMC 60360 0 - 386 386 | Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
39
40| 26-00 | 1000 | 40 CHSDO.IND1000 50370 {1,509) (1,509) Department indirect Revenue
41| 26-00 | 1000 40 CHSDO.IND1000 60240 1,484 1,484 Supplies
42 { 26-00 | 1000 40 CHSDO.IND1000 60360 25 25 Finance Shared Svcs @1.66%
43
44 |- 71-10 | 3506 711100 50310 (13,387) (13,387) Svc Reim F/S to Bus Svcs Fund
45| 71-10 | 3506 N 711100 60240 13,387 13,387 Supplies
46
47 19 1000 9500001000 50310 (617) (617) Svc Reim F/S to General Fund
48 19 1000 9500001000 60470 617 617 Contingency
49 ‘ '
50| 70-03 | 2508 | 709202 50310 (230,080) Int Svc Reim F/S to PC Fiat Fee
51| 70-03 | 2508 709202 60240 230,080 "1Supplies
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
0 0| Total - Page 2
0 0 | GRAND TOTAL

fiadmin\fiscaibudget\00-01\budmods\BudMod _DCHS-23

6/8/2005




& MULTNOMAH COUNTY
- AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST
Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: 06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Agenda Ttem #: R-6
AGENDA # - \o___DATE La:110-09 Fst. Start Time: 9:43 AM
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK Dato Submicted: _05/23/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS - 24

Agenda Title:

Budget Modification DCHS-24 Reclassifying an Existing Case
Management Assistant Position to a Program Development Technician in
Developmental Disabilities Services Division, as Determined by the
Class/Comp Unit of Central Human Resources

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date
Requested:

Department:
Contact(s):
Phone:
Presenter(s):

‘ Time
06/16/05 Requested: 2 mins
Dept. of County Human Services Division: Developmental Disabilities
Nancy Wilton.
503 988-3691 Ext. 24776 I/0 Address: 166/7

Mary Overgaard & Rex Surface

General Information

1. What action are you reqﬁesﬁng from the Board?
The Department of County Human Services recommends approval of budget modification DCHS-

24,

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand -

- this issue.

An employee requested a reclassification of their existing position (Case Management Assistant) to
a Program Development Technician. Class/Comp reviewed the submitted job duties and
descriptions and agreed that a Program Development Specialist was the best fit for the position. The
position provides technical and administrative support work for the Crisis and Long Term Service
program. This includes the training functions, criminal history services, and provider information
filing systems.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).



For the current fiscal year, the reclassification is budget neutral. The pay range for a Program
Development Technician ($31,822 - $39,192) is within the pay range of a Case Management
Assistant ($29,107 — $35,872). As the person progresses beyond top of the old range, personnel
~ costs will increase, as the pay scale is higher.
4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
N/A

S. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.
"N/A



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e  What revenue is being changed and why?
N/A
e  What budgets are increased/decreased?
N/A '
e  What do the changes accomplish?
Approval of reclassification decision from Class/Comp.
e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
Reclassification of a Case Management Assistant position to a Program Development Technician.

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs
be covered?
N/A

e s the revenue one-time-only in nature?
N/A

e Ifa grant, what period does the grant cover?
N/A

e If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
N/A

7

N()TE If a Budget Modzf cation or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense &
. Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. -

Attachment A-1



ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS - 24

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

il 8 e

Gy Gt

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

04/14/05

05/23/05

04/13/05

Attachment B



Budget Modfication or Amendment: DOHS.-24

ANNUALIZED PERSONMEL CHANGE

HEOrg Position
Fond | Job# 1 Unit Position Title NMumber FiE NSUR TOTAL
6299 | 63225 |Case Mmgt Assistant 706089 1.0 ‘
8020 | 63225 Prog Dev Tech 70608 1.60 9,734 49,811

(o] Rod Nl KB R K] R L) Bic ) Row f R ) L) Ruc ] L)

TOTAL ANNUALIZED CHANGES 6.00 8 g 0

CURRENT YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE

Calculate costsfeavings that will take place in this FY these should explain the actual dollar amounts being changed by this Bud Mod.

HR g Position
Fomgd | Job# | Upit Position Tile Mamber FIE BASE PAY FRINGE INsUR TOTAL
8289 | 63225 Case Mmgt Assistant TOBO89 7} £
6020 | 63225 Prog Dev Tech TOB0BY

oo o oo o D 09 oo

TOTAL CURREMNT FY CHAMGES 0.00 g g g

faadminfiscaibudgetoD-01budmods\BudMod_DOHS-24 Page 4 BBI005



= MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

"DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS : 'MULTNOMAH BUILDING . . S PHONE (503) 988 5015 x24422

& COMMUNITY SERVICES - . 501 SE HAWTHORNE BLVD: Suite 400 - FAX (503) 988-3048
HUMAN RESOURCES - - PO BOX 14700 © ' TDD{(503)988-5170
CLASS/COMP UNIT . PORTLAND OR97263-0700. ‘ o

S _ - ~29-Mar505- , :

To: - <Marti Good N . . . 166/4 .
From: - Leon Oswalt l.»”“i ‘Central HR, Class/Comp = 5034

" Subject: Classification Request #209

L et Fadsitication ot OSition 6 ceiv "‘.__4:34,._;1512995 The current classmcatlon -

p Bt rtu s s 73t s,
_is GASE MANAGEMENT ASSISTANT, JCN 6299, and the requested classification is PROGRAM

- DEVELOPMENT TECHNICIAN, JCN 6020. The presented jOb duties and descnptrons and the
. County classification documents were carefully analyzed T o

" .We have determined that the position best fits w1th|n the PROGHAM DEVELOPMENT
- TECHNICIAN classmcatlon L

Summary of posrtuon purpose and main jOb functions.

: Support Program Development Specrallsts Data Analyst Management and other staff for the

. development, improvement and implementation of service delivery and billing systems cnmlnal '
, h|story, quality.assurance and fiscal monitoring. -Create and mamtarn commumcatlon Ilnks between -
services. Malntam access to no-cost meeting sites for staff :

Receive, review and process Criminal Hlstory requests. Make prellmlnary frtness determlnatlon a'ndl
recommend probationary status of subject individuals. -Ensure necessary documentatron is on . )
hand. Malntaln master spreadsheet with applicable mformatlon

Assist Billing and Reconcmatron Team wrth coordination of state and local reports, QA. development
of protocols, and file review to prowde authorization and confirmation.

~Maintain tramlng records for staff trarmng Plan coordlnate and host prowder training. Make, travel '
arrangements for out-of-state travel.

._Marntaln secure Provider Flllng area. Ensure HlPPA complrance Develop accessrble fllmg system ‘
Maintain historical and current flles on providers. o : -

Review of class s;_)ecificgtjons:
_'.C‘URREN.T CLASSIFICATION . CASE MANAGEMENT ASSlSTANT

Class Definition . To perform a variety of technical and clerical duties in socral service assistance; work
- may include client information and referral, special client assistance, and file management

103 S | 32002005 ¢



; Disting’uishing Characteristics - _ Assist case managers in filing-out mrscellaneous paperwork,
.- organize and update information In client files. Assist applicant in obtaining program services; assist applicant with -
obtaining material to document their ellgibility; refer applicant to another appropriate agency if necessary. -
Assist ¢lients by making doctors' appointments or other social service apporntments for them; pick up and deliver cr ent to
‘ appolnhnents retum clients to their homes. Assist clients.In moving from one residence to another; assist client in packing

and unpacking; may assist In moving fumiture. Perform limited intake to determine initial.and ongoing financial needs and
..to screen for possible unmet service needs. Deteérmine continued oligibility for benefits within appropriate penods and

provide cllent problem solving, Information and referral, correction of errors, -processing of overpayments and -
underpayments, and completion of monthly reports for small caseload. Complete and file or process reports and other
forms; complete intake sheets, face sheets, protective service forms, and other paperwork. Prioritize requests received-
from case managers; request assistance as needed from supervjsor. Contact communrty resources as advocate for cllent -

recervrng services; complete appropnate paperwork as required. .

-Fit analysls forclass. This is not an appropriate class. This class does dlrect support of
case managerment activities. The position does staff support work

/

P2l

C Al

Proposed Class - "PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT TECHNICIAN

" Class Definition Provide technical and admrnlstratrve asststance in the research deslgn, development '
) .rmplementatron monitoring and evaluation of programs, pro]ects, contracts or grants. '

DlSTlNGUlSH ING CHAHACTERISTICS . - This class is distinguished from the Program Development
Specialist class, which performs the full range of dutles as assigned including the research, design, development, )
implementation, monitoring and evaluation of programs, projects or grants. The Program Development Technrcran class
provldes technrcal and administratlve support assistance within establrshed procedures '

- Collect and analyze data; produce and analyze demographic summaries, service ulilization reports and statrstrcs prepare
reports and plans. Develop, maintain, modify and operate computerized management information. system. Assist in the .
design, development, and implementation of programs. Assist in the monltoring and evaluation of programs, projects or -
coatracts; perform on-site reviews of sub-contracted senvices; assure compllance with statutes and regulatrons Provide

- or arrange for technical tralnrng and/or asslstance to sub-contracted service provlders.

" . . Fit analysis for class. This class is a- good fit for the posltlon. The posmon does provrde
technical and admin support work for the Crisis and Long Term function.. Thi$ includes the tralnlng '
. functions, criminal history servrces and prov1der information filing systems :

* Reclassification Details:

The effecttve date of the reclasslﬂcatlon is 9/1 8/04 Your step mcrease date wnll remaln 1 1/25 of
each year. . .

" Because the posntlon is represented the Local 88 Collective Bargamlng Agreement (Artlcle 15
IV.C) determines the salary level and step mcrease date..

20f83 : T . . 3/20/2005



Cpats | © ClassicN o b‘g’ rf‘f;’e " Pay Rato. | Pay Step -Unléﬁ
" 9/18004 | 'Ol | CaseManagement Assistant | 12 1571 | .5 88
o19/04 | Réc_lass,. Program ngélopm.ent Tech 15 ' .15.'7'1'" Lo 88
11/25/04 » Step Progran"n De\./elopmen't Tech_ . 15 " 16.18 3 88"

If you‘ have questions, please contact me at exfension 24422;

cc: - 'iSUpewisor of Poéition © Patrice Botsford . 166/4

- Position HR Manager Kim.Pasquinelli 166/7
HR Maintainer Pauline Reed 166/7
- Fite Copy ‘ , : _
b}
3of3
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i & | " MULTNOMAH COUNTY

A  AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST
Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY Meeting Date: _06/16/05
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS | Agendaltem#: _R-7
AGENDA # ¥ & DATEA-\\0:-TFO Est. Start Time: _9:45 AM
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK | Date Submitted: _05/23/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP - 04

Budget Modification OSCP-04 Increasing the Office of School and Community
| Agenda Partnerships Fiscal Year 2005 Budget by $54,125 in Emergency Housing and

| Title: Housing Stabilization Funding from the State of Oregon

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title. :

Date Time

Requested: 06/16/05 . Requested: 2 mins
Department: OSCP Division:

Contact(s): Kathy Tinkle, Heather McGillivary

Phone: 503 988-3691 Ext. 26858 1/0 Address:  166/2nd Floor

Presenter(s): Kathy Tinkle

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?
The Office of School and Community Partnerships requests the approval of Budget Modification
OSCP_04. This budget modification increases the Office of School and Community Partnerships
Fiscal Year ‘05 budget for the Housing Stabilization Program grant by $34,544 and matching funds
in the Emergency Housing Account grant by $19,581, for a total increase of $54,125.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. :

The State of Oregon awards Housing Stabilization Program (HSP) and Emergency Housing
Account (EHA) grants to the Multnomah County Office of School and Community Partnerships.
Each of these grants is awarded for a duration of two years, and is renewed with each new State
biennium.
In Fiscal Year '04, the Office of School and Community Partnerships budgeted half of the funding
awarded for the biennium. The remainder of the funding was included in the Office of School and
Community Partnerships’ Fiscal Year 05 Adopted budget. '



: !
The Office of School and Community Partnerships School Age Policy Framework was implemented

in mid-Fiscal Year 04, and new service providers were selected through the Request for Proposal -
process. As a result of the School Age Policy Framework Request for Proposal, awards were made
to service providers as of March 1, 2004, thus there were only four months left in the fiscal year.
The service providers were fully operational by the end of the fiscal year, but they were not at full
capacity during the transitional period. As a result, the budgeted grant funds were not fully utilized
by the end of the fiscal year. ‘ ]

The Office of School and Community Partnerships is requesting approval to add the $54,125 in
unspent grant funds to the Fiscal Year *05 budget.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

This budget modification adds $34,544 in Housing Stabilization Program grant funding and $19,581
in matching Emergency Housing Account grant funding to the Office of School and Community
Partnerships Fiscal Year ‘05 budget. This will increase the total Fiscal Year "05 Housing
Stabilization Program budget to $140,308 and the total Fiscal Year *05 Emergency Housing Account
budget to $710,880.

The State awards both of these grants each biennium. The amounts awarded for the upcoming
biennium will be at the same level as in the current biennium. The Office of School and Community
Partnerships will split the awards equally between the two fiscal years in the upcoming biennium.
The $54,125 increase to the Fiscal Year 05 budget is a result of under-spending in Fiscal Year *04
and is one time only. This allocation increase between County fiscal years does not affect the total
utilization over the course of the State biennium.

4, Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

1n/a

5. Explain any citizen and/or other govermhent participation that has or will take place.

n/a



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

_ f the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:
& What revenue is being changed and why?

The Office of School and Community Partnerships Fiscal Year ‘05 budget will be increased by
$34,544 in Housing Stabilization Program grant funding and $19,581 in Emergency Housing
Account grant funding, for a total one time only increase of $54,125.

This will bring the Fiscal Year ‘05 total Housing Stabilization Program budget up to $140,308 and
- the total Fiscal Year *05 Emergency Housing Account budget up to $710, to reflect the level of
funding that is available in these grants.
e What budgets are increased/decreased?
The Office of School and Community Partnerships’ Fiscal Year ‘05 budget will be increased by
$54,125.

These funds will be used to increase each of the six existing Culturally Specific service contracts
within the School Age Policy Framework by $7,085.50. Albina Ministerial Alliance, Catholic
Charities, NARA, and Portland Impact each serve one of the culturally specific populations, and
IRCO serves the two remaining culturally specific populations. The total added to the contracts will
be $42,512. Approximately 31 additional households will receive assistance from these increases.

The remaining $11,613 will be used pay for the associated administrative costs, including Indirect
and Shared Services.

® What do the changes accomplish?
Approximately 31 qualifying households will receive rent assistance.
e ‘Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
There are no personnel changes.

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs be
covered?

This budget modification includes $11,613 for administrative costs, which include Shared Services
and Indirect.
® Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the function be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?
The amounts awarded for the upcoming biennium will be at the same level as in the current
biennium. The $54,125 increase to the Fiscal Year 05 budget is a result of under-spending in Fiscal
Year *04 and is one time only.

¢ If a grant, what period does the grant cover?

This covers the State biennium period of 7/1/03-6/30/05, and will be renewed with the next
biennium. '

e If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
The State renews this funding each biennium.

- NOTE: If a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense & .
o - Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. - - = -

Attachment A-1



ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP - 04

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director: Date: 04/25/05
Budget Analyst: Date: 05/23/05
Department HR: ‘ : ~ Date:
Countywide HR: Date:

Attachment B
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Budget Modification or Amendment ID:|OSCP_04 B
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Line] Fund | Fund | Func. tern Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
No.| Center | Code | Area pru Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Description
1| 21-77 { 21480 | 40 SCPFCSPV.HSP ‘60160 70,684 102,146 31,462 Pass Thru
2 | 21-77 | 21480 40 SCPFCSPV.HSP 50190 (70,684) (102,146) (31,462) 1G-OP-Fed thru State
3 0 0
4 | 21-79 | 21480 | 40 SCPFS.HSP.AD 60360 1,739 2,513 774 Shared Svcs Finance
5| 21-79 | 21480 | 40 SCPFS.HSP.AD 60350 191 276 85 Central Indirect
6 | 21-79 | 21480 | 40 SCPFS.HSP.AD 60355 5,110 7,333 2,223 Department Indirect
7 | 21-79 | 21480} 40 SCPFS.HSP.AD 50190 (7,040) (10,122) (3,082) 1G-OP-Fed thru State
8 0 0l
9 | 21-77 | 24480 | 40 SCPFCSPV.EHA.HSP.M 60160 56,096 67,146 11,050 Pass Thru
10| 21-77 | 24480 | 40 SCPFCSPV.EHA.HSP.M 50180 (56,096) (67,146) (11,050) {G-OP-Direct State
1 : 0 0
121 21-64 | 24480 | 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 60000 1,892 8,786 6,784 Permanent
13| 21-84 | 24480 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 60360 2,495 2,767 272 Shared Svces Finance
14| 21-84 | 24480 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 60365 58 185 127 Shared Sves HR
15| 21-84 | 24480 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 60350 282 330 48 Central Indirect
16 | 21-64 | 24480| 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 60355 7,556 8,846 1,290 Department Indirect
17 | 21-64 | 24480 | 40 SCPCHHPA.EHA.AD 50180 (19,989) (28,520) (8,531) IG-OP-Direct State
18 0 0
19{ 2164 | 1000 | 40 SCPCHHPA.CGF 60000 236,756 229,862 " (6,794) Permanent
20| 21-64 | 1000 | 40 SCPCHHPA.CGF 60365 10,058 9,931 (127) Shared Ssrvices HR
211 21-79 | 1000 | 40 SCPFS.CGF 60360 175,175 175,425 250 Shared Services Finance
22| 21-79 | 1000 | 40 SCPFS.CGF 60370 89,252 99,436 10,184 Professional Services
23| 2102 ] 1000 | 40 SCPOP.CGF 50370 (722,474) (725,987) (3,513) Dept Indirect Revenue
24 ' 0 0
25 19 1000 | 20 9500001000 50310 (133) (133) Intl Svc Reimburse
26 19 1000 | 20 9500001000 60470 133 133 Contingency
27 0
28| 71-10 | 3506. | 20 711100 50310 (1,296) (1,296) Intl Svc Reimburse
29| 71-10 | 3506 | 20 711100 60240 1,296 1,206 Supplies
0 0 | Total - Page 1
0 0 | GRAND TOTAL

6/8/12005 ‘



& ~ MULTNOMAH COUNTY
N AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only
APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY ] ]
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS Meeting Date: _06/16/05
AcENDA £ -0 DAaTELR-Wo 05 Agenda ftem #: _R-8

Est. Start Time: 9:47 AM
Date Submitted: 05/23/05

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP - 05

Budget Modification OSCP-05 Increasing the Office of School and Community
Agenda Partnerships Fiscal Year 2005 Budget by $1,382,193 in Low Income Energy
Title: Assistance Energy Payment Funding from the State of Oregon

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date  Time :

Requested: 06/16/05 Requested: 3 mins
Department: OSCP Division:

Contact(s): Kathy Tinkle, Heather McGillivary

Phone: 503 988-3691 Ext. 26858 I/O Address:  166/2nd Floor

Presenter(s): Kathy Tinkle

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Office of School and Community Partnerships requests the approval of Budget Modification
OSCP _05. This budget modification increases the Office of School and Community Partnerships’
Fiscal Year *05 budget for the Low Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment (LIEAP Energy)
grant by $1,382,193.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. '
The State of Oregon receives Low Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment (LIEAP Energy)
grants from the Federal government between October and January of each year. These grants are
used to pay local utilities on behalf of low-income families and individuals, who are unable to pay
their utility bills and are at risk of having, or already have had their heat shut off.

Prior to the beginning of each new biennium, the State provides estimates of the LIEAP Energy
funding that they will allocate to each of the Counties. Over the course of each biennium, the State



allocates the LIEAP Energy funding to the Counties in periodic, cumulative Notices of Allocation

At the time that the State makes the projections, they do not know how much grant funding they will
actually receive from the Federal government. Therefore, the actual amounts passed down to the
Counties are not always the same as the original State projections.

The Office of School and Community Partnerships used the State projections to prepare the Fiscal
Year 05 Adopted Budget. However, because of a recent Federal Legislative decision to releasean
additional amount of emergency LIEAP Energy funding, the total amount that the State allocated to
the Office of School and Community Partnerships was much more than the original projections.

The State has recently sent the final LIEAP Energy Notice of Allocation for the current biennium,
and the total amount available for Fiscal Year 05 is $1,382,193 more than the Office of School and
Community Partnerships’ Fiscal Year 05 LIEAP Energy budget.

The need for energy assistance in Multnomah County has been such that the amount budgeted in
Fiscal Year ’05 has been exhausted. Much of the additional LIEAP Energy funding has already
been obligated for emergency restoration of clients’ heating services.

Budget Modification OSCP_05 increases the Office of School and Community Partnerships’ Fiscal
Year *05 budget for LIEAP Energy to the full $3,737.933 available in the State Notice of Allocation.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
The State awards this grant funding each biennium.

This one-time increase in Fiscal Year ‘05 is due to a recent Federal Legislative decision to release
additional emergency heat assistance funding to the State. It is likely that the amount of Low
Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment grants awarded to the State in Fiscal Year ‘06 will once
again be more than originally projected.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
nfa

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

n/a



ATTACHMENT A

Budget Modification

If the request is a Budget Modification, please answer all of the following in detail:

e What revenue is being changed and why? -
The Office of School and Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 05 budget will be increased by
$1,382,193 in Low Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment grant funding. The increase is one-
time-only, but it is likely that the Office of School and Community Partnerships will receive another
unanticipated increase near the end of Fiscal Year *06. '

Budget Modification OSCP_05 will bﬁng the Fiscal Year *05 Low Income Energy Assistance
Energy Payment budget up to $3,737,933 to reflect the level of funding available in the grant.

¢ What budgets are increased/decreased?
The Office of School and Community Partnerships Fiscal Year 05 budget will be increased by
$1,382,193.

Of this amount, $1,288,384 will restore or prevent shutoff of heating services for approximately
4,352 households. The Low Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment funds are allocated to
various agencies throughout the County, based on a per-capita poverty formula. Special emergency
reserves are set aside for extreme cases, and allocated on a first-come-first-serve basis.

Another $88,925 will be used for program delivery cost reimbursement to the agencies that screen
applicants and determine eligibility. The remaining $4,834 has been awarded for Administration
and will be used for Shared Services Finance costs.

e What do the changes accomplish?
Approximately 4,352 households will receive emergency assistance to prevent their heat sources
from being shut off, or restore services that have already been shut off.

e Do any personnel actions result from this budget modification? Explain.
There are no personnel changes. ‘ ' :

e How will the county indirect, central finance and human resources and departmental overhead costs be
covered?

At the established Fiscal Year 05 rates, the calculated Indirect and Shared Services costs for the
increase in Low Income Energy Assistance Payments is $1,719 for County Indirect, $99,583 for
Departmental Indirect, and $33,883 for Shared Services, for a total pf $137,185.

However, the increase in grant funding only includes $4,834 for Administrative costs which can be
applied to Indirect. Granted that the $4,834 will only cover a small portion of the Shared Services
costs, no additional funds are available for Departmental or County Indirect.

‘The balance of $29,049 needed to cover the Shared Services cost using the Fiscal Year 05 rate must
be funded by using anticipated under-spending of County General Fund in the Energy Services
program. :
e Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? Will the function be ongoing? What plans are in place to
identify a sufficient ongoing funding stream?
The State awards this grant funding each biennium.

This one-time increase in Fiscal Year 05 is due to a recent Federal Legislative decision to release
additional emergency heat assistance funding to the State. It is likely that the amount of Low

Attachment A-1




Income Energy Assistance Energy Payment grants awarded to the State in Fiscal Year ‘06 will once
again be more than originally projected.

o [f a grant, what period does the grant cover?
This grant ends on June 30, 2005, and will be renewed for the next State biennium which begins

July 1, 2005.
e If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans?
The State renews this grant funding each biennium.

NOT 'E: If a Budget Modification or a C. onlmgency Request attach a Budget JWO:Itj‘zcatton Expense &
Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. . - = )

Attachment A-2




ATTACHMENT B

BUDGET MODIFICATION: OSCP - 05

Required Signatures

Department/
Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:
il 8 /@M

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

04/25/05

05/23/05

Attachment B
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Budget Modification or Amendment ID:{OSCP_05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

|

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Line] Fund | Fund | Func. [te Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
No.| Center | Code | Area Prd Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Description
1| 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60000 3,641 0 f(3,641) Permanent
2 | 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60120 169 0 (169) Premium
3| 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60130 1,049 0 (1,049) Salary Related Expns
4 | 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60140 807 0 (807) Insurance Benefits
5| 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60350 1,446 0 (1,446) Central Indirect
6 | 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60355 - 38,732 0 (38,732) Dept Indirect
7 | 21-62 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60360 | 12,377 0 (12,377) intl Svc Finance Ops
8 | 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 60365 610 0 (610) intl Svc HumanResOps
9 | 2162 | 20725] 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.04.AD | 50190 (58,831) 0 58,831 0 |iG-OP-Fed Thru St
10 : 0
11] 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60000 10,921 14,731 3,810 Permanent
12| 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60130 3,148 4,197 1,049 Salary Related Expns
13| 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD { 60140 2,423 3,230 807 Insurance Benefits
14| 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60350 4,339 5,785 1,446 Central Indirect
161 21-62 | 20725} 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60356 116,195 154,927 38,732 Dept Indirect
16| 2162 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60360 37,933 55,144 17,211 Intl Sve Finance Ops
17 | 2182 | 20725 ] 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 60365 1,218 1,828 610 - |Inti Sve HumanResOps
18 | 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESPA.LIEAPEG.05.AD | 50190 (176,681) (240,346) (63,665) 0 [IG-OP-Fed Thru St
19 . 0
20| 2162 | 20725] 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.ED | 60000 12,553 6,332 (6,221) Permanent
21| 21-62 | 20725] 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.ED | 60120 477 0 477) Premium
22| 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04ED | 60130 3,618 1,820 (1,798) Salary Related Expns
23]-21-62 | 207251 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.ED | 60140 2,073 1,353 (720) Insurance Benefits
24 | 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.ED | 60240 10,789 7,645 (3,144) Supplies
25| 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04ED | 50190 (29,510) (17,150) 12,360 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
26 »
27| 2162 | 20725] 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.ED | 60000 35,950 42,648 6,698 Permanent
28| 21-62 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.ED { 60130 10,362 12,160 1,798 Salary Related Expns
29| 21-62 | 20725] 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.ED { 60140 8,618 9,338 | 720 Insurance Benefits
9,216 Total - Page 1
0 GRAND TOTAL

6/6/2008
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' Budget Modification or Amendment ID:(OSCP_05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Fund | Fund | Func. Cost ~ Cost Current Revised Increase/
Center { Code | Area Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Description
1| 2162 | 20725| 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.ED | 60240 31,980 35,124 3,144 Supplies
121 2162 | 207256} 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.ED | 50190 (88,340) (100,700) (12,360) 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
3 ) 0
4 | 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160. 41,343 22,082 (19,261) Pass Thru _
51 2162 | 20725 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (41,343) (22,082) 19,261 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
6 : ' 0
7 | 21-62 | 20725 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 124,030 276,544 152,514 Pass Thru
8| 2162 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (124,030) (276,544)] (152,514) IG-OP-Fed Thru St
9 0
10| 21-71 1 20725 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 75,675 38,514 (37,161) Pass Thru
111} 21-.71 | 20725 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (75,675) (38,514) 37,161 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
12 0 '
13} 21-71 | 20725 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 227,024 506,185 279,161 Pass Thru
141 21-71 | 20725| 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (227,024) (506,185)f (279,161) 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
15 ' 0
16| 21-72 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 32,843 10,600 (22,243) Pass Thru
171 21-72 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (32,843) (10,600) 22,243 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
18 0
19| 21-72 | 20725} 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 98,528 219,686 121,158 Pass Thru
20| 21-72 | 20725 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (98,528) (219,686)] (121,158) 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
21 0 .
22| 21-73 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 33,968 15,770 (18,198) Pass Thru
23| 21-73 120725} 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (33,968) (15,770) 18,198 IG-OP-Fed Thru St
24 . 0
251 21-73 | 20725 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 | 101,903 227,208 125,305 Pass Thru
26| 21-73 | 20725 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (101,903) (227,208)] (125,305) 1G-OP-Fed Thru St
27 ' 0 '
28| 21-74 | 20725| 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 71,970 34,230 (37,740) Pass Thru
29| 21.74 | 20725 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50180 (71,970) (34,230) 37,740 {G-OP-Fed Thru St
(9,216) 0 | Total - Page 2
0 GRAND TOTAL

01812005
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Budget Modification or Amendment ID:|OSCP_05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

|

BudgetiFiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change

Line| Fund | Fund | Func. [tern Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/

No.| Center | Code | Area Prd Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount {Decrease) | Subtotal Description
30| 21-74 | 20725 ] 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 215,911 481,407 265,496 Pass Thru

31| 21-74 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (215,911) (481,407)| (265,496) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
32 ' . 0 .

33| 21-75 | 20725 ] 40 SCPFRSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 39,723 12,915 (26,808) Pass Thru

34| 21-75 | 20725} 40 SCPFRSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (39,723) (12,915) 26,808 0 {iG-OP-Fed Thru St
35

36| 21-75 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 119,168 265,703 146,535 Pass Thru

37| 21-75 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (119,168) (265,703)] (146,535) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
38 0

39| 21-76 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 76,567 26,055 (50,512) Pass Thru

40| 21-76 | 20725] 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 (76,567) (26,055) 50,512 . 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
41 ' ' 0

42| 21-76 | 20725} 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 60160 229,703 512,158 282,455 Pass Thru

43| 21-76 | 20725 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (229,703) (512,158)| (282,455) 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St
44 . 0

45| 21.77 | 20725} 40 SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 60160 41,343 16,513 (24,830) Pass Thru

46| 21-77 | 20725 40 SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PG | 50190 '(41,343) (16,513) 24,830 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
47 0

48 | 21-77 120725 40 SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG,05.PG | 60160 124,030 276,543 152,513 Pass Thru

49| 21.77 | 20725 40 SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.05.PG | 50190 (124,030) (276,543)] (152,513) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
50 ' 0

51 2162 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 8,716 2,371 (6,345) Pass Thru

52| 2162 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50190 (8,716) (2,371) 6,345 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
53 0

54| 2162 | 20725 | 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 26,149 41,629 15,480 Pass Thru

55| 21-62 | 20725| 40 SCPCESEG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50190 (26,149) (41,629) (15,480) 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St
56 0

57| 21-71 | 20725} 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 15,954 3,589 (12,365) Pass Thru

58| 21-71 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50190 (15,954) (3,589) 12,365 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St

' 0 0| Total -Page 3
0 0 | GRAND TOTAL

6/8/2005
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Budget Modification or Amendment ID: (OSCP_05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

|

Budget/Fiscal Year: 05

Accounting Unit Change
Line] Fund | Fund | Func. fte Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/
No.| Center | Code | Area Drd Center WBS Element Element | Amount Amount (Decrease) | Subtotal Description
59 21-71 | 20725] 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 47,863 76,198 28,335 Pass Thu
60| 21-71 | 20725| 40 SCPFR1EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50180 (47,863) (76,198) (28,335) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
61 _ ' 0
62| 21-72 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 6,924 1,914 (5,010) Pass Thru
63| 21-72 | 20725] 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50180 (6,924) (1,914) 5,010 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
64
65| 21-72 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 20,773 33,070 12,297 Pass Thru
661 21-72 | 20725 ] 40 SCPFR2EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50180 (20,773) (33,070) (12,297) 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St
67 0
681 21-73 | 20725 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 7,161 1,658 (5,503) Pass Thru
69| 21-73 | 20725| 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50180 (7,161)] . (1,658) 5,503 0 {{G-OP-Fed Thru St
70 ' l 0
711 21-73 | 20725 ] 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 21,483 34,202 12,719 Pass Thru
72| 21-73 | 20725 ] 40 SCPFR3EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50190 (21,483) (34,202) (12,719) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
73 . 0
74| 21-74 |1 20726 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 15,173 4,274 (10,899) -|{Pass Thru
751 21-74 | 20725| 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50190 (15,173) (4,274) 10,899 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St
76 0
77| 21-74 | 20725] 40 SCPFRA4EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 45,519 72,468 26,949 Pass Thru
78| 21-74 | 20725| 40 SCPFR4EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50190 (45,519) (72,468) (26,949) 0 {IG-OP-Fed Thru St
79 0 '
80| 21-75 | 20725} 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 8,375 1,864 (6,511) Pass Thru
81| 21-75 | 20725 | 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50190 (8,375) (1,864) 6,511 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
82 . .0
83| 21-75 | 20725} 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 60160 25,124 39,997 14,873 Pass Thru
841 21-75 | 20725] 40 SCPFR5EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD | 50180 (25,124) (39,997) (14,873) 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
85 ' ' 0 '
86| 21-76 | 20725] 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 60160 16,143 3,806 (12,337) Pass Thru
87| 21-76 | 20725| 40 SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.04.PD | 50190 (16,143) (3,8086) 12,337 0 |IG-OP-Fed Thru St
0 0 | Total - Page 4
0 0 | GRAND TOTAL

6/6/2005



Page Sof 8

Budget Modification or Amendment ID: [OSCP 05
EXPENDITURES & REVENUES

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN.

|

éudgetlFiscal Year: 05

Fund
Center

Line
No.

Fund
Code

Func
Area

. [tel

pra

Cost
Center

Accounting Unit

WBS Element

Cost
Element

Current
Amount

Revised
Amount

Change
Increase/
(Decrease)

Subtotal

Description

88| 21-76

20725

40

SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD

60160

48,427

77,086

28,669

Pass Thru

89| 21-76

20725

40

SCPFR6EG.LIEAPEG.05.PD

50190

(48,427)

(77,096)

(28,669)

0

1G-OP-Fed Thru St

90

0

91| 21-77

20725

40

SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PD

60160

8,716

1,859

(6,857)

Pass Thru

92| 21-77

20725

40

SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.04.PD

50190

(8,716)

(1,859)

6,857

IG-OP-Fed Thru St

93

0

94| 21-77

20725

40

SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.05.PD

60160

26,149

41,629

15,480

Pass Thru -

95| 21-77

20725

40

SCPFCSEG.LIEAPEG.05.PD

50190

(26,149)

(41,629)

(15,480)

IG-OP-Fed Thru St

96

97| 71-10

3506

20

711100

50310

{4,834)

{4,834)

Intl Sve Reimburse

98| 71-10

3506

20

711100

60240

4,834

4,834

Supplies

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

108

110

111

112

113

114

115

1116

117

118

118

Total - Page 6

GRAND TOTAL

6/8/2005



MULTNOMAH COUNTY
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST
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Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: _06/16/05
Agenda Item #: _R-9

Est. Start Time: _9:50 AM.
Date Submitted: 06/08/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

Agenda RESOLUTION Creating a County Management and Sheriff’s Office Internal
Title: Service Task Force

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time
Requested: June 16, 2005 Requested: 10 minutes
Department: _Finance, Budget and Tax Division: Finance, Budget and Tax

Contact(s): Dave Boyer or Karyne Dargan

Phone: 503 988-3903 - Ext. 83903 I/O Address: 503/531

Presenter(s): Karyne Dargan for Dave Boyer

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

Finance, Budget and Tax recommends approving the resolution creatmg the County Management
and Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

- - During the adoption of the fiscal year 2005/2006 budget, the Board adopted a Budget Note to create
a Task Force to review internal service costs in the Sheriff’s budget .

The Department of County Management, the Sheriff’s office, staff from the Board of County
Commissioners and mutually agreed-upon citizen representatives will form a task force to review
internal service costs in the Sheriff’s budget. This proposal is in addition to the budget note entitled,
“Reporting on Internal Services, Central Procurement & Contracting, Countywide Administration,”
that will be looking at these issues across the County. The goal of the County-Sheriff’s Office
Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6 million of general fund savings through elimination of
duplication and inefficiencies in internal services. The task force will maximize value for County



taxpayers by seeking the best solutions countywide. Task force recommendations may include a
combination of the County and/or the Sheriff’s office continuing to provide his internal services. If
at least $2.6 million of general fund savings is identified by Dec. 31st, then $600,000 of those
savings will be appropriated to open two dorms at Inverness Jail for three months (April — June
2006). Remaining savings may be used to offset public safety cuts for FY 2007. This entire
proposal is contingent on the closure of Close Street Supervision for FY 2006. It is the intent of the
Board to provide transition funding to the Sheriff’s Office for a period of no more than two months
to ramp down Close Street Supervision. The Budget Office will bring a budget modification to
implement this action.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

The goal of the County-Sheriff’s Office Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6 million of
general fund savings through elimination of duplication and inefficiencies in internal services.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
None

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

Two citizens will be serving on the Task Force

Required Signatures

Department/ _ ' .
Agency Director: . 7 f ‘ Date: June 8, 2005

Budget Analyst: Date:
Department HR: . ‘Date:
Countywide HR: Date:
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BOGSTAD Deborah L |

From: BOYER Dave A
Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2005 10:06 AM
To: BELL lris D

Ce: #ALL CHAIR'S OFFICE; #ALL DISTRICT 1; #ALL DISTRICT 2; #ALL DISTRICT 3; #ALL DISTRICT 4;
SHERIFF; AAB Larry A; SCHRUNK Michael D; MARCY Scott; FLYNN Suzanne J; DEVILLIERS Judith M;
DARGAN Karyne A; CAMPBELL Mark; THOMAS Bob C; SOWLE Agnes; HARRIS Mindy L; BOGSTAD
Deborah L '

Subject: Resolution Internal Service Task Force

| Attached is the resolution creating the Internal Service Task Force and scope of work. Diane has reviewed

| and is ok with the resolution. Per her request | have added Rob to the Task Force. | have also added other

‘ Commissioner Staff. We can add maybe one of two more to the task force but we need to keep itto a
manageable list. Since time is of the essence we will schedule meetings with the understanding that not

everyone will be able to attend each meeting. | have also attached an Agenda Placement Review. This

packet will need to be submitted by the Chair’s Office so that we can begin this process. Let me know if you

have any questions or need anything else. Thanks

Dave Boyer

Chief Financial Officer _

501 SE Hawthorne Blvd Suite 531
Portland, OR 97214

(503) 988-3903

e-mail dave.a.boyer@co.multhomah.or.us

6/8/2005



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO.

Creating a County Management and Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

- a.

During the adoption of the fiscal year 2005/2006 budget, the Board adopted a Budget
Note to create a Task Force to review internal service costs in the Sheriff's budget.

The goal of the County-Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6
million of general fund savings through elimination of duplication and inefficiencies in
internal services.

Task force recommendations may include a combination of the County and/or the
Sheriff's office continuing to provide his internal services. If at least $2.6 million of
general fund savings is identified by December 31, 2005, then $600,000 of those
savings will be appropriated to open two dorms at Inverness Jail for three months (April
- June 2006). Remaining savings may be used to offset public safety cuts for FY 2007.

This entire proposal is contingent on the closure of Close Street Supervision for FY
2006. It is the intent of the Board to provide transition funding to the Sheriff's Office for a
period of no more than two months to ramp down Close Street Supervision. _

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves:

1.

The County Management and Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force is created to
perform the Scope of Work detailed in Exhibit A, attached.

The Internal Task Force is to be chaired by the Director, Department of County
Management/CFO and staffed by the Budget Director, Deputy Budget Director,
Accounting Manager and Director, Assistant to the Director, Department of County
Management/CFO.

The recommendations are to be presented to the Board of County Commissioners no
later than December 31, 2005. ‘

ADOPTED this 16th day of June, 2005.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

X X

\_Diane M. Linn, Chair & —

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Page 1 of 3 - Resolution Creating an Internal Service Task Force



: EXHIBIT A
- Multnomah County Budget Note
County Management & Sheriff's Office Internal Service Taskforce

BUDGET NOTE: -

The Department of County Management, the Sheriff’s office, staff from the Board of County
Commissioners and mutually agreed-upon citizen representatives will form a task force to
review internal service costs in the Sheriff's budget. This proposal is in addition to the budget
note entitled, “Reporting on Internal Services, Central Procurement and Contracting,
Countywide Administration,” that will be looking at these issues across the County. The goal of
the County-Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6 million of general fund
savings through elimination of duplication and inefficiencies in internal services. The task force
will maximize value for County taxpayers by seeking the best solutions countywide. Task force
recommendations may include a combination of the County and/or the Sheriff's office continuing
to provide his internal services. If at least $2.6 million of general fund savings is identified by
December 31, 2005, then $600,000 of those savings will be appropriated to open two dorms at
Inverness Jail for three months (April — June 2006). Remaining savings may be used to offset
public safety cuts for FY 2007. This entire proposal is contingent on the closure of Close Street
Supervision for FY 20086. It is the intent of the Board to provide transition funding to the Sheriff's
Office for a period of no more than two months to ramp down Close Street Supervision. The
Budget Office will bring a budget modification to implement this action. '

TASK FORCE MEMBERSHIP:
The members of the Task Force are:

Dave Boyer, Director, CFO of Department of County Management
Karyne Dargan, Budget Director

Mindy Harris, Accounting Manager

Mark Campbell, Deputy Budget Director

Bob Thomas, Assistant to CFO

Judith Devilliers, Auditors Office

Scott Marcy, District Attorney’s Office

Rob Fussell, Chair's Office

Mary Carroll, Commissioner Cruz's Office

Terri Naito, Commissioner Naito's Office

Shelli Romero, Commissioner Rojo de Steffey’s Office

Larry Aab, Business Manager Sheriff's Office

Charles Wilhoit and Don Washburn, Citizen Representatives

It is the intent to utilize the appropriate staff of Central Services and the Sheriff's Office on an as
needed basis.

SCOPE OF WORK:
The Task Force will analyze staffing, service levels and costs of the following components of
internal services and services delivered by the Sheriff's Office:

Page 2 of 3 - Resolution Creating an Internal Service Task Force



» Fleet Services — The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to
preventive maintenance, vehicle washing, specialty shop services, vehicle accident
administration, maintaining fueling stations, vehicle purchase and applicable overhead.

s Electronics - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to the
installation and maintenance of the county's detention facilities' electronic equipment,
two-way radio equipment, intercoms, other electronic equipment and applicable
overhead.

‘e Central Stores/Warehouse — The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are
not limited to the management of ordering, warehousing, and delivery of supplies and
other products.

¢ Distribution Services/Records - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but
are not limited to the management of mail delivery and records management.

¢ Human Resources - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to personnel administration, payroli etc.

¢ Risk Management - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to Workers' Compensation claims and administration, property and liability
insurance claims and administration and cost of County attorney office.

¢ Financial Operations - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to accounts payable, accounts receivable, SAP usage, procurement and
contracting etc. -

¢ Facilities - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to
facilities and property management, asset preservation, debt costs etc.

¢ - Information Technology - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to telephones, personal computer replacement, IT applications licensing and
maintenance, LANs, email etc.

MEETINGS AND TIMELINE:

Task force will meet once per month in July, August and September and twice per month in
October, November and December. Meeting dates and times will be agreed upon at the first
meeting in July.

Page 3 of 3 - Resolution Creating an Internal Service Task Force



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO. 05-109

Creating a County Management and Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force

The Multhomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a.

During the adoption of the fiscal year 2005/2006 budget, the Board adopted a Budget
Note to create a Task Force to review internal service costs in the Sheriff's budget.

The goal of the County-Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6
million of general fund savings through elimination of duplication and inefficiencies in
internal services.

Task force recommendations may include a combination of the County and/or the
Sheriff's office continuing to provide his internal services. If at least $2.6 million of
general fund savings is identified by December 31, 2005, then $600,000 of those
savings will be appropriated to open two dorms at Inverness Jail for three months (April
— June 2006). Remaining savings may be used to offset public safety cuts for FY 2007.

This entire proposal is contingent on the closure of Close Street Supervision for FY
2006. It is the intent of the Board to provide transition funding to the Sheriff's Office for a
period of no more than two months to ramp down Close Street Supervision. /

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves:

1.

The County Management and Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force is created to
perform the Scope of Work detailed in Exhibit A, attached.

The internal Task Force is to be chaired by the Director, Department of County
Management/CFO and staffed by the Budget Director, Deputy Budget Director,
Accounting Manager and Director, Assistant to the Director, Department of County
Management/CFO.

The recommendations are to be presented to the Board of County Commissioners no
later than December 31, 2005.

ADOI?LI;Q w:tbis 16th day of June, 2005.

A
d

FOR

DS,
ES s

Y e I,
RO, ol - BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
- S de;

L
,,,20 -

1 b - _ . FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ot Ly

Diane M. Linn, Chair (/

7

N »
Nan ™

LE, COUNTY ATTORNEY

S:S(
"MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By .
- Adrtes ggwle, County Attorney
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EXHIBIT A
Multnomah County Budget Note
County Management & Sheriff’s Office Internal Service Taskforce

BUDGET NOTE:

The Department of County Management, the Sheriff's office, staff from the Board of County
Commissioners and mutually agreed-upon citizen representatives will form a task force to
review internal service costs in the Sheriff's budget. This proposal is in addition to the budget
note entitled, “Reporting on Internal Services, Central Procurement and Contracting,
Countywide Administration,” that will be looking at these issues across the County. The goal of
the County-Sheriff's Office Internal Service Task Force will be to find $6 million of general fund
savings through elimination of duplication and inefficiencies in internal services. The task force
will maximize value for County taxpayers by seeking the best solutions countywide. Task force
recommendations may include a combination of the County and/or the Sheriff's office continuing
to provide his internal services. If at least $2.6 million of general fund savings is identified by
December 31, 2005, then $600,000 of those savings will be appropriated to open two dorms at
inverness Jail for three months (April — June 2006). Remaining savings may be used to offset
pubtic safety cuts for FY 2007. This entire proposal is contingent on the closure of Close Street
Supervision for FY 2006. It is the intent of the Board to provide transition funding to the Sheriff's
Office for a period of no more than two months to ramp down Close Street Supervision. The
Budget Office will bring a budget modification to implement this action.

TASK FORCE MEMBERSHIP:
The members of the Task Force are:

Dave Boyer, Director, CFO of Department of County Management
Karyne Dargan, Budget Director

Mindy Harris, Accounting Manager

Mark Campbell, Deputy Budget Director

Bob Thomas, Assistant to CFO

Judith DeVilliers, Auditors Office

Scott Marcy, District Attorney’s Office

Rob Fussell, Chair's Office

Mary Carroll, Commissioner Cruz's Office

Terri Naito, Commissioner Naito's Office

Shelli Romero, Commissioner Rojo de Steffey’s Office

Larry Aab, Business Manager, Sheriff's Office

Ray Adgers, Captain, Sheriff's Office :

Tim Moore, Chief Deputy, Corrections Division, Sheriff's Office
Garr Nielsen, Captain, Sheriff's Office

Charles Withoit and Don Washburn, Citizen Representatives

it is the intent to utilize the appropriate staff of Central Servicés and the Sheriff's Office on an as
needed basis.

Page 2 of 3 - Resolution 05-109 Creating an Internal Service Task Force



SCOPE OF WORK:
The Task Force will analyze staffing, service levels and costs of the following components of
internal services and services delivered by the Sheriff's Office:

Fleet Services — The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to
preventive maintenance, vehicle washing, specialty shop services, vehicle accident
administration, maintaining fueling stations, vehicle purchase and applicable overhead.

Electronics - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to the
installation and maintenance of the county's detention facilities' electronic equipment,
two-way radio equipment, intercoms, other electronic equipment and applicable
overhead.

Central Stores/Warehouse — The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are
not limited to the management of ordering, warehousing, and delivery of supplies and
other products. '

Distribution Services/Records - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but
are not limited to the management of mail delivery and records management.

Human Resources - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to personnel administration, payroli etc.

Risk Management - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to Workers’ Compensation claims and administration, property and liability
insurance claims and administration and cost of County attorney office.

Financial Operations - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to accounts payable, accounts receivable, SAP usage, procurement and

“contracting etc.

Facilities - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not limited to
facilities and property management, asset preservation, debt costs etc.

Information Technology - The services and costs to be analyzed will include but are not
limited to telephones, personal computer replacement, IT applications licensing and
maintenance, LANs, email etc.

MEETINGS AND TIMELINE: -

“Task force will meet once per month in July, August and September and twice per month in
October, November and December. Meeting dates and times will be agreed upon at the first
meeting in July. '

Page 3 of 3 - Resolution 05-109 Creating an Internal Service Task Force



& MULTNOMAH COUNTY

F—— AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only
Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #:  R-10 :
Est. Start Time: 9:55 AM
Date Submitted: 06/07/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

Agenda RESOLUTION Approving an Amendment to a Real Property Lease and
Title: | Termination Payment at Powell Villa, Located at 3552 SE 122nd, Portland,
Oregon

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date June 16, 2005 Time 5 minutes
Requested: Reguested:

Department:  Non-Departmental » Division: Chair's Office
Contact(s): Mike Sublett

Phone: (503) 988-4149 Ext. 84149 /0 Address: 274/FPM

Presenter(s):  Doug Butler, Mike Sublett

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

The Department of Business and Community Services requests the Board approve an Amendment to
areal property lease from Paul S. Markley Enterprises at Powell Villa, Located At 3552 SE 122nd,
Portland, OR. The Amendment will terminate the Lease in exchange for a one-time payment of
$94,737.00 and will authorize the Chair to sign the lease amendment on behalf of the County.

The Department of Business and Community Services, Facilities and Property Management
Division recommends adoption of the Resolution.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue. : ,
Multnomah County currently leases 6,685 square feet at Powell Villa, 3552 SE 122nd, Portland,
OR, from Paul S. Markley Enterprises. The lease expires April 30, 2007. In February 2005, Aging
& Disability Services Department's Nursing Facilities Group relocated from Powell Villa to
consolidated space at Multnomah County East (MCE), resulting in increased building efficiencies at



the County-owned facility. This rendered the County-leased space at Powell Villa redundant. The
Powell Villa building leasehold was previously identified as a candidate for disposition in the
Multnomah County Facilities Portfolio Consolidation and Disposition Strategy dated October 2004
and adopted by Resolution 04-168 dated November 18, 2004. The Strategy planned for this building
included a program relocation to MCE and a negotiated lease termination. The County listed it for
sub-lease and commenced negotiations with Paul S. Markley Enterprises which resulted in these
agreed terms for a lease termination. Both parties desire to amend the Lease by changing the
termination date from April 30, 2007, to immediately upon execution of the Lease Amendment. In

exchange, Multnomah County will make a one time payment

15, 2005.

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).

From July 1, 2005, through the contractual lease termination date of April 30, 2007, Multnomah
County has a rent and common area maintenance obligation totaling approximately $206,000. The
one time payment of $94,737 and lease termination will result in a total savings of approximately
$111,000. The FY06 effect of the transaction on the Facilities Operating Fund is to reduce the
Powell Villa related disposition costs by $19,000. The FY07 savings will be approximately

$92,000.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

none

to the Landlord of $94,737.00 by July

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

none

Required Signatures

Department/
Agency Director

Budget Analyst:
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Department HR:

Countywide HR:

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO.

Approving an Amendment To A Real Property Lease And Termination Payment At Powell Villa, Located
At 3552 SE 122™ Portland, OR.

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a.

Multnomah County currently leases 6,685 square feet at Powell Villa, 3552 SE 122" Portland,
OR, from Paul S. Markley Enterprises. The lease expires April 30, 2007.

In February 2005, Aging & Disability Services Department's Nursing Facilities Group relocated
from Powell Villa to consolidated space at Multnomah County East (MCE), resulting in increased
building efficiencies.

The Powell Villa building leasehold was previously identified as a candidate for disposition in the
Multnomah County Facilities Portfolio Consolidation and Disposition Strategy dated October 2004
and adopted by Resolution 04-168 dated November 18, 2004. The Strategy planned for this
building included a program relocation to MCE and a negotiated lease termination.

Multnomah County and Paul S. Markley Enterprises have conducted negotiations resulting in
agreed terms for a lease termination. Both parties desire to amend the Lease by changing the
termination date from April 30, 2007, to immediately upon execution of the Lease Amendment. In
exchange, Multnomah County will make a one time payment to the Landlord of $94,737.00.

It is in the best interests of the County to amend the Lease on the terms and conditions set forth
in the attached Lease Amendment Terms Letter.

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves:

1.

The Board approves the terms of the lease termination. The County Chair is authorized to
execute an Amendment on substantially the same terms as the attached Lease Amendment
Terms Letter.

The County Chair is authorized to execute additional amendments to the Lease without further
Board action.

ADOPTED this 16th day of June, 2005.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Diane M. Linn, Chair

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY

B

FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
Yy

Joh
Page 1

f. Thomas, Deputy County Attorney
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO. 05-110

Approving an Amendment to a Real Property Lease and Termination Payment at Powell Villa, Located at
3552 SE 122nd, Portland, Oregon

The Muitnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a.

e.

Multnomah County currently leases 6,685 square feet at Powell Villa, 3552 SE 122nd, Portiand,
Oregon, from Paul S. Markley Enterprises. The lease expires April 30, 2007.

In February 2005, Aging and Disability Services Department's Nursing Facilities Group relocated
from Powell Villa to consolidated space at Multnomah County East (MCE), resulting in increased
building efficiencies.

The Powell Villa building leasehold was previously identified as a candidate for disposition in the
Multnomah County Facilities Portfolio Consolidation and Disposition Strategy dated October 2004
and adopted by Resolution 04-168 dated November 18, 2004. The Strategy planned for this
building included a program relocation to MCE and a negotiated lease termination.

Multnomah County and Paul S. Markley Enterprises have conducted negotiations resulting in
agreed terms for a lease termination. Both parties desire to amend the Lease by changing the
termination date from April 30, 2007, to immediately upon execution of the Lease Amendment. In
exchange, Multnomah County will make a one time payment to the Landlord of $94,737.00.

It is in the best interests of the County to amend the Lease on the terms and conditions set forth
in the attached Lease Amendment Terms Letter.

The Muitnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves:

1.

The Board approves the terms of the lease termination. The County Chair is authorized to
execute an Amendment on substantially the same terms as the attached Lease Amendment
Terms Letter.

The County Chair is authorized to execute additional amendments to the Lease without further
Board action.

ADOPTED this 16h day of June, 2005.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULFNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

C rey

Diane M. Linn, Chair

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Page 1

John qS//‘f homars, Deputy County Attorney
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FACILITIES AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT DIVISION DIANE LINN ¢ CHAIR OF THE BOARD

401 N DIXON ST MARIA ROJO DE STEFFEY e« DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97227 SERENA CRUZ e« DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 988-3322 LISA NAITO e« DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

LONNIE ROBERTS e« DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

May 19, 2005

Scott Perry, CPM®

Norris & Stevens, Inc.

621 SW Morrison, Suite 800
Portland, OR 97205

Subject: Termination of Lease, Powell Villa, 3552 SE 122nd Avenue, Portland, OR

Dear Scott:

Based upon our prior discussions and your telephone message, | am pleased to
recommend for approval the following terms for lease termination at the above
premises. In exchange for inmediate termination of the lease, Multnomah County
will continue to pay as due, rent and charges for May and June 2005. By July 15,
2005, Multnomah County will pay a lump sum of $94,737.00, with no further
obligations, fees, commissions, or prorations.

Any proposed amendments to terms and conditions of the current lease will be
subject to review by the County Attorney. Please note any amendment
requested, proposal made, or counteroffer accepted by me or other authorized
County representative for the above referenced property is not binding on the
County until and unless the Board and/or County Chair approves the proposed
amendment upon such terms and conditions that may be imposed.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (503) 988-4149.
You may facsimile your response to me at (503) 988-5082 or e-mail:
michael.a.sublett@co.multnomah.or.us. Your acknowledgement, on behalf of the
landlord, will advance my recommendation and commence preparation of a
termination agreement. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

Michael Sublett
Senior Property Management Specialist

1



MULTNOMAH COUNTY

AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #: R-11

Est. Start Time: 10:00 AM
Date Submitted: _06/06/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

ORDER Authorizing the NW 8th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project and
Agenda  Directing the Transportation Division to Proceed with Construction of the
Title: Project under ORS 371.635

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date Time
Requested: June 16, 2005 ‘ Requested: 5 minutes

' Land Use and
Department:  Business and Community Services Division: Transportation

Contact(s): Robert Maestre

Phone: 503 988 5000 Ext. 85001 YO Address:  455/2nd

Presenter(s): Robert Maestre

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?
Approve an Order, pursuant to ORS 371.625, authorizing the County Transportation Division to
proceed with construction of the NW 8th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project. This agenda
placement exemption is requested because the hearing date was originally noticed for 6/2/05 but
inadvertently didn’t get on the agenda and the property owners were notified that this matter would
be placed on the next available hearing date.

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.
The existing bridge across McCarthy Creek on NW 8th Avenue. east of NW Cornelius Pass Rd. is
an old log and timber structure which is in ill repair. NW 8th Avenue is a local access road not
constructed or maintained by Multnomah County. The bridge, because of its state of deterioration, is
deemed unsafe for fire truck access by the local fire department. The property owners that use the
bridge have petitioned the County to replace the bridge.



3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing).
The propeity ownets primarily benefited by the new bridge will be assessed an equal share of the
cost of the project to reimburse the County.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.
The authority is under ORS 371.605-660

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

The property owners have petitioned the County to design and construct this project. Notice of the
work and costs have been provided to affected property owners ans required under ORS 371.630.

Required Signatures

Department/

Agency Director:

Budget Analyst:

Department HR:

Countywide HR:

R

Date:

Date:

Date:

Date:

06/06/05




Message | Page 1 of 1

BOGSTAD Deborah L

From: FARMER Stuartl
Sent: = Monday, June 06, 2005 2:00 PM
To: #AGENDA REVIEW TEAM

Cc: BOGSTAD Deborah L

Subject: Item for 6/16/05

| would ask for an exemption to BCC-1 for this Board Order due to the fact that we failed to get the item on the 6/2/05
agenda as it was resolved by the Board on May 5th. The Department Director's office notified all the property owners on
the 1st that the item would not be on the 2nd and that it would appear on the 16th. If you wish to bump it back to the 23rd
then they will have to call the property owners again to let them know of the change.

Let me know what you decide. -

Thank you.

Stuart

Senior Administrative Analyst, Budget & Operations Support
Multnomah County Land Use and Transportation Program
503-988-5276  Interoffice Address 455/116

6/7/2005



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER NO.

Authorizing the NW 8" Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
Transportation Division to Proceed With Construction of the Project Under ORS
371.635

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a. As allowed under ORS 371.615, in May, 2004, the County received a petition
seeking the improvement of a portion of NW 8" Avenue (a public road in
unincorporated west Multnomah County) that is the main access route to the
properties owned by the petitioners.

b. The proposed improvement consists of the construction of a new bridge at the
location where NW 8" Avenue crosses McCarthy Creek (the Project).

C. The County Engineer prepared a report on the Project estimating total Project
cost of $78,000.00 and proposing to split the cost equally among the petitioners.
Under this approach the estimated assessment would be approximately $13,000
per property subject to adjustment after the improvement is made.

d. The real property to be assessed is described in the attached Exhibit A.

e. This Board on May 5, 2005, through Resolution 05-072, accepted the County
Engineer's Report finding the Project to be feasible, proposing a method of
assessment and recommending the Project be undertaken in the manner
authorized under ORS 371.605 et seq.

f. Notice of the County Engineer’s report was sent to all the property owners to be
assessed for the proposed improvement as required under ORS 371.630, and
the County received no objections to the Project during the identified 20 day
comment period.

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders:
1. The NW 8™ Ave Bridge Replacement Project is authorized and the County’s

Land Use and Transportation Program is directed to proceed with construction of
the Project in a manner consistent with ORS 371.635.

Page 1 of 4— Order Authorizing the NW 8" Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
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2. This Order is notice that each property described in Exhibit A is subject to a lien
of an assessment for its share of the cost of the Project in an amount to be
determined later by subsequent Order of this Board.

3. A copy of this Order will be recorded and indexed in the County’s Deed and Lien
Records.

ADOPTED this 16" day of June 2005.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Diane M. Linn, Chair

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Matthew O. Ryan, Assistanf County Attorney

Page 2 of 4 — Order Authorizing the NW 8" Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
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EXHIBIT A

PARCEL I: OWNER: CHARBONNEAU

Legal Description: Lot6, 7, 8, 9 & 10, Block 6, Folkenberg;
Multnomah County, Oregon.

Tax ID #: R164667

Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BC-01000

PARCEL Il: OWNER: DELZELL

Legal Description: Lot 1, 2 and 3, (including part in vacated street) Block 11, Folkenberg;
Multnomah County, Oregon.

Tax ID #: R164683

Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BB-00800

PARCEL Ill: OWNER: HOLM & VILLARREAL
Lot #1:
Legal Description:  Lots 13 and 14 (including part in vacated street) Block 10,
Folkenberg; Multnomah County, Oregon.
Tax ID #: R164681
Map Tax Lot #: 2NIw30BB-01100
Lot #2:
Legal Description:  Lots 15 and 16 (including part in vacated street) Block 10,
Folkenberg; Multnomah County, Oregon
Tax ID #: R164682

Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BB-01200

PARCEL IV: OWNER: LAWRENCE

Legal Description: Lot 1 (including part in vacated street); Block 6 Folkenberg; Lots 2
and 3; Block 6; Folkenberg, Multnomah County, Oregon

Tax ID #: R164664
Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BC-00600
Exhibit A

Page 30of4  Order Authorizing the NW 8" Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
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PARCEL V: OWNER: SCHULTZ/DOLL

Legal Description:  Lots 1-16, Block 8, Folkenberg; Multhomah County, Oregon.

Tax ID #: R164672

Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BC-00100

PARCEL VI: OWNER: CRITCHLOW

Lot#1:
Legal Description:

Lots 4, 5, 6 and 7, all in Block 9, FOLKENBERG, in the
County of Multnomah and State of Oregon, TOGETHER
WITH that portion of vacated 7" Avenue which inured to Lots
4 and 5 by Vacation Order No. 1276 entered June 27, 1932.
EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of Lots 6 and 7
deeded to Multnomah County August 5, 1993 in Deed
recorded in Book 2734, page 3045 and that portion of Lots 5
and 6 and vacated 7™ Avenue deeded to Multnomah County
August 5, 1993 in Deed recorded in Book 2734, page 3050.

Tax ID #: R164675; R164673

Map Tax Lot #:2N1W30BB-01300; 2N1W30BB-01700

Lot # 2:
Legal Description:

Tax ID #: R164670

Lots 1 to 10, inclusive, Block 7, FOLKENBERG, in the County
of Multnomah and State of Oregon, TOGETHER WITH the
South half of vacated 7" Avenue and the North half of
vacated 6" Avenue which inured to said block by Vacation
Order No. 1276, entered June 27, 1932; EXCEPTING
THEREFROM the South half of vacated 7" Avenue which
inured to Lots 8, 9 and 10, Block 7, FOLKENBERG.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of Lots 5 and 6 and
vacated 7" Avenue deeded to Multnomah County in Deed
recorded August 5, 1993 in Book 2734, page 3050 and that
portion of Lots 1 and 10 and vacated 6"-Avenue deeded to
Multnomah County August 5, 1993 in Book 2734, page 3040.

Map Tax Lot #:2NIW30BC-00200

Exhibit A
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDER NO. 05-111

Authorizing the NW 8th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
Transportation Division to Proceed With Construction of the Project under ORS 371.635

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a.

~

As allowed under ORS 371.615, in May, 2004, the County received a petition
seeking the improvement of a portion of NW 8th Avenue (a public road in
unincorporated west Multnomah County) that is the main access route to the
properties owned by the petitioners.

The proposed improvement consists of the construction of a new bridge at the
location where NW 8th Avenue crosses McCarthy Creek (the Project).

The County Engineer prepared a report on the Project estimating total Project
cost of $78,000.00 and proposing to split the cost equally among the petitioners.
Under this approach the estimated assessment would be approximately $13,000
per property subject to adjustment after the improvement is made.

The real property to be assessed is described in the attached Exhibit A.

This Board on May 5, 2005, through Resolution 05-072, accepted the County
Engineer's Report finding the Project to be feasible, proposing a method of
assessment and recommending the Project be undertaken in the manner
authorized under ORS 371.605 et seq.

Notice of the County Engineer’s report was sent to all the property owners to be
assessed for the proposed improvement as required under ORS 371.630, and
the County received no objections to the Project during the identified 20 day
comment period.

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders:

1.

The NW 8th Avenue Bridge Replacement Project is authorized and the County’s
Land Use and Transportation Program is directed to proceed with construction of
the Project in a manner consistent with ORS 371.635.

Page 1of4~ Order 05-111 Authorizing the NW 8th Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
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2. This Order is notice that each property described in Exhibit A is subject to a lien
of an assessment for its share of the cost of the Project in an amount to be
determined later by subsequent Order of this Board.

3. A copy of this Order will be recorded and indexed in the County’s Deed and Lien
Records.

ADOPTED this 16th day of June 2005.

JEERSERN, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
.\\@?‘\?is’mﬁ’e; FOR MHLTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
R % 1 g ® i 0y

Diane M. Linn, Chaift—"

iy Q ¢ 01’ ’ .

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

o

Matthew O. Ryan, Assis{gbt County Attorney

Page 2 of 4 -~  Order 05-111 Authorizing the NW 8th Ave Bridge Replacement Project and Directing the
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EXHIBIT A

PARCEL I: OWNER: CHARBONNEAU

Legal Description:

Tax ID #:

Map Tax Lot #:

Lot 6, 7, 8,9 & 10, Block 6, Folkenberg;
Multnomah County, Oregon.

R164667
2NIW30BC-01000

PARCEL li: OWNER: DEL.ZELL

Legal Description:

Tax ID #:

Map Tax Lot #:

Lot 1, 2 and 3, (including part in vacated street) Block 11, Folkenberg;
Multnomah County, Oregon.

R164683
2NIW30BB-00800

PARCEL Ili: OWNER: HOLM & VILLARREAL

Lot #1:
Legal Description:  Lots 13 and 14 (including part in vacated street) Block 10,
Folkenberg; Multnomah County, Oregon.
Tax ID #: R164681
Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BB-01100
Lot #2:
Legal Description:  Lots 15 and 16 (including part in vacated street) Block 10,
Folkenberg; Muitnomah County, Oregon
Tax ID #: R164682
Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BB-01200

PARCEL 1V: OWNER: LAWRENCE

Legal Description:

Tax ID #:
Map Tax Lot #:
Exhibit A

Lot 1 (including part in vacated street); Block 6 Folkenberg; Lots 2
and 3; Block 6; Folkenberg, Multnomah County, Oregon

R164664

2NIW30BC-00600
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PARCEL V: OWNER: SCHULTZ/DOLL

Legal Description: Lots 1-16, Block 8, Folkenberg; Multhomah County, Oregon.

Tax ID #: R164672

Map Tax Lot #: 2NIW30BC-00100

PARCEL VI: OWNER: CRITCHLOW

Lot#1:
Legal Description:

Lots 4, 5, 6 and 7, all in Block 9, FOLKENBERG, in the
County of Multnomah and State of Oregon, TOGETHER
WITH that portion of vacated 7th Avenue which inured to Lots
4 and 5 by Vacation Order No. 1276 entered June 27, 1932,
EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of Lots 6 and 7
deeded to Multnomah County August 5, 1993 in Deed
recorded in Book 2734, page 3045 and that portion of Lots 5
and 6 and vacated 7th Avenue deeded to Muithomah County
August 5, 1993 in Deed recorded in Book 2734, page 3050.

Tax ID #: R164675; R164673

Map Tax Lot #:2N1W30BB-01300; 2N1W30BB-01700

Lot # 2:
Legal Description:

Tax ID #: R164670

Lots 1 to 10, inclusive, Block 7, FOLKENBERG, in the County
of Multnomah and State of Oregon, TOGETHER WITH the
South half of vacated 7th Avenue and the North half of
vacated 6th Avenue which inured to said block by Vacation
Order No. 1276, entered June 27, 1932; EXCEPTING
THEREFROM the South half of vacated 7th Avenue which
inured to Lots 8, 9 and 10, Block 7, FOLKENBERG.

EXCEPTING THEREFROM that portion of Lots 5 and 6 and
vacated 7th Avenue deeded to Multnomah County in Deed
recorded August 5, 1993 in Book 2734, page 3050 and that
portion of Lots 1 and 10 and vacated 6th Avenue deeded to
Multnomah County August 5, 1993 in Book 2734, page 3040.

Map Tax Lot #:2NIW30BC-00200

Exhibit A
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@ A MULTNOMAH COUNTY
F— AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST

Board Clerk Use Only

Meeting Date: 06/16/05
Agenda Item #:  R-12

Est. Start Time: 10:05 AM
Date Submitted: 05/23/05

BUDGET MODIFICATION: -

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending Multnomah County Code Chapter

38, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, the County Comprehensive

Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and Maps to Implement Gorge Commission Changes to
Agenda the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (The
Title: National Scenic Area Compliance Project)

Note: If Ordinance, Resolution, Order or Proclamation, provide exact title. For all other submissions,
provide a clearly written title.

Date . Time

Requested: June 16, 2005 . Requested: _45min.
" Department: _Business and Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation

Contact(s): Derrick Tokos/Karen Schilling

Phone: 503-988-3043 Ext. 22682 /O Address:  455/116°
Presenter(s):  Derrick Tokos '

General Information

1. What action are you requesting from the Board?

Approve amendments to the County Comprehensive Framework Plan, Chapter 38 of the Multnomah
County Code and zoning maps to implement the revised Management Plan for the Scenic Area.
Planning Commission resolutions recommending approval of the proposed revisions, staff reports
discussing the specific changes and copies of the amended documents are enclosed. Some
additional changes are being made to address comments from the Forest Service and Gorge
Commission. The Planning Commission recognized the need for this and staff is working with the
County Attorney's Office to incorporate these changes into a final version for agenda packets. An
abbreviated staff report is also being prepared. This work is partially funded with a technical
assistance grant from the State that requires it be completed by June 30, 2005.

~



\

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand
this issue.

The purpose of this "National Scenic Area Compliance Project" is to update the Multnomah County
Code to implement recent changes to the National Scenic Area Management Plan, develop a policy

- document to explain the relationship between the COunty code and Plan, and to create better
informational materials to assist the public. County zoning maps are also being updated to reflect
prior changes to land use designations for lands offered, but not purchased, by the Forest Service
under Section 8(0) of the Scenic Area Act. The revised Mangement Plan changed the land use
designation for Multnomah Falls, expanding the public recreation zoning east of the site. This
change involves public property and some railroad right-of-way and is the only new revision to a
land use designation in the County.

Multnomah County is one of six counties in Oregon and Washington that are within the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area. Portions of the County that are within this area are subject to the
policies and guidelines of the Management Plan for the Scenic Area which regulates land uses to
ensure that development does not compromise the scenic, cultural, natural, and recreational
resources of the gorge.

As part of the National Scenic Area Act, Congress directed the Gorge Commission to conduct a
comprehensive review of the Management Plan at least once every 10 years to determine if it needs
to be revised. The Commission started their first 10 year review in the spring of 2001, and after a
lengthy public process adopted a revised Plan on April 27, 2004. As required under the Act, the
Secretary of Agriculture has since concurred with the revisions and the Gorge Commission
transmitted a final version of the Plan to the County on September 8, 2004. From this date the
County had 60 days to inform the Gorge Commission if it would be revising its codes to implement
the changes (which our Board did on October 21, 2004) and 9 months to update its plans and ‘
ordinances (June of 2005).

Lawsuits challenging the decisions of the Gorge Commission and Secretary of Agriculture have
been filed with the Oregon Court of Appeals and federal district court in Portland. They take issue
with new land use rules in the Mangement Plan for commercial events, fish processing, and
revisions to scenic guidelines designed to replace the existing requirement that development
"minimize visibility" as viewed from significant scenic vantage points. Considering the litigation,
the Board of Commissioners asked staff to defer implementation of these particular provisions of the
Plan under the premise that it is not a wise use of resources or fair to citizens to initiate a legislative
process that might later be amended or overturned as a result of legal challenges. This approach is
explained in the October 2004 letter from the Board to the Gorge Commission (attached).

3. Explain the fiscal impact (clirrent year and ongoing).
There are no fiscal impacts attributed to these amendments.

4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved.

The legal issue relates to the litigation, which is addressed with the Board's letter to the Gorge
Commission. Proposed amendments are consistent with the direction given in the letter.

The Management Plan allows the County to be more restrictive if it demonstrates that by doing so it
is being more protective of gorge résources. The County cannot be less restrictive. Proposed
amendments are more restrictive to the extent necessary to carry out the Board's objective in the
implementation letter. That is the amendments do not include the new Management Plan language
for commercial events and fish processing and retain the requirement that development "minimize



visibility" as viewed from significant scenic vanatge points. By regulating commercial events and
fish processing, the Gorge Commission recognized that these uses could adversely impact scenic,
natural, cultural, or recreational resources of the gorge. By not allowing them the County ensures -
that these resources will not be impacted. Requiring development "minimize visibility" as viewed
from significant scenic vanagepoints has proven to be effective at ensuring that development is
visually subordinate to the natural landscape and Gorge Commission staff agrees that retaining it in
our code provides greater protection to scenic resources.

5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place.

Ensuring effective and meaningful public involvement has been a primary goal of this project and
County staff, with the assistance of consultants David Evans and Associates, Inc., have actively
sought feedback from citizens regarding how the County can best implement the revised
Management Plan.

Two public workshops have been held in Corbett. At the first meeting, held December 8, 2004,
county staff and the consultants presented an overview of the purpose and objectives of the project,
reviewed the changes that the Gorge Commission made to the Management Plan, and discussed the
implementation process, including opportunities for public involvement. The second workshop,
held March 30, 2005, was an open house to provide the public an opportunity to learn about how the
County proposes to implement the changes that the Gorge Commission made to the Management
Plan. Handouts and summaries of the proposed code revisions, attached to this report, were
available at the open house and distributed to the public.

A Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) was formed after the initial public workshop to assist staff
and the consultants by providing feedback on revisions to County rules and informational handouts.
Applications were distributed at the first workshop and those interested in volunteering were asked
to fill out an interest form and return it to the County Public Affairs Office. Twelve applications
were received and 10 members chosen. Seven of the ten members reside in the Scenic Area.
County staff and the consultants met with CAC members five times, over a two month period.
While CAC members were not asked to vote on final recommendations; they agreed to have their
comments and issues attributed and tracked. This was done in an “Issue Bin” that includes staff
feedback, follow-up actions, and a resolution for each item. -

Summaries of the public workshops and CAC meetings are posted on the Multnomah County
website, at http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/dbcs/LUT/land_use/nsacompliancepage.shtml.
Materials that were presented and discussed are also available. Advance notice of the CAC
meetings and workshops were published in the Oregonian and Gresham Outlook. The CAC
meetings were also advertised on Multnomah County cable access. To facilitate turnout and
participation at the workshops, the County mailed postcards advertising the events to landowners
within the National Scenic Area and to gorge agencies.

Two Planning Commission meetings were held to public hearings in Corbett to consider the
proposed amendments. Notice of the hearings was published in the Oregonian newspaper and
copies were mailed to the Gorge Commission, Forest Service, Indian tribal governments, the State
Historic Preservation Office, Oregon Department of Transportation, and Oregon Department of Fish
and Wildlife. Notice was also mailed to persons owning property within the Multnomah County
portion of the National Scenic Area.
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June 8, 2005

Staff Report

Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Public Hearing
National Scenic Area Compliance Project (File #PC-04-011)

I. Introduction

The purpose of the National Scenic Area Compliance Project is to update the
Multnomah County Code to implement recent changes to the National Scenic Area
Management Plan, develop a policy document to explain the relationship between the

~ county code and Plan, and to create better informational materials to assist the public.

The County is also updating its zoning maps to reflect changes to land use designations
for lands offered, but not purchased by the Forest Service under Section 8(0) of the
Scenic Area Act. The Management Plan changed the land use designation for
Multnomah Falls, expanding the public recreation zoning east of the site. This change
involves public property and some railroad right-of-way and is the only new
revision to a land use designation in Multnomah County.

II. Background

Multnomah County is one of six counties in Oregon and Washington that are within the

Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. Portions of the County within this area

are subject to the policies and guidelines of the Management Plan for the Scenic Area,
which regulates land uses to ensure that development does not compromise the scenic,
cultural, natural, and recreational resources of the gorge.

As part of the National Scenic Area Act, Congress directed the Gorge Commission to
conduct a comprehensive review of the Management Plan at least once every 10 years,
to determine if it needs to be revised. The Commission started their first 10-year review
in the spring of 2001, and after a lengthy public process adopted a revised Plan on April
27,2004. As required under the Act, the Secretary of Agriculture has since concurred
with the revisions and the Gorge Commission transmitted a final version of the Plan to
the County on September 8, 2004. From this date, the County had 60 days to inform
the Gorge Commission if it would be revising its codes to implement the changes
(which our Board did on October 21, 2004) and 9 months to update its plans and
ordinances (June of 2005).

Lawsuits challenging the decisions of the Gorge Commission and Secretary of
Agriculture have been filed with the Oregon Court of Appeals and federal district court



in Portland. They take issue with new land use rules in the Management Plan for commercial
events, fish processing, and revisions to scenic guidelines designed to replace the existing
requirement that development “minimize visibility” as viewed from significant scenic vantage
points. Considering the litigation, the Board of Commissioners asked staff to defer
implementation of these particular provisions of the Plan under the premise that it is not a wise
use of resources or fair to citizens to initiate a legislative process that might later be amended or
overturned as a result of legal challenges. This approach is explained in the October 2004 letter
from the Board to the Gorge Commission (Exhibit A1).

II. Summary of Public Involvement

Ensuring effective and meaningful public involvement has been a primary goal of this project
and County staff, with the assistance of consultants David Evans and Associates, Inc., have
actively sought feedback from citizens regarding how the County can best implement the revised
Management Plan.

Two public workshops have been held in Corbett. At the first meeting, held December 8, 2004,
county staff and the consultants presented an overview of the purpose and objectives of the
project, reviewed the changes that the Gorge Commission made to the Management Plan, and
discussed the implementation process, including opportunities for public involvement. The
second workshop, held March-30, 2005, was an open house to provide the public an opportunity
to learn about how the County proposes to implement the changes that the Gorge Commission
made to the Management Plan. Handouts and summaries of the proposed code revisions,
attached to this report, were available at the open house and distributed to the public.

A Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) was formed after the initial public workshop to assist staff
and the consultants by providing feedback on revisions to County rules and informational
handouts. Applications were distributed at the first workshop and those interested in
volunteering were asked to fill out an interest form and return it to the County Public Affairs
Office. Twelve applications were received and 10 members chosen. Seven of the ten members
reside in the Scenic Area. A list of the citizens that participated on the CAC and summary of the
materials they reviewed is enclosed (Exhibit A2). County staff and the consultants met with
CAC members five times, over a two month period. While CAC members were not asked to
vote on final recommendations; they agreed to have their comments and issues attributed and
tracked. This was done in an “Issue Bin” that includes staff feedback, follow-up actions, and a
resolution for each item (Exhibit A3).

Summaries of the public workshops and CAC meetings are posted on the Multnomah County
website, at http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/dbecs/LUT/land use/nsacompliancepage.shtml.
Materials that were presented and discussed are also available. Advance notice of the CAC
meetings and workshops were published in the Oregonian and Gresham Outlook. The CAC
meetings were also advertised on Multnomah County cable access. To facilitate turnout and
participation at the workshops, the County mailed postcards advertising the events to landowners
within the National Scenic Area and to gorge agencies.

Page 2



In addition to this hearing before the Board of Commissioners, two Planning Commission
meetings were held in Corbett to consider the proposed amendments. Notice of the hearings was
published in the Oregonian newspaper and copies were mailed to the Gorge Commission, Forest
Service, Indian tribal governments, the State Historic Preservation Office, Oregon Department of
Transportation, and Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Notice was also mailed to persons
owning property within the Multnomah County portion of the National Scenic Area.

IV. Project Constraints

Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code contains the rules regulating development in the
County portion of the National Scenic Area. Where the revised Management Plan is stricter than
these regulations, the County must revise its code to adopt the new rules. Where the
Management Plan is less stringent, the County may elect to not implement, partially implement,
or propose a new method of implementation that provides greater resource protection.

Considering these constraints, the County has three basic options for updating its land use code:

o Incorporate language from the Management Plan directly into the code; or

o Include changes in a more limited or prescriptive fashion as long as the alternative language
is neutral, or more protective of gorge resources (natural, scenic, cultural, and recreational
resources); or

o Choose not to adopt certain changes if the existing language, or lack thereof, is more
protective.

V. New Rural Area Plan for the National Scenic Area

While the Management Plan is the primary land use planning and policy document for the
National Scenic Area, it does not expressly cover all land use regulations administered by the
County. This has led to a “gap” in policy direction that is addressed with this new document.
The new Rural Area Plan explains how the County conducts land use planning in the Scenic
Area; identifies various sources of the County’s authority; and identifies and describes the roles
of the various agencies that the County partners with in carrying out it’s land use planning
responsibilities. The Management Plan does not require this document. However, we
recommend that it be adopted for the reasons mentioned.

Key policies contained in this document include recognition that:

o Statewide Planning Goals do not apply in the National Scenic Area, since the legislature has
determined that Management Plan achieves, on balance, the same objectives as the Goals.

o Metro’s proposed Goal 5 fish and wildlife protection program is not applicable in the
National Scenic Area unless the Gorge Commission finds it to be consistent with the

Management Plan.

o Multnomah County and the City of Troutdale should consider entering into an agreement to
specify how the Management Plan is to be implemented in the portion of the City that is
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within the National Scenic Area, so that both jurisdictions are not implementing land use
regulations for that area.

o Land use regulations in the County’s Hillside Development district are necessary to protect
geologic resources and avoid hazards, both of which are purposes of the Management Plan.

In order to make this Rural Area Plan a part of the County Comprehensive Framework Plan, it is
necessary to amend Policy 41 of the Framework Plan. Policy 41 contains the County’s existing

land use planning policies for the Scenic Area.

VI. Revisions to County Zoning Maps

Section 8(0) of the Scenic Area Act authorized the U.S. Forest Service to acquire Special
Management Area lands within three years of the date the agency received a bona fide sales
offer. When the agency failed to purchase property, they were required to change the land use
designation to one or more appropriate General Management Area designations. This de facto
rezoning of properties by the Forest Service was done by letter and has caused confusion as the
new designations conflict with County adopted zoning maps. An oversized map showing
County equivalents for the Forest Service designations will be presented at the hearing. This is
the same map that is referenced in the Planning Commission resolution recommending the Board
adopt these changes.

The revised Management Plan modified the boundary of one land use designation in Multnomah
County. The change expands the Public Recreation land use designation east of Multnomah
Falls. This change is specific to public land, except for a small amount of railroad right-of-way.
An inset map showing where the change is to be made is include on the map that will be
available at the hearing.

VII. Changes to Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code

Chapter 38 of the County Code for the National Scenic Area is broken up into eight (8) distinct
parts, as follows:

Part 1: General Provisions

Part 2: Planning Authority

Part 3: Administration and Procedures

Part 4: Zoning Districts

Part 5: Special Districts — Off-Street Parking, Planned Development, Hillside Development
Part 6: Approval Criteria

Part 7: Special Uses — Approval Criteria and Submittal Requirements

Part 8: Variances and Land Divisions

Revisions to Parts 1, 3, 4, and 7 were presented to the Planning Commission at an April 18, 2005
hearing. Parts 2, 5, 6, and 8, along with some additional revisions to Part 7, were considered
later, at the Commission’s May 2, 2005 meeting. Staff reports and summary sheets available at
each of these hearings discuss the changes in detail. Copies of the codes, with item by item
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explanations of the changes, were also provided. A brief summary of the revisions to each part
of the code is as follows: :

Part 1, General Provisions, has been updated to incorporate new and revised definitions, rules for
existing and discontinued uses, and the sign code for the scenic area. In working with the CAC,
staff identified some definitions that needed clarification and a few additional terms that needed
to be defined. Changes to the sign code and rules for existing/discontinued uses have been
incorporated more or less verbatim from the Management Plan. Some provisions from Part 1
were relocated to a new Part 7 of the code for organizational purposes.

Part 2, Authority, has been updated to incorporate policy statements from the new Rural Area
Plan. A new section was also added to clarify the different responsibilities of agencies in the
gorge as it relates to the application of the County code.

Part 3, Administration and Procedures, has been revised to include the Management Plan’s new
“Expedited Development Review Process.” The County approach differs from the Management
Plan in that it overlaps the comment and appeal periods described in the Plan to create the
potential for a more streamlined review. Other significant revisions to this part of the code
include, changes to the rules for expiration of permits, permit extensions, and interpretations.
New vested rights language and standards for reapplication under less stringent regulations were
also added. Other than streamlining the Expedited Development Review Process, revisions to
this part of the code match the changes in the revised Management Plan.

Part 4, Zoning Districts, has been updated and reorganized in line with the Management Plan,
with Allowed Uses and the new category of Expedited Uses being broken out and listed
separately. Some new uses have been added and others have been reclassified to expedited,
standard or conditional review. The revised Management Plan does not eliminate any uses, but
does places constraints on some such as a square footage cap for structures accessory to
dwellings.

The County is not proposing to implement new land uses for Commercial Events and Fish
Processing. The Management Plan requires site review for these uses to ensure that they do not
adversely impact scenic, cultural, natural, and recreational resources of the gorge. By not
incorporating these uses into its code, the County ensures that these resources are not impacted,
providing greater protection as allowed by the Management Plan.

Part 5, Special Districts, includes the County’s Off-Street Parking, Planned Development, and
Hillside Development codes. A minor change has been made to the Parking code to allow gravel
surfaces for non-residential review uses. The Planned Development code has been updated to
correct the list of allowed uses and the purpose section of the Hillside Development code has
been revised to be clear that it implements the Management Plan by protecting geologic
resources and avoiding hazards. The exemption section of the Hillside Development code has
also been clarified.

Part 6, Approval Criteria, has been revised to incorporate changes to scenic criteria contained in
the revised Management Plan. The revised Management Plan eliminates the requirement that
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development be sited to minimize visibility from key viewing areas, replacing it with language
that development achieve visual subordinance. This change to the Plan is being litigated and the
County is choosing to keep the existing language until the legal challenge is resolved (ref: MCC
38.7035(B)(6)). Requiring development be sited to minimize its visibility from key viewing
areas has proven effective in ensuring that visual subordinance is achieved. By retaining the
standard, the County is providing greater protection to scenic resources, as allowed by the
Management Plan.

The proposed code also differs from the Management Plan by describing the analysis needed to
show that development is “compatible” with nearby development (ref: MCC 38.7035(A)(2)).
The changes are necessary to clarify a standard that has led to several recent appeals and the
proposed language provides applicant’s guidance as to how to address the standard, a concept
that the Citizen Advisory Committee supported.

Standards for the protection of natural and recreation resources have been updated to match
changes in the Management Plan. Changes to the natural resource criteria were largely to make
the rules for GMA and SMA areas more similar. New criteria in the Management Plan for the
review of expedited uses have been added to this part of the code.

Part 7, Special Uses, is a new section to the code that includes specific approval criteria from the
revised Management Plan for Agricultural Buildings, Resource Enhancement Projects, and
Disposal Sites for Spoils Materials from Public Road Maintenance activities. Several provisions
from Part 1 of the code were relocated to part 7 for organizational purposes. The changes are
consistent with the revised Management Plan.

Part 8, Variances and Land Divisions, includes a staff amendment to allow minor variances to be
reviewed as major variances when the applicant cannot obtain consent from all of the adjacent
owners. Existing language does not allow a minor variance to proceed through the review
process without 100 percent owner consent even though a major variance can, under the same
circumstances. New language has also been added to codify a longstanding practice of allowing
land owners to combine unplatted properties by recording a deed that describes the property as a
single unit of land.

The revised Management Plan contains new property line adjustment criteria that have been
incorporated into this section of the code. The new standards distinguish between applications
that are eligible for expedited review and those that require full review. They also vary by
zoning designation. Generally, the new rules provide greater flexibility for land owners to use
property line adjustments to resolve boundary disputes, while ensuring that adjustments are not
being done for the purpose of reconfiguring property so that it can be further divided. Most of
the language in this section matches what is contained in the revised Management Plan.

VIII. Revisions made since the Planning Commission Hearings

The Planning Commission’s recommendation of approval included the caveat that concerns
raised in letters from the Forest Service and Gorge Commission be addressed. They also asked
that staff work with the Gorge Commission on revising fire flow standards in the gorge to better
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recognize the service requirements of the fire districts. Rural Fire Protection District #14, which
serves the Corbett Area, weighed in on this issue in a letter dated May 26, 2005 (Exhibit A4).

Most of the changes recommended by the Gorge Commission and Forest Service were minor
and technical in nature. The more significant ones relate to language regarding consolidation of
lots, the scenic standard for compatibility, definition for repair, and the fire flow issue. Each is
discussed in a Gorge Commission letter received June 7, 2005 (Exhibit AS). Changes referenced
in the letter (which is inadvertently dated May 20, 2005) have been incorporated into the draft
ordinance. Revisions referenced in the Forest Service letter, dated June 7, 2005 have also been
addressed (Exhibit A6).

The revision related to fire flow exempts properties from Management Plan requirements if they
are within a fire district. This is Justlﬁed for reasons indicated in the District’s letter and because
the County adopted optional provisions of the State Building Code to provide a consistent set of
fire flow standards for all unincorporated areas in the County Those standards, prepared in
coordination with each of the County's fire districts, require a minimum continuous flow of 500
gallons per minute (for homes and accessory buildings under 3,600 sf) that can be achieved
through a combination of methods as described in the ordinance (MCC 29.003(C)). These flow
requirements far exceed what is required in the Management Plan, therefore it appropriate that
they be used in lieu of the existing language.

IX.Recommendation

Considering the above, staff recommends that the Board of Commissioners accept the
Planning Commission recommendations and adopt an ordinance implementing the Revised
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area by:

1. Amending Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code to implement changes in the
revised Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area;

2. Modifying Policy 41 of the Comprehensive Framework Plan to incorporate, by
reference, the new Rural Area Plan Policy document; and

3. Updating County zoning maps to show expanded public recreation zoning adjacent to
Multnomah Falls and to reflect General Management Area land use designations that

the Forest Service has applied to properties not purchased as part of the Section 8(0)
process.

Staff Contact:
Derrick Tokos, Multnomah County Land Use Planning Division, (503) 988-3043
Exhibits:

Al. Letter from the Chair dated October 21, 2004
A2. Summary of the Citizen Advisory Committee Process
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A3. Issue Bin

A4. Letter from Multnomah County Rural Fire Protection District #14, dated May 26, 2005
AS5. Gorge Commission letter received June 7, 2005 (inadvertently dated May 20, 2005)
A6. U.S. Forest Service letter dated June 7, 2005

Handouts

While not an item that the Board of Commissioners needs to take action on, a primary goal of
this project has been to improve the quality of the informational materials that the County
provides the public to make it easier for them to understand scenic area rules and know what is
needed for them to develop their property. To this end, County staff and the consultants worked
with the CAC to develop new handouts. Several handouts have been developed, each speaking
to different aspects of development in the gorge. Their titles are as follows:

Handout #1: Introduction to Use and Development of Property
Handout #2: Use Tables

Handout #2a: Common Uses for Private Property

Handout #2b: Common Public or other Uses

Handout #3: Allowed Uses

Handout #4: Expedited Development Review Process
Handout #5: Site Review Process

Handout #6: Designing for Approval

Handout #7: National Scenic Area Process Flowchart

Draft copies of the handouts were distributed at the public workshop in Corbett and at the

Planning Commission hearings. They are also available on the County website. Staff will have
copies of these handouts at the hearing.
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO. PC-04-011

Recommend to the Board of Commissioners the adoption of an ordinance amending
Parts 1, 3 and 4, and creating a new Part 7 of Chapter 38 of the Muitnomah County
Code to implement changes in the revised Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area. '

The Planning Commission Finds:

a.

Multnomah County is committed to implementing revisions to the Management Pian
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, as outlined in a letter to the
Gorge Commission from the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, dated
October 21, 2004. '

Section 7, of the Scenic Area Act requires counties that choose to implements,
adopt ordinances that are consistent with the revised Management Plan within nine

- (9) months of date it was delivered. The Plan was delivered to the County on

September 8, 2004, meaning that the County must adopt an implementing ordinance
by June of 2005.

That in the interest in meeting this deadline and providing meaningful public
involvement in crafting an implementing ordinance, Muitnomah County has held two
public workshops in Corbett, on December 8, 2004 and March 30, 2005, and formed
a Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) to provide feedback on the proposed revisions.
While the CAC did not provide a recommendation, their comments were attributed
and tracked in an ‘Issue Bin" document presented to Commission along with the
staff report.

Proposed amendments to Parts 1, 3, and 4 of Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County
Code and new Part 7, discussed in the April 18, 2005 staff report, are a product of
the work with the CAC and effectively implement corresponding sections of the
revised Management Plan. The County cannot adopt rules that are less stringent
than the Management Plan, but can adopt ruies that provide greater protection to
scenic, natural, cultural and recreation resources of the gorge. The proposed
amendments respect these constraints.

Considering the pace at which these amendments must be crafted and evaluated, it
is expected that minor changes to these parts of the Code will be needed prior to
their being presented to the Board of Commissioners and the Planning Commission
supports staff making such changes where they are necessary to implement the
revised Management Plan.

Notice of this hearing to consider the proposed amendments was published in the
Oregonian newspaper and copies were mailed to the Gorge Commission, Forest
Service, Indian fribal govemments, the State Historic Preservation Office, Oregon
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Department of Transportation, and Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Notice

was also mailed to persons owning property within the Multnomah County portion of
the National Scenic Area. -

g. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on April 18, 2005 where ali
interested persons were given an opportunity to appear and be heard. A second
public hearing is scheduled for May 2, 2005 to consider additional changes to the
Multnomah County Code needed to implement the revised Management Plan.

The Planning Commission Resolves:

The Multnomah County Planning Commission hereby recommends that changes to
Parts 1, 3, and 4 and a new Part 7 of Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code, as
discussed in the staff report dated April 18, 2005 and illustrated in Exhibit A to this
resolution, be adopted by the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners.

Adopted this 18th day of April, 2005

PLANNING COMMISSION
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

=

Joﬁn Ingle, Chair
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BEFORE THE PLANNING COMMISSION
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

RESOLUTION NO 2. PC-04-011

Recommend to the Board of Commissioners adoption of an ordinance amending Parts
2. 5, 6, and creating a new Part 8 of Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code to
implement changes in the revised Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area: that the new Rural Area Plan Policy document and amended
Policy 41 of the Comprehensive Framework Plan be adopted; and that County zoning
maps be amended to reflect General Management Area land use designations that the
Forest Service has applied to properties that were not purchased as part of the Section
8(o) process.

New Part 7, recommended at the April 18, 2005 hearing, has been revised to include
criteria for forest practices in the Special Management Area, consistent with the revised
Management Plan. This change is incorporated in the resolution.

The Planning Commission Finds:

a. Multnomah County is committed to implementing revisions to the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, as outlined in a letter to the
Gorge Commission from the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, dated

- October 21, 2004.

b. Section 7, of the Scenic Area Act requires counties that choose to implement, adopt
~ ordinances that are consistent with the revised Management Plan within nine (9)
months of date. it was delivered. The Plan was delivered to the County on
September 8, 2004, meaning that the County must adopt an implementing ordinance

by June of 2005.

c. That in the interest of meeting this deadline and providing meaningful -public
involvement in crafting an implementing ordinance, Multnomah County has held two
public workshops in Corbett, on December 8, 2004 and March 30, 2005, and formed
a Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) to provide feedback on the proposed revisions.
While the CAC did not provide a recommendation, their comments were attributed
and tracked in an “Issue Bin" document presented to Commission along with the
staff report.

d. Proposed amendments to Parts 2, 5, and 6 of Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County -

_ Code and new Part 8, discussed in the May 2, 2005 staff report, are a product of the
work with the CAC and effectively implement corresponding sections of the revised
Management Plan. The County cannot adopt rules that are less stringent than the
Management Plan, but can adopt rules that provide greater protection to scenic,
natural, cultural and recreation resources of the gorge. The proposed amendments
respect these constraints. ' ’
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e. While the Management Plan is the primary land use planning and policy document
for the National Scenic Area, it does not expressly cover all land use regulations
administered by the County. This has led to a “gap” in policy direction that is
addressed with a new Rural Area Plan for the National Scenic Area (Exhibit B). The
new Rural Area Plan serves an important role by explaining how the County
conducts land use planning in the Scenic Area; identifying various sources of the
County's authority; and describing the roles of the various agencies that the County
partners with in carrying out it's land use planning responsibilities. Policy 41 of the
Comprehensive Framework Plan contains the County's existing land use planning
policies for the Scenic Area and must be amended to make the Rural Area Plan a
part of the Comprehensive Framework Plan.

f. Section 8(o) of the Scenic Area Act authorized the U.S. Forest Service to acquire
Special Management Area lands within three years of the date the agency received
a bona fide sales offer. When the agency failed to purchase property, they were
required to change the land use designation to one or more appropriate General
Management Area designations. This de facto rezoning of properties by the Forest
Service was done by letter and has caused confusion as the new designations
conflict with County adopted zoning maps. The map attached as Exhibit C shows
County equivalents for the designations given by the Forest Service. The Planning
Commission recommends that County maps be updated to reflect these:
designations to eliminate any confusion as to the land use rules that apply to these
properties.

g. The revised Management Plan contains specific submittal requirements and
approval criteria for forest practices on lands within the Special Management Area.
On April 18, 2005 the Planning Commission considered a new Part 7 for Special
Uses. Rules for forest practices were not considered at that time. The new rules for
forest practices in the Special Management Area are the minimum necessary to
implement the Management and are appropriately included in the new Part 7 of the
code. .

h. Considering the pace at which these amendments must be crafted and evaluated, it
is expected that minor changes to these parts of the Code will be needed prior to
their being presented to the Board of Commissioners and the Planning Commission
supports staff making such changes where they are necessary to implement the
revised Management Plan. .

i. . Notice of this hearing to consider the proposed amendments was published in the
Oregonian newspaper and copies were mailed to the Gorge Commission, Forest
Service, Indian tribal governments, the State Historic Preservation Office, Oregon
Department of Transportation, and Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. Notice
was also mailed to persons owning property within the Multnomah County portion of
the National Scenic Area. :

j. The Planning Commission held a public hearing on April 18, 2005 at which
. amendments to Parts 1, 3, and 4 of Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code and
new Part 7, discussed in the April 18, 2005 staff report, where considered and
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recommended to the Board of Commissioners. At the second public hearing, held
May 2, 2005, the Commission considered the balance of the revisions to County
rules necessary to implement the revised Management Plan. All interested persons
were given an opportunity to appear and be heard at these hearings.

The Planning Commission Resolves:

The Multnomah County Planning Commission hereby recommends the Board of
Commissioner's take the following action on the items presented and discussed at the
hearing and described in the staff report dated May 2, 2005: \

1.

Revise Parts 2, 5, and 6 and adopt new Parts 7 and 8 of Chapter 38 of the
Multnomah County Code, as described in Exhibit A to this resolution; and

Adopt the new Rural Area Plan Policy document and amended Policy 41 of the
Comprehensive Framework Pian, as shown in Exhibit B to this resolution; and

Amend County zoning maps to reflect General Management Area land use
designations that the Forest Service has applied to properties that were not
purchased as part of the Section 8(0) process, as illustrated on the map attached as

Exhibit C to this resolution. '

Adopted this 2nd day of May, 2005

PLANNING COMMISSION
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

%n ingle, Chair
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDINANCE NO.

Amending MCC Chapter 38, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, the County Comprehensive
Plan, Zoning Ordinance, and Maps to Implement Gorge Commission Changes to the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (The National Scenic Area Compliance Project)

(Language strieken is deleted; double underlined language is new.)
The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a. Multnomah County is committed to implementing revisions to the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, as outlined in a letter to the Gorge Commission from
the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, dated October 21, 2004 (Attachment 1).

b. Section 7, of the Scenic Area Act requires counties that choose to implement the Management Plan,
to adopt ordinances that are consistent with the revised Management Plan within nine (9) months of
date it was delivered. The Plan was delivered to the County on September 8, 2004, the County must
adopt an implementing ordinance in June of 2005.

¢. Multnomah County held two public workshops in Corbett, on December 8, 2004 and March 30, 2005,
and formed a Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) to provide feedback on the proposed revisions.
While the CAC did not provide a recommendation to the County Planning Commission, their
comments were attributed and tracked in an “Issue Bin” document presented to the Planning
Commission along with the staff report.

d. Proposed amendments to Chapter 38 of the Multnomah County Code are a product of the work with
the CAC and effectively implement corresponding sections of the revised Management Plan. The
County cannot adopt rules that are less stringent than the Management Plan, but can adopt rules that
provide greater protection to scenic, natural, cultural and recreation resources of the gorge. The
proposed amendments respect these constraints.

e. While the Management Plan is the primary land use planning and policy document for the National
Scenic Area, it does not expressly cover all land use regulations administered by the County. This
has led to a “gap” in policy direction that is addressed with a new Rural Area Plan for the National
Scenic Area (Attachment 2). The new Rural Area Plan serves an important role by explaining how
the County conducts land use planning in the Scenic Area; identifying various sources of the
County’s authority; and describing the roles of the various agencies that the County partners with in
carrying out it’s land use planning responsibilities. Policy 41 of the Comprehensive Framework Plan
contains the County’s existing land use planning policies for the Scenic Area and must be amended to
make the Rural Area Plan a part of the Comprehensive Framework Plan (Attachment 3).

f. Section 8(0) of the Scenic Area Act authorized the U.S. Forest Service to acquire Special
Management Area lands within three years of the date the agency received a bona fide sales offer.
When the agency failed to purchase property, they were required to change the land use designation
to one or more appropriate General Management Area designations. This de facto rezoning of
properties by the Forest Service was done by letter and has caused confusion as the new designations
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conflict with County adopted zoning maps. The map attached as Attachment 4 shows County
equivalents for the designations given by the Forest Service. The County maps need to be updated to
reflect these designations to eliminate any confusion as to the land use rules that apply to these
properties.

gh. Notice of a June 16, 2005, hearing to be held before the Board of County Commissioners to consider
the proposed amendments was published in the Oregonian newspaper and a direct mailing of the
notice was made to affected property owners.

Muitnomah County Ordains as follows:

Section 1. The new Rural Area Plan for the National Scenic Area (Attachment 2) and amended
Policy 41 of the Comprehensive Framework Plan (Attachment 3) are adopted.

Section 2. The County zoning maps are amended to reflect the General Management Area land use
designations as shown on Attachment 4.

MCC CHAPTER 38 AMENDMENTS
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area

Part 1 - General Provisions

Section 3. § 38.000- is amended as follows:

38.0000- Purposes

The purposes of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Districts are to protect and provide for
the enhancement of the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Columbia River Gorge,

and to protect and support the economy of the Columbia River Gorge by encouraging growth to occur in
existing urban areas and by allowing future economic development in a manner that protects and

enhances the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Gorge.

Section 4. § 38.0010 is amended as follows:

38.0010 Uses

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be hereafter erected, altered
or enlarged, including those proposed by state or federal agencies, in the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area except for the uses listed in MCC 38.2000-1000 through 38.3295; when considered under the

applicable approval provisions of this Chapter.
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Section 5. § 38.0015 is amended as follows:

As used in MCC Chapter 38, unless otherwise noted, the following words and their derlvatrons shall have
the following meanings:

A)--Accepted agricultural practice: A mode of operation that is common to farms or ranches of
similar nature, necessary for the operation of such farms or ranches to obtain a profit in money, and
customarily utilized in conjunction with agricultural use.

2)-Accessory structure/building: A buﬂding—eps&uctmewg_mig—ﬁhe use of
whieh is incidental and subordinate to that of the main use of the property, and thatwhieh is located

on the same parcel as the main bu1ldmg or use. _Ihe_teun_“_d_@!_]gg means that the main building

3)-Active wildlife site: A wildlife site that has been used within the past five years by a sensitive
wildlife species.

Addition; An extension or increase in the floor area or height of an existing building,

)-Agency official: The federal, state, or local agency head or designee who has authority over a
proposed project.

| ed hr u ” s 1 alo fh| hr u t| andx H

5)-Agricultural structure/building: A structure or building located on a farm or ranch and used in
the operation for the storage, repair and maintenance of farm equipment, and supplies, or for the
raising and/or storage of crops and livestock. This includes, but is not limited to: barns, silos,
workshops, equipment sheds, greenhouses, orchard wmd machines, processing facilities, storage bins

and structures.
* ¥ %k

3)-Bio-diversity (Special Management Area): A diversity of biological organisms at the genetic,

species, ecosystem, and landscape levels.
* %k %k

¢6)-Building: A structure used or mtended to support or shelter any use or occupancy Mgm
a roof s DO A elli

* % ok
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¢4)-Cascadian architecture: (Special Management Area): A style of building design typically
characterized by exterior use of native rock, exposed log or rough hewn timbers, steep roof pitches,

and rustic appearing ornamentation and materials.
* % %

k ok ¥

15)-Created opening (SMIVIWJ: A-ereated-forestopening-with-less-than-80

D-feet-tall- ed fores ing wi

t-Developed recreation: Recreational opportunities characterized by high-density use on specific
sites requiring facilities installation. Density of use, amount of site development, and type of
recreation site can vary widely across the spectrum of recreation activities.

* % %

€9-Dwelling unit: A single unit designed for occupancy by one family and having not more than one
cooking area or kitchen.

@5-h-Effect on Treaty Rights: To bring about a change in, to influence, to modify, or to have a
consequence to Indian treaty or treaty related rights in the Treaties of 1855, executed between the
individual Indian tribes and the Congress of the United States as adjudicated by the Federal courts,

with the Nez Perce, Umatilla, Warm Springs and Yakiama tribes.
* ¥ ¥

and for a short duration after, precipitation events

€6)-Ethnography: The descriptive and analytic study of the culture of a particular group by an
ethnographer. An ethnographer seeks to understand a group through interviews with its members and
often through living in and observing it.
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n_improperl

e original use or structure must comply with licable permit

A H for retenti n f hlrr |l| n

¢5)-Forest products: Commodities harvested from a forest, including, but not limited to, timber
products, boughs, mushrooms, pine cones, and huckleberries.

¢6)-Forest practices (General Management Area): Those activities related to the growing and

harvesting of forest tree species as defined by the Oregon Forest Practices Act.
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)-Grading: Any excavating or filling of earth materials or any combination thereof, including the
land in its excavated or filled condition.

* % k

)-Indian tribal government: The governing bodies of the Nez Perce Tribe (Nez Perce Tribal
Executive Committee), the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (Board of
Trustees), the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon (Tribal Council), and
the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakaima Indian Nation (Tribal Council).

3)-Indian tribes: The Nez Perce Tribe, the Confederated Tribes and Bands of the Yakaima Indian
Nation, the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs Reservation of Oregon, and the Confederated

Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation.
* * %

) Key viewing area: Those portions of important public roads, parks or other vantage points within
the Scenic Area from which the public views Scenic Area landscapes. They include:

(2) General Management Area and Special Management Area:
(b) ‘SMLMa_n_ags-__nLLAmw only:

(4)-Lot line adjustment: See “property line adjustment.”Fhe-transfer-of-a-portion-of-a-parcelfrom
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(5)-Non-profit organization: An organization whose non-profit status has been approved by the U.S.

Internal Revenue Service.
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4)-Ordinary high water mark: The mark on all streams, ponds, and lakes where the presence and
action of waters are so common and usual, and so long continued in all ordinary years, as to mark
upon the soil a vegetative character distinct from that of the abutting upland. In any area where the
ordinary high water mark cannot be found, the line of mean high water shall substitute.

| (c) A unit of land legally created and separately described by deed or sales contract after
November 17, 1986 if the unit was approved under the Final Interim Guidelines or a land use

with the Management Plan, or by th S. Fo

(bd) A unit of land shall not be considered a separate parcel simply because it:
1. Is a unit of land created solely to establish a separate tax account;
2. Lies in different counties;
3. Lies in different sections or government lots;
4. Lies in different zoning designations; or

5. Is dissected by a public or private road.
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{6)Rehabilitation (natural resource): A human activity that returns a wetland, stream, buffer area,
or other sensitive area disturbed during construction of a permitted use to its natural or
preconstruction condition.
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* %k

a9)-Streams:

(a) Areas where surface water produces a defined channel or bed, including bedrock channels,
gravel beds, sand and silt beds, springs and defined-channel swales. The channel or bed does not
have to contain water year-round. They do not include irrigation ditches, canals, storm or surface-
water runoff structures, or other artificial watercourses unless they are used to convey streams
naturally occurring prior to construction in such watercourses. '

(b) Streams are categorized into two classes: perennial streams and intermittent streams. A
perennial stream is one that flows year-round during years of normal precipitation. An
intermittent stream flows only part of the year, or seasonally, during years of normal
precipitation.

@0)-Structure: That which is built or constructed, an edifice or building of any kind, or any piece of
work artificially built up or composed of parts joined together in some definite manner. This includes
but is not limited to buildings, walls, fences, roads, parking lots, signs and additions/alterations to

structures._All buildings are structures.

2
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9-@)-Viewshed: A landscape unit seen from a Key Viewing Area.

2)-Visual Quality Objective (VQO): A set of visual management goals established by the 1S,
Forest Service to achieve a desired visual objective. These objectives include retention and partial
retention, and others in the Mt. Hood and Gifford Pinchot National Forest Plans.

3)-Visually subordinate: The relative visibility of a structureor use where that structure or use does
not noticeably contrast with the surrounding landscape, as viewed from a specified vantage point
(generally a Key Viewing Area). Structures which are visually subordinate may be partially visible,

but are not vusually dommant mn relatlon to thelr surroundmgs M&W

&* %k Xk
(3) Wetlands: Areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and

duration sufficient to normally support a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in
saturated soil conditions. This does not include riparian areas, rivers, streams, and lakes. The exact

Iocatlon of wetlands boundanes shall be dellneated-umag—tvhe-pmeedweﬁpeeﬁed—m—the—}fedeml

Section 6. § 38.0030 is amended as follows:
38.0030 Existing Uses_and Discontinued Uses
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acement structure shall compl

replacement structure is submitted to the reviewing agency within one year of the date the use of the
._.-“, 14 JIC A8 i 1€ h CD14 > L = _ .

1 lternative building sites physically suitable for construction e no more visible

from key viewing areas than the original building site.
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coniferous vegetation, for ea viewi ea from which the structure was
isibl

b. The percent of original structure facing each key viewing area that was screened
by deciduous vegetation, for each key viewing area from which the structure was
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Ma_nagement Area, exnstmg commerclal and multl-fmlly re51dent|al uses may expand as
necessary for successful operation on the Dedicated Site, subject to MCC 38.0045. Expansion
beyond the Dedicated Site is prohibited.

: anagement Area; Existing industrial
uses in the General Management Area may expand as necessary for successful operation on the
Dedicated Site, subject to MCC 38.0045. Expansion beyond the Dedicated Site is prohibited.

#3) i Existing T ial i ral Manage . In the General
Management Area, existing industrial uses may convert to less intensive uses, subject to MCC
38.0045. A less intensive use is a commercial, recreation or residential use with fewer adverse
effects upon scenic, cultural, natural and recreation resources.

Area_, ln the General Management Area, exlstmg development or productlon of mmeral resources
may continue unless the Gorge Commission determines that the uses adversely affect the scenic,
cultural, natural or recreation resources of the Scenic Area. These uses will be considered
discontinued and subject to MCC 38.0000 through 38.0110, 38.2000-1000 through 38.3295, and
38.7000 through 38.7085 if:

(+a) The mined land has been reclaimed naturally or artificially to a point where it is
revegetated to 50 percent of its original cover (considering both basal and canopy) or has
reverted to another beneficial use, such as grazing. Mined land shall not include terrain which
was merely leveled or cleared of vegetation; or

(2b) The site has not maintained a required state permit; or

(3¢) The site has not operated legally within 5 years prior to February 6, 1993, the date of
adoption of the Management Plan.

(H5) Uses involving the exploration, development or production of sand, gravel or crushed rock
in the Special Management Area may continue when:

(+a) The sand, gravel, or crushed rock is used for construction or maintenance of roads used
to manage or harvest forest products in the Special Management Area; and

(2b) A determination by the U.S. Forest Service finds that the use does not adversely affect
the scenic, cultural, natural or recreation resources.
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Section 7. § 38.0035 is added as follows:
|
|

d the geometrical exterio

rizontal view. Elevation drawings shall be drawn to scale.

Section 8. § 38.0040 is deleted as follows:
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Section 9. § 38.0045 is amended as follows::
38.0045 Review and Conditional Use Applications — Submittal Requirements

* X k

(A) The following additional information shall be submitted for all review and conditional uses:
(1) A list of Key Viewing Areas from which the proposed use would be visible.

(2) A map of the project area. The map shall be drawn to scale. The scale of the map shall be
large enough to allow the reviewing agency to determine the location and extent of the proposed
use and evaluate its effects on scenic, cultural, natural, and recreation resources. The map shall be
prepared at a scale of 1 inch equals 100 feet (1:1,200), or a scale providing greater detail. If a
parcel is very large, the map does not have to show the entire parcel. Rather, it may show only
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those portions of the parcel affected by the proposed use. The map shall include the following
elements:

1. Natural and finished grades
Location of all b ith cut banks and fill slo lineat

imated dimensions of T

(B) Supplemental information will be required for:
(1) Forest practices in the Special Management Area,
(2) Production and development of mineral resources in the General Management Area,

(3) Proposed uses visible from Key Viewing Areas, and
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(4) Proposed uses located near cultural resources, wetlands, streams, ponds, lakes, riparian areas,
sensitive wildlife habitat, and sensitive plant sites.

Section 10. § 38.0065 is amended as follows:

38.0065 Variances from Setbacks and Buffers within the General Management Area

Variances from setbacks and buffers within the General Management Area, except those required by

MCC 38.7080, shall be classified and processed pursuant to MCC 38.7600-and-38-7605-threugh-38-7610,
subject to the following approval criteria:

(A) When setbacks or buffers for the protection of scenic, cultural, natural, recreation, agricultural or
forestry resources overlap or conflict, the setbacks or buffers may be varied upon a demonstration
that:

(1) A setback or buffer specified to protect one resource would cause the proposed use to fall
within a setback or buffer specified in the plan to protect another resource; and

(2) Variation from the specified setbacks or buffer would, on balance, best achieve the protection
~ of the affected resources.

(B) A setback or buffer specified for protection of scenic, cultural, natural, recreation, agricultural or
forestry resources may be varied in order to allow a residence to be built on a parcel of land upon a
demonstration that:

(1) The land use designation otherwise authorizes a residence on the tract;

(2) No site exists on the tract (all contiguous parcels under the same ownership) on which a
residence could be placed practicably in full compliance with the setback or buffer;

(3) The variance from the specified setback or buffer is the minimum necessary to allow the
residence.

(C) The Approval Authority may grant a variance to the General Management Area setback and
buffer requirements of MCC 38.7080, upon a finding that the following conditions exist:

(1) The proposed project is a public use, resource-based recreation facility providing or
supporting either recreational access to the Columbia River and it tributaries, or recreational
opportunities associated with a Scenic Travel Corridor;

(2) All reasonable measures to redesign the proposed project to comply with required setbacks
and buffers have been explored, and application of those setbacks and buffers would prohibit a
viable recreation use of the site as proposed;
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(3) Resource impacts have been mitigated to less than adverse levels through design provisions
and mitigation measures; and

(4) The variance is the minimum necessary to accommodate the use.

(D) The Approval Authority may grant a variance of up to 10 percent to the standards of General
Management Area Recreation Intensity Class 4 for parking and campground units upon
demonstration that:

(1) Demand and use levels for the proposed activity(s), particularly in the area where the site is
proposed, are high and expected to remain so and/or increase. Statewide Comprehensive Outdoor
Recreation Plan (SCORP) data and data from Scenic Area recreation demand studies shall be
relied upon to meet this criterion in the absence of current applicable studies.

(2) The proposed use is dependent on resources present at the site.

(3) Reasonable alternative sites, including those in nearby Urban Areas, offering similar
opportunities have been evaluated and it has been demonstrated that the proposed use cannot be

adequately accommodated elsewhere.

(4) The proposed use is consistent with the goals, objectives and policies in the Management
Plan.

(5) Through site design and/or mitigation measures, the proposed use can be implemented
without adversely affecting scenic, natural or cultural resources, and adjacent land uses.

(6) Through site design and/or mitigation measures, the proposed use can be implemented
without affecting treaty rights.

Section 11, § 38.0080 is amended as follows:

38.0080 Signs
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(3A) The following signs may be permitted without review in the General Management Area, and in
the Special Management Area subject to MCC 38.0080 (AEXH:

L8)Ordinary-repairand-maintenance-of signs:

(1b) Election signs which are not displayed for more than 60 days. Removal must be
accomplished within 30 days of election day.

(2e) "For Sale" signs not greater than 1° square ”eet. Removal must be accomplished within 30
days of close of sale.

(3d) Temporary construction site identification, public service company, safety or information
signs not greater than 32 square feet. Exceptions may be granted for public highway signs
necessary for public safety and consistent with the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices.
Removal must be accomplished within 30 days of project completion.

(4e) Signs posted on private property warning the public against trespassing, danger from
animals, the private nature of a road, driveway or premise, or signs prohibiting or otherwise
controlling fishing or hunting, provided;

(a) such-signs are not greater than 6 square feet_in the General Management Area and the
Special Management Area Open Space zone district.

(5f) Temporary signs advertising civil, social, or political gatherings and activities not exceeding
12 square feet. Removal must be accomplished within 30 days of the close of the event.

(6g) Signs posted by governmental jurisdictions giving notice to the public. Such signs shall be
no larger than that required to convey the message intended.

(Th) g_mwggmsg@s associated with the use of a building or buildings

shall be placed flat on the outside walls of buildings, not on roofs or marquees.
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(8C) Prohibited Signs

(16) Except for signs along public highways necessary for public safety, traffic control or road
construction which are consistent with the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices, the

following signs are prohibited_in the General Management Area:

(a) Luminous signs or those with intermittent or flashing lights. These include neon signs,
fluorescent signs, light displays and other signs which are internally illuminated, exclusive of
seasonal holiday light displays.

(b) New billboards.

(c) Signs with moving elements.

(d) Portable or wheeled signs, or signs on parked vehicles where the sign is the primary use
of the vehicle.

The following si ibited in th ecial Management Area:
(a) Advertising billboards.

(b) Signs that move or give the appearance of moving, except signs used for highway
construction, warning or safety.

(c) Portable or wheeled signs, or signs on parked vehicles where the sign is the primary use of
the vehicle, except for signs used for highway construction, warning or safety.

(d) Interpretative signs on Interstate 84.

(AD) Signs in a General Management Area shall be allowed-permitted under an expedited review
process pursuant to the following provisions:

(1) All pew signs must meet the following standards unless they conflict with the Manual for
Uniform Traffic Control Devices for public safety, traffic control or highway construction signs.

In such cases, the standards in the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices shall supersede
these standards.

(a) The support structure shall be unobtrusive and have low visual impact.

(b) Lettering colors with sufficient contrast to provide clear message communication shall be
allowed. Colors of signs shall blend with their setting to the maximum extent practicable.
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(c) Backs of all signs shall be unobtrusive, non-reflective, and blend in with the setting.

(d) Spot lighting of signs may be allowed where needed for night visibility. Backlighting is
not permitted for signs.

(2) Business identification or facility entry signs located on the premises may be allowed, subject
to MCC 38.0080 (A) (1).

(BE) Signs in an Special Management Area shall be eHowed-permitted under an expedited review

process pursuant to the following provisions:

(12) No sign shall be erected or placed in such a manner that it may interfere with, be confused
with, or obstruct the view of any traffic sign, signal or device.

(32) Pre-existing signs are allowed to continue provided no changes occur in size, structure,
color, or message.

(43) Except for signs allowed withouto review, Aall new signs shall meet the following standards,

and be consistent with the Manual for Uniform Traffic Control Devices:
(a) Signs shall be maintained in a neat, clean and attractive condition.

(b) The character and composition of sign materials shall be harmonious with the landscape
and/or related to and compatible with the main structure upon which the sign is attached.

(c) Signs shall be placed flat on the outside walls of buildings, not on roofs or marquees.

(d) Signs shall be unobtrusive and have low contrast with the setting and not result in sign
clutter or other negative visual effect.

() The visual impact of the support structure shall be minimized.

() Outdoor sign lighting shall be used for purposes of illumination only, and shall not be
designed for, or used as, an advertising display, except for road safety signs.

(g) Backs of all signs shall be visually unobtrusive, nonreflective, and blend in with the
setting.

(h) Sign internal illumination or backlighting shall not be permitted except for highway
construction, warning or safety.
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above:

(a) The Graphic Sign System provides design standards for public signs in and adjacent to
publlc road nghts-of-way All new and replacement public signs, except those transportation,
, right shall conform to the guidelines in this
system Types of sugns addressed mclude recreatlon s1te entry, feute-mafker——mterpretwe

(64) Public signs shall meet the following standards in addition to subsections (1) through (53)

xgngble message signs, or signs that Qgidgg gr grgg ggntu!e;greg gvgr the rogg gg'gg_;gs.

(b) Signs located outside public road rights-of-way are encouraged to be designed in such a
way as to be consistent with similar purpose signs described in the Graphic Signing System.

() Signs posted by governmental jurisdictions giving notice to the public shall be no larger
than that required to convey the message intended.

(#3) Signs for public and commercial recreation facilities, home occupations, cottage industries,
and commercial uses shall meet the following standards in addition to subsections (1) through
(53) of this section:

(ba) Any sign advertising or relating to a business which is discontinued for a period of 30
consecutive days shall be presumed to be abandoned and shall be removed within 30 days
thereafter, unless permitted otherwise by the jurisdictional authority.

(eb) Any signs relating to, or advertising, a business shall be brought into conformance with
these sign standards prior to any expansion or change in use which is subject to review.
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(de) Off-site and on-site directional signs on approach roads to recreational facilities may be
permitted. Name and interpretive signs may be permitted on-site, but should be kept to the
minimum required to achieve the purpose(s) of the facilities.

(ed) Commercial recreation businesses approved in conjunction with a recreational facility
may have a name sign not exceeding 16 square feet.

(fe) Recreation developments may be permitted one on-premise name sign at each principal
entrance. Such signs are encouraged to be of a low profile, monument type, and shall
conform to the Graphic Sign System.

(5F) Any sign in the General Management Area which does not conform with subsections ()-threugh
“(A) and (D) and has existed prior to adoption of the Management Plan shall be considered non-

conforming and subject to the following:

(al) Alteration of existing non-conforming signs shall comply with MCC 3 8.6080-A)-(1)-through
((A) and (D).

(b2) Any non-conforming sign used by a business must be brought into conformance concurrent
with any expansion or change in use which requires a development permit.

Section 12. § 38.0110 is amended as follows:

38.0110 Indian Tribal Treaty Rights and Consultation

(A) If a substantive written comment regarding tribal rights is received during the comment period
provided in MCC 38.0530 (B) or (C) from an Indian tribal government, the applicant shall offer to
meet with the affected tribal government within 10 calendar days. The 10 day consultation period
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Part 2 — Planning Authority General Provisions
Section 13. § 38.0200- is amended as follows:

38.0200- Definitions.

As used in this chapter, unless the context requires otherwise:
&A)-Board means Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon.
B)-Commission means the Planning Commission established under this chapter.
€&)-Comprehensive plan or plan shall have the meaning set forth in subsection (4) of ORS 197.015;
shall be directed to the elements listed in the statewide use planning goals opted pursuant to ORS
197.240; shall include framework, development and operational plans based on an inventory and

cultural data; shall be prepared under the supervision of the Director of the Land Use Planning
Division and may include maps, a text, or both.

Gorge Commission means Columbia River Bi-State Gorge Commission.
Section 14. § 38.0205 is amended as follows:

38.0205 Policy and purpose.

* ¥k ¥

(B) Therefore, in accordance with ORS chapter 197 and 215 and the County Charter, the Board has
determined that all decisions made by Multnomah County with respect to County development shall
be predicated upon a comprehensive plan adopted and revised in the manner described in this chapter.
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Section 15. § 38.0207 is added as follows:

Multhomah regulate | ses for compli ith th | rGr Nainl

fn f rallnlfhe flltecln inances consistent with th

Management Plan,

Page 28 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



Page 29 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps




(7) Multnomah County has authority to review applicatio evelopments or uses on non-

de

nd .

\dards of th

ications for devel

ntil th fTr le en hr ions, Multnomah n ir he A
enforce its implementing ordinance in those portions of the city within the National Scenic Area,

Section 16.

Part 3 - Administration And Procedures

§ 38.0530 is amended as follows:

38.0530 Summary of decision making processes.

The following decision making processes chart shall control the County’s review of the indicated permits:

Permit Type

I

I

Initial Approval Body:

(Not a "land use
decision™)

(Planning
Director)

Allowed Uses*

X

m

PC

(Hearings
Officer)

(Legislative)

Review Uses

X

|4

Conditional Uses

Zone Code Text
Changes

(Initiated by County
only)

Variance

Extension of Decision

>4

Property Line
Adjustments

Planned Unit
Developments

Land Divisions
e Subdivision
e  Major Partition
e  Minor Partition

M
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Permit Type I I m PC

s . | (Nota "land use (Planning Plannin (Hearings
Initial Approval Body: decision") Director) Director) Officer)

(same ownership; X

Revocation of

. X
Decisions
Zoning Code
Interpretations

(Legislative)

Hillside Development
Permit

Floodplain
Development

Grading and Erosion
Control

Street and Property X

Addressing

Permit Types

LI

(B) Type Il decisions involve the exercise of some interpretation and discretion in evaluating
approval criteria. Applications evaluated through this process are typically assumed to be allowable in
the underlying zone. County Review typically focuses on what form the use will take, where it will be
located in relation to other uses, and it’s relationship to scenic, natural, cultural and recreational
resources of the area. However, an application shall not be approved unless it is consistent with the
applicable siting standards and in compliance with approval requirements.
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. : ) eview, Hupon receipt of a
complete appllcatlon notlce of appllcatlon and an invitation to comment is-are mailed to the
Gorge Commission; the U.S. Forest Service; the Indian tribal governments; the State Historic
Preservation Office; the Cultural Advisory Committee; and property owners within 750 feet of
the subject tract. The Planning Director accepts comments for 14 days after the notice of
application is mailed, except for comments regarding Cultural Resources, which will be accepted
for 20 days after the notice is mailed. The Planning Director’s decision is appealable to the
Hearings Officer. If no appeal is filed the Planning Director’s decision shall become final at the
close of business on the 14th day after the date on the decision. If an appeal is received, the
Hearings Officer decision is the County's final decision and is appealable to the Columbia River
Gorge Commission within 30 days after the decision is final. The decision is final the day the
decision is signed by the Hearings Officer.

(C) Type LI decisions involve the greatest amount of discretion and evaluation of subjective approval
criteria, yet are not required to be heard by the Board. Applications evaluated through this process
primarily involve conditional uses and some land divisions applications. Notice of the application and
Hearings Officer hearing is published and mailed to the applicant, recognized neighborhood

association and property owners 750 feet of the subject tract Iﬂlmmgwgg

four Indian tribal SHP! 0 th For of all

report must be available at least 7 days pre-hearing. The Hearings Officer shall accept into the record
all testimony and evidence relevant to the matter, prior to the close of the hearing. The Hearings
Officer decision is the County's final decision and is appealable to the Columbia River Gorge
Commission within 30 days after the decision is final. The decision is final the day the decision is

‘ QQ,W&NMEe must be issued at least 20 days pre-hearing, and the staff
l

signed by the Hearings Officer.
*® kK
Section 17. § 38.0570 is amended as follows:

38.0570 Pre-application conference meeting.

(A) Prier-to-submitting-an-A _pre-application

expedited review. For all otherfera Type Il or ype lll appllcatlons the appllcantshall schedule and

attend a pre-application conference with County staff to discuss the proposal. The pre-application
conference shall follow the procedure set forth by the Planning Director and may include a filing fee,

notice to neighbors, neighborhood organizations, and other organizations and agencies.
* %k %k

Section 18. § 38.0600 is amended as follows:

38.0600 Completeness review.
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2 mpl i n
11 applicable informati ified in this Chapter

(AB) Upon submission of a Type I or Type III application, the Planning Director shall date stamp the
application form and verify that the approprrate apphcatlon fee has been submrtted Wrthm 30 days of
recelpt of the application, for 2

review, the Planning Director should review the apphcatron evaluate whether the apphcatron is
sufﬁclently complete to mall out for comment, and issue to the appllcant a completeness letter Fg_r

suffi clently complete the Plannmg Drrector shall advrse the apphcant what mformatlon must be
submitted to make the application sufficiently complete.

iew, Hupon receipt

of a letter mdrcatmg the appllcatlon is not suFﬁclently complete the appllcant has 180 days from the
original application submittal date within which to submit the missing information or the application
shall be rejected and all materials returned to the applicant. If the applicant submits the requested
information within the 180 day period, the Planning Director shall again verify whether the

apphcatron as augmented is complete. For ggrmrgg Q ocesse g_i wi ith expe g;gg review, g;ognty_ &ff
th g ggpl ga_trgn |§ submi gg! Each such review and venf' catlon shall follow the procedure in

subsection (AB) of this section.

shall file wrthm 30 days of the mallmg of the initial completeness letter a statement acceptmg the 180
day time period to complete the application. Failure of an applicant to accept the 180 day time period
to complete the application within 30 days of the mailing of the completeness letter will constitute a
refusal to complete the application. Where an applicant refuses to complete an application the County
will take no action, reject the application and return all materials to the applicant.

(BE) The approval criteria and standards which control the County's review and decision on a
complete application are those which were in effect on the date the application was first submitted.

Section 19. § 38.0620 is amended as follows:

38.0620 Hearings Notice - Type IT appeals or Type I1I applications.

Notice for all public hearings for Type III application or an appeal of a Type II application shall conform
to the requirements of this section. At least 20 days prior to the hearing, the County shall prepare and
send, by first class mail, notice of the hearing to all owners of record, based upon the most recent
Multnomah County records, of property within 750 feet of the subject tract and to the Gorge Commission,
the U,S, Forest Service, the Indian tribal governments; §hg!! also be §gg; to the State Historic

Preservation Office, and the Cultural Advisory Committee, unless the appeal is of a decision subject to
expedited review. The County shall further provide notice at-least-20-days-prior-to-a-hearing-to those

persons who have identified themselves in writing as aggrieved or potentially aggrieved or lmpacted by
the decision prior to the required mailing of such notice. The County shall also publish the notice in a
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newspaper of general cnculatlon w1thm the County &t—leest—%()«i&y&-pﬂer—te-the-heemg _@__Q[_&J__LIM

Notice of the hearmg shall mclude the followmg information:
s % %

Section 20. § 38.0660 is amended as follows:

38.0660 Conditions of approval and notice of decision.

s %
(D) Notice of decision_for Type IT and Type III decisions except expedited review decisions. The

County shall send, by first class mail, a notice of all decisions rendered under a Type I or Type IiI
process. For Type II or Type III decisions, to those who submitted written comment, requested the
decision in writing or provided oral testimony at a hearing on the matter, and to the Gorge

Commission. The notice of decision shall include the following information:
& %k %
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(5) A statement that the decision is final at the close of the appeal period unless appealed, and

scripti requir: for ting an I:

olumbia River Gorge Commission unless all local appeals are exh

(EG) Modification of Conditions. Any request to modify a condition of permit approval shall be
processed in the same manner, and shall be subject to the same standards, as was the original
application provided the standards and criteria used to approve the decision are consistent with the
current code. However, the decision maker may at its sole discretion, consider a modification request
and limit its review of the approval criteria to those issues or aspects of the application that are
proposed to be changed from what was originally approved.

Section 21, § 38.0690 is amended as follows:

38.0690 Expiration of a Type II or Type III decision.

An pe II or Tvpe I11 lan e approval issued p

development that does not include a structure shall expire two vears after the date of the final

ision, unless the use o

Page 35 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



4 in(B mpleti f cture shall m

mpletion of the exterior surfac f the str nd

BD) Ne&vithseaﬂéhag-ggnsjslgmﬂntLSQubsection (A) of this section, the decision maker may set

forth in the-a written decision, specific instances or time periods when a permit expires.

(6E) New application required. Expiration of an approval shall require a new application for any use
on the subject property that is not otherwise allowed outright.

(BE) Deferral of the expiration period due to appeals. If a permit decision is appealed beyond the
jurisdiction of the County, the expiration period shall not begin until all subsequent appeals are
resolved. The expiration period provided for in this section will begin to run on the date of final
disposition of the case (the date when an appeal may no longer be filed).

Section 22. § 38.0700 is amended as follows:

38.0700 Extension of Type II or Type III decisions.

)

Any request for an extension shall be reviewed and decided upon by
the Planning Director as a Type I} decision.
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Section 23. § 38.0740 is amended as follows:

38.0740 Interpretations.

(A) The Planning Director shall have the authority to decide all questions of interpretation or
applicability to specific properties within Multnomah County of any provision of the Management
Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (Management Plan), rural area plan, or
other land use code. Any interpretation of a provision of the Management Plan, rural area plan or
other land use code shall consider applicable provisions of the Management Plan, rural area plan, and
the purpose and intent of the ordinance adopting the particular code section in question. The Planning

: : : [ en the as adopted
an interpretation shall be processed as a Type II application.
® K %k

Section 24. § 38.0765 is added as follows:
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Part 4 — Zoning Districts
Section 25. § 38.1000* is added as follows:

Section 26. § 38.1005 is added as follows:
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B) The followin m ] ithout review in all z

brown with a flat, non-reflective finish, or building materials consistent with the Historic
nbia River Highway Ma Plan_for the Historic Col iver Hig DT 4 SCe
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| re on existing utili les or er

Section 27. §38.1010 is added as follows:
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] : 101205 re feet in area an l n —- ]2fe tmhlh »

ir ess comm ni atln les and tow hrthnth llowed i rovi th

the umn rovide ice

Section 28. § 38.2000* is amended as follows:
38.2000* PART 4-—ZONING-DISTRICTS--FOREST DISTRICTS - GGF and GSF

Section 29. § 38.2020 is amended as follows:

38.2020 Allowed Uses
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Section 30. § 38.2023 is added as follows:
38.2023 Expedited Uses

es listed in MC 10 e allowed on land designated G d GSF, pursuant to MCC
38.7100.

Section 31. § 38.2025 is amended as follows:

38.2025 Review Uses

(A) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GGF, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and
upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(1) On lands designated GGF- 20 and GGF- 40, one single-family dwelling on a legally created
parcel upon enrollment in the state’s forest assessment program. Upon a showing that a parcel
cannot qualify, a parcel is entitled to one single-family dwelling. In either case, the location of a
dwelling shall comply with MCC 38.0685-7305 and MCC 38.060957315. A declaration shall be
signed by the landowner and recorded into county deed records specifying that the owners,
successors, heirs and assigns of the subject parcel are aware that adjacent and nearby operators
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are entitled to carry on accepted farm or forest practices on lands designated GGF— 20, GGF— 40,
GGF- 80, GGA- 20 and GGA- 40.

(2) One single-family dwelling if found to be in conjunction with and would substantially
contribute to the current agricultural use of a farm pursuant to MCC 38.2225 (A) (5). The siting
of the dwelling shall comply with MCC 38.00857305.

(3) The following Temporary Uses:

*® ¥ ¥

(¢) On lands designated GGF— 80, a mobile home in conjunction with a timber operation,
upon a finding that security personnel are required to protect equipment associated with a
harvest operation or the subject forest land from fire. The mobile home must be removed
upon completion of the subject harvest operation or the end of the fire season. The placement
of the mobile home is subject to MCC 38.0085-7305 and 38.00957315.

(5) Agricultural structures, except buildings_in conjunction with agricultural use, as defined in
MCC 38.0015, subject to the standards of MCC 38.00857305.

(67) The temporary use of a mobile home in the case of a family hardship, subject to MCC
38.73200040-B), MCC 38.0085-7305 and 38.00957315.

The height of individual acc ilding shal 24 fi
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(811) A second single-family dwelling for a farm operator’s relative, subject to MCC 38.2225 (A)
(8), MCC 38.0085-7305 and 38.90957315.

(912) Private roads serving a residence, subject to MCC 38.0085-7305 and 38.80957315.

(#613) Recreation development, subject MCC 38.7080 and The Recreation Development Plan
(Management Plan, Part H11, Chapter 1).

(#+14) Construction or reconstruction of roads or modifications not in conjunction with forest use
or practices.

(3215) Agricultural labor housing upon a showing that:

* % %

(#316) New cultivation, subject to compliance with MCC 38.7045, 38.7055, 38.7060, 38.7065
and 38.7070.

(#417) The following uses when found to comply with MCC 38.66997310:

* %k %

(c) Wineries, in conjunction with on-site viticulture, upon a showing that processing and-sales
of wine is from grapes grown on the subject farm or in the local region.

(de) Agricultural product processing and packaging, upon a showing that the processing will
be limited to products grown primarily on the subject farm and sized to the subject operation.

(ef) Aquiculture.
(fg) Boarding of horses.

(gh) Temporary portable asphalt/batch plants related to public road projects, not to exceed 6
months.
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(+518) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of
essential public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities,
roadways, driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an
emergency/disaster event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such
events with permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals
for such structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event.
Appllcants are responsnble for all other appllcable local state and federal permlttmg

(+619) Land divisions on lands designated GGF- 80 when all resultant lots satisfy a minimum lot

size of 80 acres and it is found:
* %k %

2 nd divisions on lan signat F—-2 when all resul nt | i minimum lo

23) Docks and boat h i M S

(B) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GSF pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) when
the use or development will be sited to minimize the loss of land suitable for the production of forest
products and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085
have been satisfied:

(1) Any use listed in MCC 38.2225 (B).

(2) Forest practices in accordance with a site plan for forest practices ggpi_ig_a;m_n_approved by the
Oregon Department of Forestry, or other designated forest practices review agency, including the

requirements in MCC 38,7370 foHewing:
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(3) Railroads, road construction or reconstruction.

(4) Silvicultural nurseries.

(6) One single family dwelling on a parcel of 40 contiguous acres or larger if an approved Forest
Management Plan demonstrates that such dwelling shall be necessary for and accessory to forest

uses. The Forest Management Plan shall demonstrate the following:
* % %
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(9) Accessory building(s) larger than 200 square feet in area or taller than 10 feet in height for a

eCtl 10

d d d d d '

(C) As used in Subsection (B), the following terms shall have the following meanings:

t-Necessary for — As applied to forest management dwellings, the principal purpose for
locating the dwelling is to enable the resident(s) to contribute substantially to the effective and
efficient management of the forest land. A resident contributes substantially when the resident
spends an extensive amount of time performing forest management activities which increase
timber yields, quality or productivity, and which are recognized by the Forest Practices Act.
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Necessary for precludes a dwelling which simply "enhances" forest management. Necessary for
also does not demand that a dwelling be absolutely required for forest management or that the
production of trees is physically possible only with a dwelling,

-Accessory to — As applied to forest management dwellings, a dwelling that is incidental and
subordinate to the main forest use.

Section 32. § 38.2030 is amended as follows:

38.2030 Conditional Uses

(A) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GGF, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and 38.0075-(B)7300:

(1) Structures associated with hunting and fishing operations.

(2) Towers and fire stations for forest fire protection.

(3) On parcels 40 acres in size or larger in a GGF- 20 or 80 acres in size or larger in a GGF- 40,
a land division creating parcels smaller than the designated minimum parcel size, subject to the
provisions of MCC 38.0050-(8)7360.

(4) Life Estates on lands designated GGF- 20, pursuant to MCC 38.00707355.

(5) The following uses when found to comply with MCC 38.00907310:

(a) Home occupations or cottage industries in an existing residence or accessory structure,

pursuant to MCC 38.0050(€)7330.
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(b) Bed and breakfast inns in single-family dwellings, pursuant to MCC 38.0050-(5)7335,
and provided that the residence:

(B) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GSF, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045.

* %k ¥k

(8) Home occupations or cottage industries pursuant to MCC 38.0050-(C)7330.

Section 33. § 38.2205 is amended as follows:

38.2205 Area Affected

MCC 38.2200 through 38.2295 shall apply to those areas designated GGA and GSA on the Multnomah
County Zoning Map. A-20 zoning impl mall- Agriculture 20-acre and 40-acr:
and use designati issi : ished p ant to Section 8(0) of the

m iver i A
Section 34. § 38.2220 is amended as follows:
38.2220 Allowed Uses
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Section 35. § 38.2223 is added as follows:

Section 36. § 38.2225 is amended as follows:

38.2225 Review Uses

(A) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GGA pursuant to the provisions of MCC

38.0530 (B) and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085
have been satisfied:
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(1) New cultivation, including actions implementing a Wildlife Habitat Conservation and
Management Plan involving ground disturbing activity, subject to compliance with MCC
38.7045, 38.7055, 38.7060, 38.7065, and 38.7070.

(2) Agricultural structures, except buildings in conjunction with agricultural use.

(5) Accessory building(s) larger than 200 square feet in area or taller than 10 feet in height for a

e e el less than or equal to 10 acres in size subject to the fo i
itional ds:

ight of any individual ilding shall not ex 24 fe

(41) The temporary use of a mobile home in the case of a family hardship, subject to MCC
38.0040-1B)7329.

(58) On lands designated GGA- 40, a single family dwelling in conjunction with agricultural use,
upon a demonstration that:

* %k ¥
(69) On lands designated GGA- 40, a second single-family dwelling in conjunction with
agricultural use when the dwelling would replace an existing dwelling which is included in, or is
eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places based on the criteria for use in
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evaluating the eligibility of cultural resources contained in the National Register Criteria for

Evaluation (36 CFR Part 60.4), and it meets one or more of the following:
* % %

(#10) On lands designated GGA- 20, a single family dwelling on any legally existing parcel.

(811) On lands designated GGA— 40, a single family dwelling for an agricultural operator’s

relative provided that:
* % %

(912) Construction, reconstruction or modifications of roads not in conjunction with agriculture.

(++14) Agricultural labor housing upon a showing that:

* ok ok

(42135) Land divisions when all resulting parcels satisfy the minimum lot size standards of MCC
38.2260.

(#316) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of
essential public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities,
roadways, driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an
emergency/disaster event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such
events with permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals
for such structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event.
Applicants are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting
requirements.

8) Additi

of the existing building,

(B) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GSA— 40 pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B),
provided that the use or development will be sited to minimize the loss of land suitable for the
production of agricultural crops or livestock and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of
MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been satisfied:
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(#2) Forest uses and practices as allowed in MCC 38.2025 (B).

(23) A single-family dwelling on a parcel of 40 or more contiguous acres when necessary for and
accessory to agricultural use as determined by MCC 38.2225 (A) (58) (a) through (c).

(49) Farm labor housing on a parcel with an existing dwellingend-agrieultural-buildings upon a
showing that:

(a) The proposed housing er-building-is necessary and accessory to a current agricultural use
and a showing that the operation is a commercial agricultural enterprise as determined by
MCC 38.2225 (A) (58) (¢).
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(b) The housing er-building-shall be seasonal unless it is shown that an additional full-time
dwelling is necessary for the current agricultural use. Seasonal use shall not exceed nine
months.

(c) The housing ex-building-shall be located to minimize the conversion of lands capable of
production of farm crops and livestock and shall not force a significant change in or
significantly increase the cost of accepted agricultural uses employed on nearby lands
devoted to agricultural use.

(510) Fruit stands and produce stands upon a showing that sales will be limited to agricultural
products raised on the property and other agriculture properties in the local region.

(611) Aquiculture.

(712) Temporary asphalt/batch plant operations related to public road projects, not to exceed six
months.

(813) Road and railroad construction and reconstruction.

(4015) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of
essential public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities,
roadways, driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an
emergency/disaster event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such
events with permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals
for such structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event.
Applicants are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting
requirements.
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Section 37, § 38.2230 is amended as follows:

38.2230 Conditional Uses

(A) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GGA, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and 38.6075A)7300.

(1) Fruit and produce stands, upon a showing that sales will be limited to agricultural products
raised on the subject farm and other farms in the local region.

(2) Wineries, in conjunction with on-site viticulture, upon a showing that processing and-sales-of
wine is from grapes grown on the subject farm or in the local region.

(34) Agricultural product processing and packaging, upon a showing that the processing will be
limited to products grown primarily on the subject farm and sized to the subject operation.

(45) Exploration, development and production of mineral and geothermal resources subject to
MCC 38.7035.

(56) Personal-use airstrips including associated accessory structures such as a hangar. A personal-
use airstrip is an airstrip restricted, except for aircraft emergencies, to use by the owner and on an
infrequent and occasional basis, by invited guests, and by commercial aviation activities in
connection with agricultural operations. No aircraft may be based on a personal use airstrip other
than those owned or controlled by the owner of the airstrip.

(67) Aquiculture.

(#8) Recreation development, subject to MCC 38.7080 and The Recreation Development Plan
(Management Plan, Part [Il, Chapter 1).

(89) Boarding of horses.

(910) Temporary portable asphalt/batch plants related to public road projects, not to exceed six
months.

(#011) Non-profit, environmental learning or research facilities.
(H12) Expansion of existing schools or places of worship.

(4213) Cluster Developments, pursuant to MCC 38.8056-(B)7360.
(#314) Structures associated with hunting and fishing operations.

(#415) Towers and fire stations for forest fire protection.
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(#516) On lands designated GGA~- 40, on a parcel which was legally created and existed prior to
November 17, 1986, a single-family dwelling not in conjunction with agricultural use upon a

demonstration that:
*® ¥ %

(c) The dwelling shall be set back from any abutting parcel designated GGA, as required in
MCC 38.0060, or any abutting parcel designated GGF, as required in MCC 38.00957315;

L IE I ]

itine r emergen -1,‘_.-:o.
Area, subject to compliance wit MCC 38.7350.

(1618) On parcels 40 acres or larger in GGA— 20 or 80 acres or larger in GGA- 40, a land
division creating parcels smaller than the designated minimum parcel size, subject to MCC

38.0050-(B)7360.
(+719) Life estates, pursuant to MCC 38.00707355.

(4820) Utility facilities and railroads necessary for public service upon a finding that:

* %k K

(¥921) Home occupations or cottage industries in existing residential or accessory structures,

subject to MCC 38.0050(C5)7330.

(2022) Bed and breakfast inns in single-family dwellings, subject to MCC 38.0050-d)7335 and

provided that the residence:
* %k Kk

(B) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GSA, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and 38.66757300.

* Kk

(5) Bublic Rrecreation, commercial recreation, interpretive and educational developments and
uses consistent with MCC 38.7085.

* ok %k

(7) Home occupations and cottage industries pursuant to MCC 38.800505)7330. The use or
development shall be compatible with agricultural use. Buffer zones should be considered to
protect agricultural practices from conflicting uses.

(8) Bed and breakfast inns in structures that are included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the
National Register of Historic Places approved under MCC 38.0050(D)7335. The use or
development shall be compatible with agricultural use. Buffer zones should be considered to
protect agricultural practices from conflicting uses.
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Fis heries an i re faciliti

11) Towers and fi i for forest fire pr ion

Section 38. § 38.2420 is amended as follows:

38.2420 Allowed Uses

Section 39. § 38.2423 is added as follows:

Section 40. § 38.2425 is amended as follows:

38.2425 Review Uses

The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GGRC, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and upon
findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been satisfied:

(A) A single-family dwelling on a legally created parcel.
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2) The height of any individual acce; ildin 1l no 24 fee

(€D) The temporary use of a mobile home in the case of a family hardship, pursuant to MCC 38.6040
B)7320.

(BE) Duplexes.

(EDE) New cultivation, subject to compliance with MCC 38.7045, 38.7055, 38.7060, 38.7065 and
38.7070. .

(EG) Land divisions, subject to MCC 38.2460.

(6H) Rural service commercial and tourist commercial uses limited to 5,000 square feet of floor area

per building or use.
* % ¥

(HD Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster event.
This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with permanent
structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such structures shall be
submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants are responsible for all
other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.
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Section 41. § 38.2430 is amended as follows:

38.2430 Conditional Uses

The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GGRC, pursuant to the provisions of
MCC 38.0045:

* % XK

(K) Travelers accommodations, bed and breakfast inns pursuant to MCC 38.0040-(E)7335.

(L) Home occupations or cottage industries in an existing residence or accessory structure, pursuant

to MCC 38.0040-33)7330.

Section 42. § 38.2620 is amended as follows:

38.2620 Allowed Uses

€A)-The foHoewing-uses listed in MCC 38.1005(B) are allowed on all lands designated GGO, GGO-GW,
GSQ and GSGO-SP without review:

Section 43. § 38.2623 is added as follows:
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Section 44. § 38.2625 is amended as follows:
38.2625 Review Uses
(A) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GGO, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and

upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(34) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.

(43) Removal of timber, rocks or other materials for purposes of public safety or placement of
structures for public safety.

lin justmen

(B) The following uses are allowed on land designated GGO-GW, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and
upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

ilr : ili 1111 and drelcncfalhe
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12) Continued operation of existing quarries, if they are determined to be

b e A D M P A Ay A

guidelines to protect scenic, cultural, natural, and recreation resources,

(C) The following uses are allowed on land designated GGO-SP, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and

upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(ED) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GSO, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B),
when consistent with an open space plan approved by the U.S. Forest Service and upon findings that
the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been satisfied:

(1) Changes in existing uses including reconstruction, replacement, and expansion of existing
structures and transportation facilities, except for commercial forest practices.
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(3) Low intensity recreation uses and developments including educational and interpretive
facilities, consistent with MCC 38.7085.

layed or deferred treatment 1d ha ide d or major adverse impacts to one
mor: h llowi sourc

1. Displacement of native and traditionally gathered plants;
2. Degradation of wildlife habitat and forage;

3. Degradation or loss of agricultural uses of land, such as cropland or livestock forage;

re i e

Section 45. § 38.2820 is amended as follows:

38.2820 Allowed Uses
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Section 46. §38.2823 is added as follows:

Section 47. § 38.2825 is amended as follows:

38.2825 Review Uses

(A) The following uses are allowed on all lands designated GG— PR pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B)
and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(1) The following uses may be allowed, subject to compliance with MCC 38. 00—75—(8)23 0, and
the standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085:

oOne single-family dwelling for each

parcel Iegally created prior to adoptlon of the Management Plan. Exceptions may be
considered only upon demonstration that more than one residence is necessary for
management of a public park.
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The hei ny indivi ilding shall not e 24 feet.

Agricultural struc t buildi in conjunction with agricultur e

within five years, subject to MCC 38.7340.

(ef) Utility transmission, transportation, communication and public works facilities.

(2) Land divisions, subject to compliance with MCC 38.0075-7300 (E) (3).
Pr line adj e i M

(34) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements

(B) The following uses are allowed on all lands designated GG— CR pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B)
and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(1) The following uses may be allowed, subject to compliance with MCC 38.60075-7300 (F) and
the standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085:
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oOne single-family dwelling for each lot or

(a) Residenees-and-accessory-structureslimited-te

parcel legally created prior to adoption of the Management Plan.

(2) Land divisions, subject to compliance with MCC 38.0675-7300 (E).

(3) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.
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(C) The following uses are allowed on all lands designated GS— PR pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B)
and upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied: '

(1) Forest uses and practices as allowed in MCC 38.2025 (B).except (B)(8) and (BX(9).

(2) Public trails, consistent with MCC 38.7085.

The height of individual ildi hall not e 24 fee

(45) Road and railroad construction and reconstruction.

(61) Agricultural uses as allowed in MCC 38.2225(B), except (B)(7) and B(8).

(#8) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.
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Section 48. § 38.2830 is amended as follows:

38.2830 Conditional Uses

(A) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GG— PR, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045, 38.0675-7300 (E) and 38.7080 (E) (1) and (3) through (7):

* % Xk

(B) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GG— CR, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045, 38.0075-7300 (E) and 38.7080 (E) (1) and (3) through (7):

* X %k

(C) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GS— PR, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and 38.7085:

* K %

(4) A-One single family residence on a parcel 40 contiguous acres or larger, when found to be
necessary for the management of:

(a) An agricultural use pursuant to MCC 38.2225 (B) (23);

* k&

(5) Home occupations and cottage industries, pursuant to MCC 38.00406P37330.

b, pZANR €A C1ODIX Lo O3 - by (A i d. €3

cti intenai r ion of r sed to man r harve mmercial

Fish heries an iculture facilitie

Towers and fir ions for forest fire pr i
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Section 49, § 38.3020 is amended as follows:

38.3020 Allowed Uses

Section 50. § 38.3023 is added as follows:
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Section 51, § 38.3025 is amended as follows:

38.3025 Review Uses

(A) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GGR, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and

upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(1) One single-family dwelling per legally created parcel.

(a) If the subject parcel is located adjacent to lands designated GGA or GGF, the use shall
comply with the buffer requirements of MCC 38.0060; and

(b) If the subject parcel is located is adjacent to lands designated GGF, the placement of a
dwelling shall also comply with the fire protection standards of MCC 38.60857305.

PWWMMMM&

U gt

Th ight ny indivi e ildi hall not e 4 feet.

(34) The temporary use of a mobile home in the case of a family hardship, subject to MCC
38.0040-(B)7329.

(43) Construction or reconstruction of roads.

(56) New cultivation, subject to compliance with MCC 38.7045, 38.7055, 38.7060, 38.7065 and
38.7070.

(62) Land divisions, pursuant to the provisions of MCC 38.0040 (A).

(78) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.
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11) Agricultural es, except buildings, in conjunction wi icultural use

(B) The following uses may be allowed on lands designated GSR, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and
upon findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been
satisfied:

(1) One single-family dwelling per legally created lot or consolidated parcel, subject to the
standards of MCC 38.60857305.

) C |. 4 h Arc G & l
process, or allowed in (3) below,

buildings,
b) The height of any individual acces ilding shall xceed 24 fe
(34) Road and railroad construction and reconstruction.

(45) Forest practices, pursuant to the provisions of MCC 38.2025 (B).

(36) Placement of Structures necessary for continued public safety, or the protection of essential
public services or protection of private or public existing structures, utility facilities, roadways,
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driveways, accessory uses and exterior improvements damaged during an emergency/disaster
event. This includes replacement of temporary structures erected during such events with
permanent structures performing an identical or related function. Land use proposals for such
structures shall be submitted within 12 months following an emergency/disaster event. Applicants
are responsible for all other applicable local, state and federal permitting requirements.

Section 52. § 38.3030 is amended as follows:
38.3030 Conditional Uses

(A) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GGR, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and MCC 38.8075-7300 (C):

(1) An accredited child care center on land designated GGR- 2.

* %k k

(43) Utility facilities and railroads.

(56) Fire stations.
(61) Recreation development, subject to the Recreation Intensity Classes of MCC 38.7080.

(#8) Community parks and playgrounds, consistent with the standards of the National Park and
Recreation Society regarding the need for such facilities.
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(892) On parcels 10 acres or larger designated GGR~ 5, or 20 acres or larger designated GGR— 10,
a land division creating new parcels smaller than the designated minimum parcel size, subject to

the provisions of MCC 38.00850-(B)7360.

(910) Home occupations and cottage industries pursuant to MCC 38.6050(C)7330.

(#611) Bed and breakfast inns in single family dwellings on lands designated GGR— 5 or GGR~
10, pursuant to 38.6050(D)7335.

Th hall comply with MC ) ith following exceptions:

1 e ay emplo unlimited number of ide em

mbined interior and exteri e hall not exce re feet

4 xterior may be a veran io, or other similar type of s re

(B) The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GSR, pursuant to the
provisions of MCC 38.0045 and 38.60%5-7300 (C):

LR
(4) Home occupations and cottage industries pursuant to MCC 38.0050-4€)7330.
(5) Bed and breakfast inns in structures that are included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the
National Register of Historic Places, pursuant to 38.0050-d3)733S5.

Section 53. §38.3220 is amended as follows:

38.3220 Allowed Uses

The uses listed in MCC 38,1005 foHlowing-uses-are allowed on all lands designated GGC without review:
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Section 54. § 38.3223 is added as follows:

Section 55. § 38.3225 is amended as follows:

38.3225 Review Uses

(A) A-One single-family dwelling on a legally created parcel, pursuant to MCC 38.0530 (B) and upon
findings that the NSA Site Review standards of MCC 38.7000 through 38.7085 have been satisfied.

* ok XK

2 eight of any individual acces ilding shall not exceed 24 fi
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Section 56. § 38.3230 is amended as follows:

38.3230 Conditional Uses

The following conditional uses may be allowed on lands designated GGC, pursuant to the provisions of
MCC 38.0045 and MCC 38.0075-(1)7300:

* % %

(E) Home occupations or cottage industries in an existing residence or accessory structure, pursuant

to MCC 38.0040-()7330.

Part 5- Special Districts
Section 57. § 38.4180 is amended as follows:

38.4180 Improvements
(A) Surfacing
(1) All areas used for parking, loading or maneuvering of vehicles shall be surfaced with gither
gravel or two inches of blacktop on a four inch crushed rock base or six inches of portland cement

or other material providing a durable and-dustless-surface capable of carrying a wheel load of
4,000 pounds.

* k%

Section 58. § 38.4190 is amended as follows:

38.4190 Signs

Signs, pursuant to the provisions of MCC 38-60850080.

Section 59. § 38.4315 is amended as follows:

38.4315 Development Plan and Program Contents

(A) The preliminary Development Plan and Program shall consist of plans, maps or diagrams drawn
in sufficient detail to indicate the nature of the plan elements and a written narrative descriptive of the

program elements.
L 2R J
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(2) Program Elements.
(a) A narrative statement of the goals and objectives of the planned development.

(b) Tables showing overall density of any proposed residential development and showing
density by dwelling types and intensity of any supporting commercial;-industrial-or-other

employment uses.
* % ¥
Section 60. § 38.4360 is amended as follows:

38.4360 Permitted Uses

In an-underlying-residentialthe GGRC district, the following uses may be permitted in a Planned

Development:
* % ¥k

Section 61. § 38.5500- is amended as follows:

38.5500- Purposes

The purposes of the Hillside Development and Erosion Control subd1stnct are to Mg&gﬁ
h o o

Qggg €S, ;g promote the pusafety and general welfare and minimize publ1c and pnvate
losses due to earth movement hazards in specified areas and minimize erosion and related environmental
damage in unincorporated Multnomah County. This subdistrict is intended to:

(A) Protect human life;

B serv ility of geologic featur

(BC) Protect property and structures;

(€D) Minimize expenditures for rescue and relief efforts associated with earth movement failures;

(BE) Control erosion, production and transport of sediment; and

(EF) Regulate land development actions including excavation and fills, drainage controls and protect
exposed soil surfaces from erosive forces.

Section 62. § 38.5510 is amended as follows:

38.5510 Exempt Land Uses and Activities

The following are exempt from the provisions of this Chapter:
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* k¥

(B) General Exemptions — All land-disturbing activities outlined below shall be undertaken in a
manner designed to minimize earth movement hazards, surface runoff, erosion, and sedimentation
and to safeguard life, limb, property, and the public welfare. A person performing such activities need

not apply for a permit pursuant to this subdistrict, if:
* % ¥

(3) The volume of soil or earth materials to be stored, in conjunction with the project, is 50 cubic

yards or less; and,
* ¥ %
Part 6 — Approval Criteria
Section 63. § 38.7000* is amended as follows:

38.7000* PART 6 - SITE-REVIEW;- VARIANCES; LAND-DIVISIONS —Site Review APPROVAL
CRITERIA

Section 64. § 38.7000- is amended as follows:

38.7000- Purposes

e-protects aﬂdw enhanceme;m_of the

scenic, natural cultura] and recreatlonal values of the Columbla Rlver Gorge Natlonal Scemc Area-and-te

Section 65. § 38.7015 is amended as follows:

38.7015 Application for NSA Site Review_and Conditional Use Review
An application for NSA Expedited Development Review, Site Review or Conditional Use Review shall

address the applicable criteria for approval, under MCC 38.7035 through 38.76967100.

Section 66. § 38.7020 is amended as follows:

38.7020 Required Findings

A decision on an application for NSA Expedited Development Review, Site Review or Conditional Use
Review shall be based upon findings of consistency with the criteria for approval specified in MCC

38.7035 through 38.7085-7100er-38-7090 as applicable.
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Section 67. § 38.7035 is amended as follows:

38.7035 GMA Scenic Review Criteria

The following scenic review standards shall apply to all Review and Conditional Uses in the General
Management Area of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area:

(A) All Review Uses and Conditional Uses:

(1) New buildings and roads shall be sited and designed to retain the existing topography and

WW%MM to the maximum extent practicable.

(3) New vehicular access points to the Scenic Travel Corridors shall be limited to the maximum
extent practicable, and access consolidation required where feasible.

(4) Projeet-applicantsProperty owners shall be responsible for the proper maintenance and

survival of any required vegetation.

(5) For all proposed development, the determination of compatibility with the landscape setting
shall be based on information submitted in the site plan.

(6) For all new production and/or development of mineral resources and expansion of existing
quarries, a reclamation plan is required to restore the site to a natural appearance which blends
with and emulates surrounding landforms to the maximum extent practicable.

* ¥k ¥k

reclamation requirements,
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e Planning Director may request technical assistance from state age
for proposed mining not within the state agency’s jurisdiction,

(B) All Review Uses and Conditional Uses topographically visible from Key Viewing Areas:

(1) Size;-height;shape oflectivi andscaping-siting-or-other-aspeets-oL proposed
aevelopment shall-be-evaluated-to-ensure-that-sueh-Each development isshall be visually
subordinate to its setting as seen from Key Viewing Areas.

(2) The extent and type of conditions applied to a proposed development or use to achieve the
scenic standardvisuel-suberdinanee-should shall be proportionate to its potential visual impacts as
seen from Key Viewing Areas. Primary-Decisi i i i i

factors influencing the-degree-of-potential visual impact includinge_but not limited to: the amount
of area of the building site exposed to Key Viewing Areas, the degree of existing vegetation
providing screening, the distance from the building site to the Key Viewing Areas it is visible
from, the number of Key Viewing Areas it is visible from, and the linear distance along the Key
Viewing Areas from which the building site is visible (for linear Key Viewing Areas, such as
roads). Written-reports-on-determination isual-suberdinance-and-final eonditionsof annra

le ts); n nd in

(3) Determination of potential visual effects and compliance with visual subordinance policies
shall include consideration of the cumulative effects of proposed developments.

addition to the site plan requiremnts in MCC 38.0045 (A) (2)-and-38-7035-AMS) formining
i tvities: applications for all buildings visible from key viewing areas shall

(5) For proposed mining and associated activities on lands visible from Key Viewing Areas, in
addition to submittal of plans and information pursuant to MCC 38.7035 (A) (56) and subsection
(4) above, project applicants shall submit perspective drawings of the proposed mining areas as
seen from applicable Key Viewing Areas.
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(6) New buildings-orreadsdevelopment shall be sited on portions of the subject property which

minimize visibility from Key Viewing Areas, unless the siting would place such development in a
buffer specified for protection of wetlands, riparian corridors, sensitive plants, sensitive wildlife
sites or conflict with the protection of cultural resources. In such situations, development shall
comply with this standard to the maximum extent practicable.

(89) Driveways and buildings shall be designed and sited to minimize gradingactivities-and
visibility of cut banks and fill slopes from Key Viewing Areas.

(810) The exterior of buildings on lands seen from Key Viewing Areas shall be composed of
nonreflective materials or materials with low reflectivity, unless the structure would be fully

screened from all Key Viewing Areas by existing topographic features._The Scenic Resources
1 k includes a li recom xterior rials. These

(+811) Exterior lighting shall be directed downward and sited, hooded and shielded such that it is
not highly visible from Key Viewing Areas. Shielding and hooding materials shall be composed
of non-reflective, opaque materials.

(++13) Additions to existing buildings smaller in total square area than the existing building may
be the same color as the existing building. Additions larger than the existing building shall be of
colors specified in the landscape setting for the subject property.

(4214) Rehabilitation of or modifications to existing significant historic structures shall be
exempted from visual subordinance requirements for lands seen from Key Viewing Areas. To be
eligible for such exemption, the structure must be included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the
National Register of Historic Places or be in the process of applying for a determination of
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significance pursuant to such regulations. Rehabilitation of or modifications to such historic
structures shall be consistent with National Park Service regulations for historic structures.

(#315) The silhouette of new buildings shall remain below the skyline of a bluff, cliff or ridge as
seen from Key Viewing Areas. Variances may be granted if application of this standard would
leave the owner without a reasonable economic use. The variance shall be the minimum
necessary to allow the use, and may be applied only after all reasonable efforts to modify the
design, building height, and site to comply with the standard have been made.

(4416) An alteration to a building built prior to November 17, 1986, which already protrudes
above the skyline of a bluff, cliff or ridge as seen from a Key Viewing Areas, may itself protrude
above the skyline if:

evelopments on =d GMA Forest shall meet buth sconic enidelines and the f
I irem f C 3

(4519) New main lines on lands visible from Key Viewing Areas for the transmission of
electricity, gas, oil, other fuels, or communications, except for connections to individual users or
small clusters of individual users, shall be built in existing transmission corridors unless it can be
demonstrated that use of existing corridors is not practicable. Such new lines shall be
underground as a first preference unless it can be demonstrated to be impracticable.
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(#620) New communication facilities (antennae, dishes, etc.) on lands visible from Key Viewing
Areas, which require an open and unobstructed site shall be built upon existing facilities unless it
can be demonstrated that use of existing facilities is not practicable.

(+#21) New communications facilities may protrude above a skyline visible from a Key Viewing

Area only upon demonstration that:
* %k ¥

(4822) Overpasses, safety and directional signs and other road and highway facilities may

protrude above a skyline visible from a Key Viewing Area only upon a demonstration that:
* ok K

(¥923) Except for water-dependent development and for water-related recreation development,
development shall be set back 100 feet from the ordinary high water mark of the Columbia River
below Bonneville Dam, and 100 feet from the normal pool elevation of the Columbia River above
Bonneville Dam, unless the setback would render a property unbuildable. In such cases, variances
to the setback may be authorized.

(2624) New buildings shall not be permitted on lands visible from Key Viewing Areas with
slopes in excess of 30 percent. A variance may be authorized if the property would be rendered
unbuildable through the application of this standard. In determining the slope, the average percent
slope of the proposed building site shall be utilized.

(Z423) All proposed structural development involving more than 100 cubic yards of grading on
sites visible from Key Viewing Areas i shall include
submittal of a grading plan. This plan shall be reviewed by the Planning Director for compliance
with Key Viewing Area policies. The grading plan shall include the following:

* K K

(2226) Expansion of existing quarries and new production and/or development of mineral
resources proposed on sites more than 3 miles from the nearest Key Viewing Areas from which it
is visible may be allowed upon a demonstration that:

(a) The site plan requirements for such proposals pursuant to this chapter have been met;

(b) The area to be mined and the area to be used for primary processing, equipment storage,
stockpiling, etc. associated with the use would be visually subordinate as seen from any Key
Viewing Areas; and

(c) A reclamation plan to restore the site to a natural appearance which blends with and
emulates surrounding landforms to the maximum extent practicable has been approved. Fhe

nlicahlhlia n " Wa 3o =77, 0 = - h
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state-ageney-jurisdietion—At minimum, a reclamation plans shall cmply with MCC 38.7035
(A) (5); and

* %k ¥k

(2327) Unless addressed by subsection (22) above, new production and/or development of
mineral resources may be allowed upon a demonstration that:

Page 84 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended

Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



* %k X

(c) A reclamation plan to restore the area to a natural appearance which blends with and
emulates surrounding landforms to the maximum extent practicable has been approved-by-the

a3 €3 0 d AN = o 2 )
a Sevesan PP

jurisdietion. At minimum, the reclamation plan shall comply with MCC 38.7035 A) (56).and
(0
(2428) An interim time period to achieve compliance with visual subordinance requirements for
expansion of existing quarries and development of new quarries located more than 3 miles from
the nearest visible Key Viewing Area shall be established prior to approval. The interim time

period shall be based on site-specific topographic and visual conditions, but shall not exceed 3
years beyond the date of approval.

o e

(2529) An interim time period to achieve compliance with full screening requirements for new
quarries located less than 3 miles from the nearest visible Key Viewing Area shall be established
prior to approval. The interim time period shall be based on site-specific topographic and visual
conditions, but shall not exceed 1 year beyond the date of approval. Quarrying activity occurring
prior to achieving compliance with full screening requirements shall be limited to activities
necessary to provide such screening (creation of berms, etc.).

(C) All Review Uses and Conditional Uses within the following landscape settings, regardless of
visibility from KVAs:

(1) Pastoral

(ba) Accessory structures, outbuildings and accessways shall be clustered together as much as
possible, particularly towards the edges of existing meadows, pastures and farm fields.

(eb) In portions of this setting visible from Key Viewing Areas, the following standards shall
be employed to achieve visual subordinance for new development and expansion of existing
development:

1. Except as is necessary for site development or safety purposes, the existing tree cover
screening the development from Key Viewing Areas shall be retained.

2. Vegetative landscaping shall, where feasible, retain the open character of existing
pastures and fields.
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3. At least half of any trees planted for scréening purposes shall be species native to the
setting or commonly found in the area. Such species include fruit trees, Douglas fir,
Lombardy poplar (usually in rows), Oregon white oak, bigleaf maple, and black locust

(prlmarlly in the eastern Gorge) ww

4. At least one-quarter of any trees planted for screening shall be coniferous for winter
screening.

(dc) Compatible recreation uses include resource-based recreation uses of a very low or low-
intensity nature, occurring infrequently in the landscape.

(2) Coniferous Woodland

(ba) Structure height shall remain below the forest canopy level.

(eb) In portions of this setting visible from Key Viewing Areas, the following standards shall
be employed to achieve visual subordinance for new development and expansion of existing
development:

1. Except as is necessary for construction of access roads, building pads, leach fields, etc.,
the existing tree cover screening the development from Key Viewing Areas shall be
retained.

2. At least half of any trees planted for screening purposes shall be species native to the
setting. Such species include: Douglas fir, grand fir, western red cedar, western hemlock,
bigleaf maple, red alder, ponderosa pme and Oregon white oak, and various native

willows (for riparian areas)._The Scenic Resources Implementation Handbook includes
recommended minimum sizes.

3. At least half of any trees planted for screening purposes shall be coniferous to provide
winter screening.

(de) Compatible recreation uses include resource-based recreation uses of varying intensities.
Typically, outdoor recreation uses should be low-intensity, and include trails, small picnic
areas and scenic viewpoints. Some more intensive recreation uses, such as campgrounds, may
occur. They should be scattered, interspersed with large areas of undeveloped land and low-

intensity uses.

Page 86 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



(3) Rural Residential

(ba) Existing tree cover shall be retained as much as possible, except as is necessary for site
development, safety purposes, or as part of forest management practices.

(eb) In portions of this setting visible from Key Viewing Areas, the following standards shall
be employed to achieve visual subordinance for new development and expansion of existing
development:

* %k %k

(de) Compatible recreation uses include should be limited to small community park facilities,
but occasional low-intensity resource-based recreation uses (such as small scenic overlooks)
may be allowed.

* %k K

(5) Residential

(ba) In portions of this setting visible from Key Viewing Areas, the following standards shall
be employed to achieve visual subordinance for new development and expansion of existing

development:
* ¥ %

(eb) Compatible recreation uses are limited to community park facilities.

(6) Village
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(de) New development proposals and expansion of existing development shall be encouraged
to follow planned unit development approaches, featuring consolidated access, commonly-
shared landscaped open areas, etc.

(ef) New commercial, institutional or multi-family residential uses fronting a Scenic Travel
- Corridor shall comply with the following landscape requirements:

® X R

(#fg) The use of building materials reinforcing the Village Setting’s character, such as wood,
logs or stone, and reflective of community desires, should be encouraged.

(gh) Architectural styles characteristic of the area (such as 1% story dormer roof styles in
Corbett), and reflective of community desires, should be encouraged. Entry signs should be
consistent with such architectural styles.

(hi) Design features which create a "pedestrian friendly" atmosphere, such as large shop
windows on the ground floor of commercial buildings, porches along ground floors with
street frontage, etc. should be encouraged.

(i1) Pedestrian walkways and bicycle paths should be encouraged and integrated into new
developments wherever feasible.

(7k) Where feasible, existing tree cover of species native to the region or commonly found in
the area shall be retained when designing new development or expanding existing
development.

(k]) Compatible recreation uses may include community parks serving the recreation needs of
local residents, and varying intensities of other recreation uses.

(7) River Bottomlands

(ba) In portions of this setting visible from Key Viewing Areas, the following standards shall
be employed to achieve visual subordinance for new development and expansion of existing
development:

* %k XK

(eb) Compatible recreation uses depend on the degree of natural resource sensitivity of a
particular site. In the most critically sensitive River Bottomlands, very low-intensity uses

which do not impair wetlands or special habitat requirements may be compatible.
% %k %k
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(D) All Review Uses and Conditional Uses within scenic travel corridors:
* %k %

(6) New production and/or development of mineral resources proposed within one-quarter mile of
the edge of pavement of a Scenic Travel Corridor may be allowed upon a demonstration that full
visual screening of the site from the Scenic Travel Corridor can be achieved by use of existing
topographic features or existing vegetation designed to be retained through the planned duration
of the proposed project. An exception to this may be granted if planting of new vegetation in the
vicinity of the access road to the mining area would achieve full screening. If existing vegetation
is partly or fully employed to achieve visual screening, over 75 percent of the tree canopy area
shall be coniferous species providing adequate winter screening. Mining and associated primary
processing of mineral resources is prohibited within 100 feet of a Scenic Travel Corridor, as
measured from the edge of pavement, except for access roads. Compliance with full screening
requirements shall be achieved within time frames specified in MCC 38.7035 (B) (2428).

(7) Expansion of existing quarries may be allowed pursuant to MCC 38.7035 (B) (2823).
Compliance with visual subordinance requirements shall be achieved within time frames
specified in MCC 38.7035 (B) (2327).

Section 68. § 38.7040 is amended as follows:

38.7040 SMA Scenic Review Criteria

The following scenic review standards shall apply to all Review and Conditional Uses in the Special
Management Area of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area with the exception of rehabilitation
or modification of historic structures eligible or on the National Register of Historic Places when such
modification is in compliance with the national register of historic places guidelines:

(A) All Review Uses and Conditional Uses visi
evel nt on site hi

egree of visibili m K iewing Ar

Residential ' esidenti VISUALLY SUBORDINATE
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(+2) Proposed developments shall not protrude above the line of a bluff, cliff, or skyline as seen
from Key Viewing Areas.

(48) Structure height shall remain below the average tree canopy height of the natural vegetation
adjacent to the structure, except if it has been demonstrated that compliance with this standard is
not feasible considering the function of the structure.

wherever possible.

Page 91 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



i ,, V' ie shllb rke h- y founa heeciﬁc' 0 .. -
ing la & spe i b h e i

(612) Any exterior lighting shall be sited, limited in intensity, shielded or hooded in a manner that
prevents lights from being highly visible from Key Viewing Areas and from noticeably
contrasting with the surrounding landscape setting except for road lighting necessary for safety
purposes.

(213) Seasonal lighting displays shall be permitted on a temporary basis, not to exceed three
months duration.

(1) Gorge Walls, and Canyonlands and Wildlands: New developments and land uses shall retain
the overall visual character of the natural appearing landscape.
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(ba) Structures, including signs, shall have a rustic appearance, use non-reflective materials,
and have low contrast with the surrounding landscape and be of a Cascadian architectural
style.

(eb) Temporary roads sust-shall be promptly closed and revegetated.

(dg) New utilities must-shall be below ground surface, where feasible.

(ed) Use of plant species non-native to the Columbia River Gorge shall not be allowed.

(2) Coniferous Woodlands and Oak-Pine Woodland: Woodland areas shall retain the overall
appearance of a woodland landscape. New developments and land uses shall retain the overall
visual character of the natural appearance of the Coniferous and Oak/Pine Woodland landscape.

(ea) Buildings in the eeniferous-Coniferous Woodland landscape setting shall be encouraged
to have a vertical overall appearance and a horizontal overall appearance in the Oak-Pine
Woodland landscape setting.

(db) Use of plant species native to the landscape setting shall be encouraged. Where non-
native plants are used, they shall have native appearing characteristics.

(3) River Bottomlands: River bottomland shall retain the overall visual chafacter of a floodplain
and associated islands.

(ba) Buildings should have an overall horizontal appearance in areas with little tree cover.
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(eb) Use of plant species native to the landscape setting shall be encouraged. Where non-
native plants are used, they shall have native appearing characteristics.

€b)-The use of plant species common to the landscape setting shall be encouraged. The use of
plant species in rows as commonly found in the landscape setting is encouraged.

(ba) At Latourell Falls, new buildings shall have an appearance consistent with the
predominant historical architectural style.

(eb) Use of plant species native to the landscape setting shall be encouraged. Where non-
native plants are used, they shall have native appearing characteristics.

SMA Requirements for KVA Foregroun n icR

D Alln lopments and lan immediatel jacen Histori | ia River

0of 38.7040 d itc ¢ redesi or who ocated to meet the
scenic standard.
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Section 69. § 38.7050 is amended as follows:

38.7050 SMA Cultural Resource Review Criteria

(A) The cultural resource review criteria shall be deemed satisfied, except MCC 38.7050 (H), if the
U.S, Forest Service or Planning Director does not require a cultural resource survey and no comment
is received during the comment period provided in MCC 38.7025 (B).

* %k %k
(F) The LS, Forest Service will provide for doing (1) through (5) of subsection (G) below for forest
practices and National Forest system lands.

(G) If the 1S, Forest Service or Planning Director determines that a cultural resource survey is
required for a new development or land use on all Federal lands, federally assisted projects and forest
practices, it shall consist of the following:

(1) Literature Review and Consultation
(2) An assessment of the presence of any cultural resources, listed on the National Register of
Historic Places at the national, state or county level, on or within the area of potential direct

and indirect impacts.

(b) A search of state and county government, National Scenic Area/lJ,S. Forest Service and
any other pertinent inventories, such as archives and photographs, to identify cultural
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resources, including consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and
tribal governments.

(c) Consultation with cultural resource professionals knowledgeable about the area.

(d) If the UL.S. Forest Service determines that there no recorded or known cultural resource,
after consultation with the tribal governments on or within the immediate vicinity of a new
development or land use, the cultural resource review shall be complete.

(e) If the U.S. Forest Service determines that there is the presence of a recorded or known
cultural resources, including those reported in consultation with the tribal governments on or
within the immediate vicinity of a new development or land use, a field inventory by a
cultural resource professional shall be required.

(2) Field Inventory

(e) The field inventory report shall be presented to the U.S, Forest Service for review.
* % %

(3) Evaluations of Significance
% % %k

(d) Recommendations for eligibility of individual cultural resources under National Register
Criteria A through D (36 CFR 60.4) shall be completed for each identified resource. The U.,S.

Forest Service shall review evaluations for adequacy.
* % %

(f) If the U.S. Forest Service determines that the inventoried cultural resources are not

significant, the cultural resource review shall be complete.
* X ¥

(4) Assessment of Effect

(a) For each significant (i.e., National Register eligible) cultural resource inventoried within
the area of the proposed development or change in use, assessments of effect shall be
completed, using the criteria outlined in 36 CFR 800.9 4ssessing Effects. Evidence of
consultation with tribal governments and individuals with knowledge of the cultural resources
of the project area shall be included for subsections (b) through (d) below. The U.S, Forest

Service shall review each determination for adequacy and appropriate action.
’ * %k X

(5) Mitigation

* k%

(c) The U.S, Forest Service shall review all mitigation proposals for adequacy.
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(H) Discovery During Construction

All authorizations for new developments or land uses shall be conditioned to require the immediate
notification of the Planning Director in the event of the inadvertent discovery of cultural resources

during construction or development.
* % ok

(2) If the discovered material is suspected to be human bone or a burial, the following procedure
shall be used:

(a) Stop all work in the vicinity of the discovery.
(b) The applicant shall immediately notify the U.S, Forest Service, the applicant’s cultural

resource professional, the State Medical Examiner, and appropriate law enforcement
agencies.

(c) The U.S. Forest Service shall notify the tribal governments if the discovery is determined

to be an Indian burial or a cultural resource.

(d) A cultural resource professional shall evaluate the potential signiﬁéance of the discovery
pursuant to MCC 38.7050 (G) (3) and report the results to the U.S, Forest Service which shall
have 30 days to comment on the report.

(3) If the .S, Forest Service determines that the cultural resource is not significant or does not
respond within the 30 day response period, the cultural resource review process shall be complete
and work may continue.

(4) If the U.S. Forest Service determines that the cultural resource is significant, the cultural

resource professional shall recommend measures to protect and/or recover the resource pursuant
to MCC 38.7050 (G) (4) and (5)

Section 70. § 38.7055 is amended as follows:

38.7055 GMA Wetland Review Criteria

(A) The wetland review criteria shall be deemed satisfied if:
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(B) If the project site is within a recognized wetland or wetland buffer zone, the applicant shall be

responsible for determining the exact location of the wetland boundary Wetlands boundarles shall be
delmeated usmg the procedures specnﬁed in the*edera o1t ;

subsequeﬂt—ameﬂdmem__ of Engineer. etad ineatio, aual
gTa echnical Rep 87-1, on-line edition, updated J arch

(C) The following uses may be allowed in wetlands and wetland buffer zones when approved

pursuant to the provisions of MCC 38.0045, MCC 38.7055 (E), and reviewed under the applicable
provisions of MCC 38.7035 through 38.7085:

* & %k

(D) Uses not listed in MCC 38.7055 (A) and (C) may be allowed in wetlands and wetlands buffer

zones, when approved pursuant to MCC 38.7055 (F) and reviewed under the applicable provisions of
MCC 38.7035 through 38.7085.
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(F) Applications for all other Review and Conditional Uses in wetlands shall be processed pursuant to
the provisions of MCC 38.0045 and shall demonstrate that:

(1) The proposed use is water-dependent, or is not water-dependent but has no practicable

.alternative considering all of the following:
¥ %k %k

(c) Reasonable attempts have been made to remove or accommodate constraints that caused a
project applicant to reject alternatives to the use as proposed. Such constraints include
inadequate infrastructure, parcel size, and zene-land use designations. If a land use
designation or recreation intensity class is a constraint, an applicant must request a
Management Plan revision pursuant to MCC 38.6740-0100 to demonstrate that practicable

alternatives do not exist.
% %k %k

Section 71. § 38.7060 is amended as follows:

38.7060 GMA Stream, Lake and Riparian Area Review Criteria
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(BA) The following uses may be allowed in streams, ponds, lakes and riparian areas when approved
pursuant to the provisions of MCC 38.0045, MCC 38.7060 (BC), and reviewed under the applicable
provisions of MCC 38.7035 through 38.7085:

% %k %k

(E6B) Uses not listed in MCC 38.7060 (A) and-B)-may be allowed in streams, ponds, lakes, and
riparian areas, when approved pursuant to MCC 38.7060 (ED) and reviewed under the applicable
provisions of MCC 38.7035 through 38.7085.

(BCO) Applications for modifications to serviceable structures and minor water-dependent and water-

related structures in aquatic and riparian areas shall demonstrate that:
%* % ¥

(ED) Applications for all other Review and Conditional Uses in wetlands shall be processed pursuant
to the provisions of MCC 38.0045 and shall demonstrate that:
% %k %k
(3) Measures have been applied to ensure that the proposed use results in minimum feasible
impacts to water quality, natural drainage, and fish and wildlife habitat of the affected stream,
pond, lake, and/or buffer zone.

As a minimum, the following mitigation measures shall be considered when new uses are
proposed in streams, ponds, lakes, and buffer zones:

(a) Construction shall occur during periods when fish and wildlife are least sensitive to
disturbance. Work in streams, ponds, and lakes shall be conducted during the periods
specified in Oregon Guidelines for Timing of In-Water Work to Protect Fish and Wildlife
Resources (Oregon Department of F 1sh and Wildlife, 4986_QQQ) unless g_t_hgm ise

(EE) Stream, Pond, and Lake Buffer Zones
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(GF) Rehabilitation and Enhancement Plans

Rehabilitation and enhancement plans shall be prepared when a project applicant is required to

rehabilitate or enhance a stream, pond, lake and/or buffer area and shall satisfy the following:
* *k ¥

(5) A statement indicating sufficient fiscal, administrative, and technical competence to

successfully execute and monitor the-a rehabilitation and enhancement plan.

Section 72. § 38.7065 is amended as follows:
38.7065 GMA Wildlife Review Criteria

Wildlife Habitat Site Review shall be required for any project within 1,000 feet of sensitive wildlife areas

and sensitive wildlife sites (i.e., sites used by sensitive wildlife species).
X Kk ¥k

(BA) Field Survey

A field survey to identify sensitive wildlife areas or sites shall be required for:

* & %k
(5) Communications, water and sewer, and natural gas transmission (as opposed to distribution)
lines, pipes, equipment, and appurtenances_and other project rel ivities, ex: hen all of
heir impacts will oceur inside previous isturbed road, railroad, or utility corridors, or existing
1 ili re i nnuall
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Field surveys shall cover all areas affected by the proposed use or recreation facility. They shall be
conducted by a professional wildlife biologist hired by the project applicant. All sensitive wildlife
areas and sites discovered in a project area shall be described and shown on the site plan map.

(EB) Uses notlisted-inr- MGCG38-7065-(A)-may be allowed within 1,000 feet of a sensitive wildlife
area or site, when approved pursuant to MCC 38.7065 (BC) and reviewed under the applicable

provnslons of MCC 38.7035 through 38.7085._The approximate lgcgtggg§ gi sensitive wildlife areas

nd si hown on m rovid h he Gor: mmlln ildlife

(BC) Uses that are proposed within 1,000 feet of a sensitive wildlife area or site shall be reviewed as

follows:
* %k %

(4) If the Planning Director, in consultation with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife,
determines that the proposed use would have only minor effects on the w1|dhfe area or site that
could be eliminated ¢ :
by simply modifying the site plan or regulatmg the timing of new uses, a letter shall be sent to the
applicant that describes the effects and measures needed to eliminate them. If the project
applicant accepts these recommendations, the Planning Director will incorporate them into the
site review order and the wildlife protection process may conclude.

* %k %
(ED) Wildlife Management Plans
* %k %
(EE) New fences in deer and elk winter range
* k %

Section 73. § 38.7070 is amended as follows:

38.7070 GMA Rare Plant Review Criteria

Rare Plant Site Review shall be required for any project within 1,000 feet of endemic plants and sensitive
plant species.
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(BA) Field Survey

A field survey to identify sensitive plants shall be required for:

* ¥k ¥

(5) Communications, water and sewer, and natural gas transmission (as opposed to distribution)

hnes, p1pes, equtpment and appurtenances gnd gthg; Qrole_g_t glageg acti _g;ggg, except g en all

previously disturbed road
it' lo dun ite h ini n ll

Field surveys shall cover all areas affected by the proposed use or recreation facility. They shall be
conducted by a person with recognized expertise in botany or plant ecology hired by the project
applicant. Field surveys shall identify the precise location of the sensitive plants and delineate a 200
foot buffer area. The results of a field survey shall be shown on the site plan map.

(€B) Uses nottisted-in-MEGC-38-7070-(A)-may be allowed within 1,000 feet of a sensitive plant when

approved pursuant to MCC 38.0045, 38. 7070 (BQ), and revtewed under the apphcable provisions of
MCC 38 7035 through 38. 7085 The apr ] 15 of maps

(BC) Uses that are proposed within 1,000 feet of a sensitive plant shall be reviewed as follows:

* % %k

(3) New uses shall be prohibited within sensitive plant species buffer areas-execept-those-listed-in
MCcE38-7670-(A).

(4) If a proposed use must be allowed within a sensitive plant buffer area in accordance with
formal variance practices, the project applicant shall prepare a protection and rehabilitation plan
pursuant to MCC 38.7070 (ED).

* %k %
(ED) Protection and Rehabilitation Plans
* Kk %k
(EE) Sensitive Plant Buffer Areas
* ¥ %
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Section 74. § 38.7075 is amended as follows:

38.7075 SMA Natural Resource Review Criteria

All new developments and land uses shall be evaluated __s;_nglwmw ensure that t:he

natural resources en-a

tln m, lake n n s defined_ in MCC 38.7075 (2 nd (2

gghgg-of-gaxshg]! g gg_g_emg;gd @ “ the ggtlgndg g !g gggnggigglgngg upon o
demonstration of all of the following:

jacent to the right-of-w.

he idth 11 be in ed for the foll
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ildlife habitat b
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Historic, curren ro uses in the vicinity of th iti ildli lant area or site

5) In areas of winter range, habitat components, such as forage, and thermal cover, important to
the viability of the wildlife must be maintained or, if impacts are to occur, enhancement must

iti im to maintai €r. €s a ncti f winter range

he "Oregon ines for Timing o

Lhe site plan is consistent with th ] Limj ater \
Protect Fish and Wildlife Resources" (Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 2000),
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il ivity shall ing the followi idelin
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ive plant ies that replicat theo ] atio mmuni

enc rmine ht h titution is justified

extent practicable, R, € t is used here to mean the blishment o lclarln

6 nstructural controls and natural processes shall d to te tent practicable

storation of fisl shoul r rever ible
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Section 75. § 38.7085 is amended as follows:

38.7085 SMA Recreation Resource Review Criteria

(A) The following shall apply to all new developments and land uses:

* % *

(7) The Planning Director may grant a variance of up to 10 percent to the standards of Recreation
Intensity Class 4 for parking and campground units upon demonstration that:

* % k
(d) The proposed use is consistent with the goals, objectives, and policies in this-chapterthe
nagement L, Chapter 4.
* % *k

(g) Mass transportatlon has been con51dered and w&mm

(98) New interpretive or education programs and/or facilities shall follow recommendations of the
Interpretive Strategy for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

(#89) Proposals to change the Recreation Intensity Class of an area to a different class shall require a
Plan Amendment pursuant to MCC 38.0100.

(#+10) A demonstration that the proposed project or use will not generate traffic, either by type or
volume, which would adversely affect the Historic Columbia River Highway, shall be required prior
to approval.

(B) SMA Recreatlon Inten51ty Class Standards ecreation | ity classes are desi to protect

(3) Intensity Class 3

Emphasis is on facilities with design themes emphasizing the natural qualities of the area.

Developments are complementary to the natural landscape, yet can accommodate moderate numbers
of people.

* ¥ %k

gc) Agcgmm ion of f@c htles for mggs transg_‘g_rt_a_tl_gn (l_zus Q_arkm g, etc.) shall be reg!yred for

(ed) All uses permitted in Classes 1 and 2 are permitted in Class 3. The following uses may also
be permitted:
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* ¥ ¥

(4) Intensity Class 4

Emphasis is for providing roaded natural, rural, and suburban recreation opportunities with a high
level of social interaction.

(a) Permitted uses are those in which people can participate in activities to realize experiences
such as socialization, cultural and natural history appreciation, and physical activity.

(b) The maximum design capacity shall not exceed 1000 people at one time on the site. The
maximum deSIgn capacnty for parkmg areas shall be 200 vehlcles | Qg GMA gghlglg capaci gx
of 250 ha .

rn Ir our re I f l 20 er ‘ ie

Accomm d 1 noff iliti s for mass transportation (b kin hall be required for

(ed) All uses permitted in Classes 1, 2, and 3 are permitted in Class 4.

Section 76. § 38.7090 is amended as follows:

38.7090 Responses to an Emergency/Disaster Event

Responses to an emergency/disaster event are allowed in all zoning districts within the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area when in compliance with the following standards:

(A) General standards for all response activities.

* %k ¥

(2) Structures or development installed or erected for a temporary use (e.g. sandbags, check dams,
plastic sheeting, chain link fences, debris walls, etc.) shall be removed within one year following
an emergency event. If it can be demonstrated that the continued use of these devices is necessary
to protect life, property, public services or the environment, an extension of no more than two
years may be granted by the Planning Director, or the U.S. Forest Service for federal agency

actions.
* %k %

(B) Notification Requirements

(1) Actions taken in response to an emergency/disaster event, as defined in MCC 38.0015, are
allowed in all GMA and SMA land use designations, subject to the following notification

requirements.
* % ¥

(c) Notification shall be furnished to the Planning Director, or the U.S. Forest Service for

federal agency actions.
X 3k %
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(2) Upon notification of an emergency/disaster response action, the Planning Director or the U.S,

Forest Service shall, as soon as possible:
® ¥ &k

(c) Notify the U.S, Forest Service (except when the UL.S. Forest Service is the notifying

agency), State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO), and the Tribal governments of all

emergency/disaster response activities. The U.S, Forest Service will review their cultural

resource inventory data and notify the contact person for the emergency/disaster response

action as soon as possible of all inventoried cultural resource sites, or their buffers, that are
. within, or adjacent to, emergency/disaster response areas.

(3) Upon notification of a response action, the 11.S, Forest Service shall, as soon as possible, offer
the services of a resource advisor to the agency(ies) conducting the response action. The resource
advisor will provide on-site advice to minimize impacts to resources from emergency/disaster
response actions.

(C) Post-Emergency/Disaster Response Site Review Application Requirements

(1) Within 30 days following notification, a post-emergency/disaster response application shall be
submitted by the party conducting the response action to the Planning Director, or U.S. Forest
Service for federal agency actions. In the case of an event with multiple responding parties, the
agency providing initial notification as required herein shall submit the application. An exception
to this may occur if another responding party, by mutual agreement with the other respondents,
elects to submit the application. Requests to extend this submittal deadline may be made in
writing and shall include the reason why an extension is necessary. Extensions shall not exceed
30 days in duration and no more than two (2) extensions shall be granted.

(2) Post-emergency/disaster response applications shall only address development activities
conducted during an emergency/disaster response. Applications shall specify if development
placed during an emergency/disaster event is permanent or temporary. The terms “development
activities” and “development™ include the disposal of any soil materials associated with an
emergency/disaster response action. Applicants shall be responsible for operations under their
control and that of other responders, upon mutual agreement. Responders not agreeing to have
another responder address their actions shall be responsible to submit an application for those
actions.

* %k ¥k

(E) Post-Emergency/Disaster Response Site Review Approval Criteria

Actions taken in all land use designations that are in response to an emergency/disaster event shall be
reviewed for compliance with the following standards:

(1) Scenic Resources
* %k %

(f) In_the General Management Area, Sspoil materials associated with grading, excavation
and slide debris removal activities in relation to an emergency/disaster response action, shall
mply with the following standards:
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1. The spoil materials shall either be:

a. Removed from the NSA or

b. dDeposited at a site within the NSA where such deposition is, or can be, allowed,
or

2-¢, Contoured, to the greatest extent practicable, to retain the natural topography, or
a topography which emulates that of the surrounding landscape.

3. All grading (i.e. contouri be completed within 30 days after the spoils

Page 122 of 148 — Ordinance Amending MCC Chapter 38, Adopting new Rural Area Plan Policy, Amended
Policy 41 of Comprehensive Framework Plan and Amending County Zoning Maps



(2) Cultural Resources and Treaty Rights

(a) To the greatest extent practicable, emergency/disaster response actions shall not adversely
affect cultural resources. Emergency/disaster response actions shall not affect Tribal treaty
rights.

(b) The U,S.BA Forest Service shall determine if a reconnaissance survey or historic survey
is necessary within three days after receiving notice that a post-emergency land use
application has been received by the Planning Director.

1. Reconnaissance surveys shall be conducted by the U,SBA Forest Service and comply
with the standards of MCC 38.7045 (D) (1).and (D)2)(c).

* k¥

(d) When written comments are submitted in compliance with (C)(2) above, the project
applicant shall offer to meet within five calendar days with the interested persons. The five
day consultation period may be extended upon agreement between the project applicant and
the interested persons. A report shall be prepared by the Planning Director following the
consultation meeting. Consultation meetings and reports shall comply with the standards of

MCC 38.7045 (C) (1) and (2) and 38.0110(A)1) and (2).

() If cultural resources are discovered within the area disturbed by emergency response
actions, the project applicant shall have a qualified professional conduct a survey to gather
enough information to evaluate the significance of the cultural resources and what effects the
action had on such resources. The survey and evaluation shall be documented in a report that
follows the standards of MCC 38.7045 (D) (2)(c) and, (F)-aad-(G).

(f) A mitigation plan shall be prepared by the project applicant if the affected cultural
resources are significant. The mitigation plan shall be prepared according to the information,
consultation, and report standards of MCC 38.7045 (J)-aad-d).

* ¥ ¥

(3) Natural Resources
* % %

(b) Buffer zones for wetlands, streams, ponds, riparian areas, sensitive wildlife sites or areas,
and sites containing rare plants, shall be the same as those established in MCC .7060(F).

1. Wetlands, Streams, Ponds, Lakes, Riparian Areas
* k *

e. Unless addressed through d. above, mitigation and restoration efforts shall be
delineated in a Rehabilitation Plan. Rehabilitation Plans shall satisfy the standards of
MCC .7060(6E)(1) and (2). Rehabilitation Plans shall also satisfy the following:

* % %

2. Wildlife Habitat
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b. Site plans for emergency/disaster response sites shall be submitted by the Planning
Director to the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife for review as required by
MCC 38.7065 (BC) (1) and (2). The department shall respond within 15 days of the
date the application is mailed.

* %k *k

d. If the Planning Director, in consultation with the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife, determines that the emergency/disaster response activities had minor effects
on the wildlife area or site that could be eliminated with simple modifications, a letter
shall be sent to the project applicant that describes the effects and measures that need
to be taken to eliminate them. The state wildlife biologist, or a U.S. Forest Service
natural resource advisor (as available) in consultation with the state wildlife biologist,
shall visit the site in order to make this determination. If the project applicant accepts
these recommendations, the Planning Director shall incorporate them into the Site
Review decision and the wildlife protection process may conclude.

e. If the Planning Director, in consultation with the Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife, determines that the emergency/disaster response activities had adverse
effects on a sensitive wildlife area or site, the project applicant shall prepare a
Wildlife Management Plan. Wildlife Management Plans shall satisfy the standards of
MCC .7065(ED). Upon completion of the Wildlife Management Plan, the Planning
Director shall:

* %k %k

3. Deer and Elk Winter Range

Any fencing permanently erected within deer and elk winter range, as a result of an
emergency/disaster response, shall satisfy the standards of MCC 38.7065 (EE).

4., Rare Plants

* %k %k

e. If emergency/disaster response activities occurred within a rare plant buffer zone
that had adverse affects on rare plants or their buffer zone, the project applicant shall
prepare a protection and rehabilitation plan, that meets the standards of MCC
38.7070 (ED).

* %k ¥

Section 77. § 38.7100 is added as follows:
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(1) Scenic
(a) In the General Management Area, the scenic resource protection provisions MCC 38,7100
C ".“ _l.,a d s ]

C U woulid

(2) Cultural
expedited deve ent revie ocess shall only be used to review d
development that does not require a reconnaissance survey or historic survey, The Cultural
Resources R 2iSS3 e iteria i A 2). and all be use

0 rmine i econnaissance istori ey is required for 3 pr
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1. Th elopmen ets one_of the following:

nown sensiti lnt or

r
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2) the pro d development would not compromi he me f the wildlife
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Part 7 — Special Uses

Section 78. § 38.7300* is added as follows:

38.7300* PART 7 -~ SPECIAL USES — Approval Criteria and Submittal Requirements

Section 79. § 38.007S is renumbered and amended as follows:

38.0075-7300 Appreval-Criteria-ForReview and Conditional Uses
(A) Agriculture

(1) The use is compatible with agricultural uses and would not force a change in or significantly
increase the cost of accepted agricultural practices on nearby lands devoted to agricultural use;
and

(2) The use will be sited to minimize the loss of land suitable for the production of crops or
livestock..

(B) Forestry

(1) The owners of land designated GGF or GGA within 500 feet of the perimeter of the subject
parcel have been notified of the land use application and have been given at least 10 days to
comment prior to a final decision;

(2) The use will not interfere seriously with accepted forest or agricultural practices on nearby
lands devoted to resource use;

(3) The use will be sited in such a way as to minimize the loss of forest or agricultural land and to
minimize the chance of interference with accepted forest or agricultural practices on nearby
lands; and

(4) The use will not significantly increase fire hazard, fire suppression costs or risks to fire
suppression personnel and will comply with MCC 38.0085.

(C) Residential

(1) The proposed use would be compatible with the surrounding area. Review of compatibility
shall include impacts associated with the visual character of the area, traffic generation, effects of
noise, dust and odors.

(2) The proposed use will not require public services other than those existing or approved for the
area,

(3) If the subject parcel is located within 500 feet of lands designated GGA or GGF, new
buildings associated with the proposed use shall comply with MCC 38.0060.
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(4) If the subject parcel is located within 500 feet of lands designated GGF, new buildings
associated with the proposed use shall comply with MCC 38.0085.
\

(D) Commercial
(1) The proposal is limited to 5,000 square feet of floor area per building or use; and

(2) The proposed use would be compatible with the surrounding areas including review for
impacts associated with the visual character of the area, traffic generation and the effects of noise,
dust and odors.

(E) Non-Recreation Uses in GG~ PR

(1) The proposed use will not interfere with existing or approved public recreation uses on the
subject property or adjacent lands. Mitigation measures to comply with this criterion may include
onsite buffers, seasonal or temporary closures during peak recreation use periods, efc.

(2) The proposed use will not permanently commit the majority of the site to a non-recreational
use. Careful siting and design of structure and other improvements may be utilized to comply
with this criterion.

(3) Land divisions may be allowed upon a demonstration that the proposed land division is
necessary to facilitate, enhance or otherwise improve recreational uses on the site.

(F) Non-Recreation Uses in GG— CR
(1) The proposed use will not interfere with existing or approved commercial recreation uses on
the subject property or adjacent lands. Mitigation measures to comply with this criterion may
include onsite buffers, seasonal or temporary closures during peak recreation use periods, ezc.
(2) The proposed use will not permanently commit the majority of the site to a non-recreational
use. Careful siting and design of structure and other improvements may be utilized to comply

with this criterion.

(3) Land divisions may be allowed upon a demonstration that the proposed land division is
necessary to facilitate, enhance or otherwise improve recreational uses on the site.

Section 80. § 38.0085 is renumbered and amended as follows:

38.0085-7305 Appreval-Criteriafor-Fire Protection in Forest Zones

(A) All buildings shall be surrounded by a maintained fuel break of 68-50 feet. Hazardous fuels shall
be removed within the fuel break area. Irrigated or fire resistant vegetation may be planted within the
fuel break. This could include green lawns and low shrubs (less than 24 inches in height). Trees
should be spaced greater than 15 feet between the crowns and pruned to remove dead and low (less
than 8 feet) branches. Accumulated leaves, needles, and other dead vegetation shall be removed from
beneath trees.
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(B) Buildings with plumbed water systems shall install at least one standpipe a minimum of 50 feet
from the structure.

(C) Eor properties located outside of a fire district, aA pond, stream, tank or sump with storage of not

less than 1,000 gallons, or a well or water system capable of delivering 20 gallons per minute shall be
provided. If a well pump is located on-site, the electrical service shall be separate from the dwelling.

(D) Access drives shall be constructed to a minimum of 12 feet in width and not exceed a grade of 12
percent. Turnouts shall be provided at a minimum of every 500 feet. Access drives shall be
maintained to a level that is passable to fire equipment. Variances to road standards may be made
only after consultation with the local rural fire district and the Oregon Department of Forestry.

(E) Within one year of the occupancy of a dwelling, the Planning Director shall conduct a review of
the development to assure compliance with these standards.

(F) Telephone and power supply systems shall be underground whenever possible.

(G) Roofs of structures should be constructed of fire-resistant materials such as metal, fiberglass
shingle or tile. Roof materials such as cedar shake and shingle should not be used.

(H) Any chimney or stovepipe on any structure for use with a woodstove or fireplace should be
screened with no coarser than 1% inch mesh metal screen that is noncombustible and corrosion
resistant and should be equipped with a spark arrestor.

(I) All structural projections such as balconies, decks and roof gables should be built with fire
resistant materials equivalent to that specified in the Uniform Building Code.

(7) Attic openings, soffit vents, foundation louvers or other ventilation openings on dwellings and
accessory structures should be screened with no coarser than 1% inch mesh metal screen that is
noncombustible and corrosion resistant.

Section 81. § 38.0090 is renumbered and amended as follows:

38.0090-7310 Appreval-Criteriafor-Specific Uses

Uses identified in MCC 38.2025 (A) (4417); MCC 38.2030 (A) (5), (6) and (7); and MCC 38.2030 (B)
(8) may be allowed only if they meet all of the following criteria:

(A) The owners of land designated GGF-20, GGF-40, GGA-20 or GGA-40 within 500 feet of the
perimeter of the subject parcel have been notified of the land use application and have been given at
least 10 days to comment prior to a final decision;

(B) The use will not interfere seriously with accepted forest or agricultural practices on nearby lands
devoted to resource use;

(C) The use will be sited in such a way as to minimize the loss of forest or agricultural land and to
minimize the chance of interference with accepted forest or agricultural practices on nearby lands;
and
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(D) The use will not significantly increase fire hazard, fire suppression costs or risks to fire
suppression personnel and will comply with MCC 38.68857305.

Section 82. § 38.0095 is renumbered and amended as follows:
38.6095-7315 Appreval-Criteria-for-Siting of Dwellings on Forest Land

The approval of new dwellings and accessory structures on forest lands shall comply with the following
standards:

(A) The dwelling and structures shall be sited on the parcel so that they will have the least impact on
nearby or adjoining forest operations. Dwellings shall be set back at least 200 feet from adjacent
properties unless locating the proposed development closer to existing development on adjacent lands
would minimize impacts on nearby or adjacent forest operations;

(B) The amount of forest land used to site dwellings, structures, access roads and service corridors
shall be minimized. The dwelling shall be located on that portion of the lot having the lowest
productivity characteristics for the proposed primary use, subject to the limitations of subsection (A),
above; and

(C) Dwellings shall be located to minimize the risks associated with fire. Dwellings should be located
on gentle slopes and in any case not on slopes which exceed 40 percent. Narrow canyons and draws
should be avoided. Dwellings should be located to minimize the difficulty in gaining access to the
structure in the case of fire. Dwellings should be located to make the access roads as short and flat as
possible.

(D) A variance to the siting standards of this subsection may be granted pursuant to the provisions of
MCC 38.0065.

Section 83. § 38.7320 is added as follows:
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home shall be removed within 30 days.
FYAn itm e grante n a finding that mily hardship contin 0 exi
Section 84, § 38.7325 is added as follows:
38.7325 Private Docks and Boathouses
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Section 85.  § 38.7330 is added as follows:
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Section 86. § 38.7335 is added as follows:

Section 87. § 38.7340 is added as follows:
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Section 88. § 38.734S is added as follows:
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Section 89. § 38.7350 is added as follows:
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1. r all ar e he pr use or recreation facili

3. Identi ecise locati e sensitive plants and delineate a 200-foot buffer
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Section 90. § 38.0070 is renumbered and amended as follows:
38.0070-7355 Approval-Criterinfor-Life Estates

A landowner who sells or otherwise transfers real property on lands designated GGA or GGF may retain
a life estate in a dwelling and a tract of land surrounding the dwelling. The life estate tract shall not be
considered a parcel as defined in MCC 38.0015. A second dwelling may be allowed subject to
compliance with MCC 38.7000 to 38.7085, and upon findings that:

(A) The proposed dwelling is in conjunction with agricultural use as determined by MCC 38.2225
(A) (5) (c); or

(B) On lands designated GGF- 20, one single-family dwelling on a legally created parcel upon
enrollment in the state’s forest assessment program. Upon a showing that a parcel cannot qualify, a
parcel is entitled to one single-family dwelling. In either case, the location of the dwelling shall

-comply with MCC 38.0085-7305 and 38.00957315. A declaration shall be signed by the landowner
and recorded into county deeds and records specifying that the owners, successors, heirs and assigns
of the subject parcel are aware that adjacent and nearby operators are entitled to carry on accepted
farm or forest practices on lands designated GGF— 80, GGF- 20, GGA- 40, or GGA- 20.

(C) Upon termination of the life estate, either the original or second dwelling shall be removed.

Section 91. § 38.7360 is added as follows:
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ter developme b than 1 acre in a GGR—5 or GGR—- 10 or 2

Section 92. § 38.7365 is added as follows:
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Section 93. § 38.7370 is added as follows:
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4, Location of proposed rock or aggregate sources,
5. Major ski ils, landin n rdi rridor

6. Commercial firewood cutting areas.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 1
Vegetat | Forest ical For Percent Openings at One Leave Average | Average
# (Averag | Disturbance caused Wood
e % total Includes (Conifers)
canopy | Historic (Natural) istori 1 all Pieces 30 | No. per
closure | Desired Desired available | ftlong acre
{ec)) ' remnant | per acre
old forest | (scattered | Snags are
) 20-40 ft in
height
Conifer | canopy | esizes | forested | aicfite) |8%forWest | 15%of | pieces | 102207
mosaic | Allow 55%(cata | Woodland trees per | than20” | snags
Understo | pattern, | openings | stro-phic | Landscape acre dbh greater
rylayer |imegula |uptolS | fire) Setting and througho than 20”
variable | rshapes | acres (up potto exceed | ut dbh
(0-60% to 5 acres | Intense 4% for Gorge | gpening
oftotal | Mosaic | inthe fire Walls, and in
cc) fire foregroun | return Canyonlands | clumps.
1 dof intervalis | and Wildlands
100acre | KVAs) |300yrs | Landscape Include 3
s Setting trees per
All acre of
Catastro | openings Widely the
=phic 1 acre or dispersed, largest
fire over | Jess on iable size size trees
100 National mosaic of available
acres Forest irregular
land shapes
and all blending with
Space openings,
LUD
Openings
retain 15 -
40%
canopy
closure
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2 6 1
Noleave | 3-6 3 snags at
trees pieces 10”-207
required | greater | dbhand 3
than 20” | snags
dbh greater
than 20”
dbh

Section 94, 8§ 38.7375 is added as follows:

B ibe the time frame lanned t h long term |
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For clearin es for n icultural the followin 11 be addressed in ition to MCC

nee n_th rcel, time line for i tablish nd i 1] bili

Part 8 — Variances And Land Divisions

Section 95. § 38.7600* is amended as follows:

38.7600* PART 8 — VARIANCES_AND LAND DIVISIONS - Variances

Section 96. § 38.7605 is amended as follows:

38.7605 Variance Classification

Section 97, § 38.770S is amended as follows:

38.7705 Definitions

As used in this Esubchapter, unless the context requires otherwise:

* Xk %k

Section 98. § 38.7725 is amended as follows:

38.7725 Compliance Required

No land may be divided in the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area except in accordance with
this Chapter.
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(AB) No person shall create a street for the purpose of dividing land without the approval of a
subdivision or partition as provided by this Chapter.

(BC) Except as provided in MCC 38.0560, Nno development permit shall be issued for the

improvement or use of any land divided in violation of the provisions of this Chapter, regardiess of
whether the permit applicant created the violation. A division of land which is contrary to an
approved subdivision plat or partition map is a violation of this Chapter.

(€D) The requirements of this Chapter shall apply to the applicant for a land division and to the
applicant’s successors in interest in the land division or any portion thereof.

Section 99. § 38.7730 is added as follows:

Section 100. § 38.7740 is added as follows:

Section 101. § 38.7765 is amendéd as follows:

38.7765 Land Division Categories Distinguished

For the purposes of this Chapter, the land division classifications listed in sections 38.7770 through
38.7780-71775 are established.
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Section 102. § 38.7870 is amended as follows:
38.7870 Time Limit

The final subdivision plat or final partition plat shall be delivered to the Planning Director for approval
within ene-two years following the approval of the tentative plan, and shall incorporate any modification
or condition required by approval of the tentative plan. The Planning Director may, upon written request
by the applicant, and payment of the required fee, grant an extension of the approval period, not to exceed
six months, upon a written finding that the facts upon which the approval was based have not changed to
an extent sufficient to warrant re-filing of the tentative plan.

Section 103. = § 38.7970 is amended as follows:

38.7970 Property Line Adjustment (Lot Line Adjustment)

(A) In the General Management Area:

Publi Rer n(GG-PR, GS-PR), or Commercial Recreation (GG-CR) shall comply

foll n d'
The lot lin justment shall result in the creati f an rcel

egldg gtlgl ggxggggg ; in g xgg §§ gf ;hemlmm;gm dgnglg gllgg_ g ” gy_ the Igg ;;gg

esi for the affe

ize to in siz ept t mplish one of the followin oses:

c r meet buffer or ckre iremen rovi
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mmercial Recreation (GG-CR) shall comply with the following standar

facilitate, enhance, or otherwise improve recreation uses on the parcel, (Note: There are no
i i -PR - T

ifi inimum parcel sizes for parcels desi ed Public Recreation
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(B) In the Special Management Area:

1) The proposed lot line adjustment shall not result in creation of an arcel

i justment s ot result i cel greater than or equal to 40 acres becomin:

A parcel that is smaller 0 acres shall not be reduced in si xcept to accomplish o
the following purposes:

‘a) Resolve boundary line disputes. correct physical encr

access, or meet buffer or set back rgggrgmgngg, provided

1. The parcel nlar ul come 40 acr er an

2. The am f land tr ITe; Id minimum nece resolve the i
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Section 104. The amendments to Chapter 38, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, will be

effective when the Bi-State Gorge Commission and United States Secretary of

Agriculture have acknowledged that the amendments are consistent with the Management

Plan and Act.

FIRST READING:

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION:

REVIEWED:

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By\mm

June 16, 2005

Sandra N. Duffy, Assistant County Attorney

June 23, 2005

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Diane M. Linn, Chair
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS DIANE M. LINN @ CHAIR
501 SE HAWTHORNE, SUITE 600 :AR'A R%JR?;E.STEFFEY .2 DISTRICT 1
mTWD’ OREGON 97214 ERENA . ms““cs T

LONNIE ROBERTS ® DISTRICT 4

October 21, 2004

Anne W, Squier, Chair

Columbia River Gorge Commission
P.O. Box 730

#1 Town and Country Square
White Salmon, WA 98672

Dear Ms. Squier:

On behalf of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, I would like to acknowledge
receipt of your September 8, 2004 transmittal of the revised Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area and wish to inform the Gorge Commission of our intent to
adopt a land use ordinance consistent with this Plan.

In your cover letter, you advise county governments to proceed notwithstanding litigation
challenging the revised Management Plan. While we appreciate your recognition of the risk it
poses to local governments and offer to keep us informed as the litigation unfolds, we do not
believe it a wise use of resources or fair to our citizens to initiate a legislative process over land
use matters that might be overturned or amended as a result of this litigation. Specifically, we
have asked our staff to take an approach to implementation that does not incorporate the new
land use rules for commercial events, fish processing, and revisions to scenic guidelines designed
to replace the existing requirement that development “minimize visibility” as viewed from
significant scenic vantage points. Each is specifically cited in the litigation, and we believe the
most prudent course of action at this point is to be more protective of resources in the gorge until
these legal challenges are resolved.

You have asked for a work plan and schedule for adoption to assist in coordinating with our staff
on the status of the litigation prior to critical decision making dates. At this time, I can provide
only general timeframes, with Planning Commission hearings likely to occur in early March and
April of 2005 followed by hearings before the Board of Commissioners in mid May and early
June. I expect we will have a more specific schedule in the upcoming weeks, as we proceed with
implementation, and will ask our staff to provide you with this information as it becomes
available.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely _

Diane M. Linn, Chair
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PURPOSE OF THE RURAL AREA PLAN

The purpose of this Rural Area Plan is to guide decision making regarding land use, capital
improvements, and physical development of the Multnomah County portion of the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area.

INTRODUCTION TO AND OVERVIEW OF THE RURAL AREA PLAN

Multnomah County recognizes that the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area is the guiding policy document for the NSA portion of the County. The
Rural Area Plan is intended to complement the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area and the Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan.
The Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan is the guiding land use planning
policy document for the County. The Rural Area Plan is an element of the overall Multnomah
County Comprehensive Framework Plan. The Rural Area Plan and the Management Plan for
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area guide decision making with regard to land
use, capital improvements, and physical development of the community.

This Rural Area Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area (“Scenic Area”)
explains how Multnomah County conducts land use planning in the portion of the Scenic
Area within the County. The Scenic Area covers 85 miles along the Columbia River,
including portions of Multnomah, Hood River, and Wasco counties in Oregon and Clark,
Klickitat, and Skamania counties in Washington, and the Mt. Hood and Gifford Pinchot
National Forests.

Rural Area Plan Policy

The purposes of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Districts are to
protect and provide for the enhancement of the scenic, cultural, recreational, and
natural resources of the Columbia River Gorge, and to protect and support the
economy of the Columbia River Gorge by encouraging growth to occur in existing
urban areas and by allowing future economic development in a manner that protects
and enhances the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Gorge

The Rural Area Plan explains the various sources for the County’s authority to administer
land use planning in the Scenic Area and identifies the other agencies the County partners
with to manage the Scenic Area. The list below shows the heirarchy of authority for land use
planning in the Multnomah County portion of the Scenic Area. Agencies are shown in bold,
their guiding plans and regulations in italic, and their primary responsibility in plain type.
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Land Use .
Planning Authority P
in the National i #7us Dept of Agriculture,
Bi-State Commission Forest Service
Land and Resource Management Plan

Scenic Area_ .~
55 Management Plan for the for the Mt. Hood National Forest
Columbia River Gorge National Sceni¢c Area

P . Provides policy and guidance for
non-federal land
T in the Scenic Area -

Manages federal land in the
Special Managment Area

Néiwe‘xr'ce, Umatilla, Warm Springs
and Yakama Indian Tribes
Sovereign rights, treaties

Ensure that treaty rights
are not violated; protect
b cultural resources

Oregon Dept of i;nd Conservation
and Development

Ensures compliance with
the statewide
w, Dlanning goals =

Multnomah County

Comprehensive Framework Plan; Rural Area Plan;
tnomal unty Code Chapter 3

i

. Implements the Management Plan for the
Moy, Scenic Area in the County s portion

County is
main contact
Jfor applicant.

Your Property

Multnomah County Code
Chapter 38 implements
the rules of the plans
and regulations above.
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Introduction to the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act

U.S. Congress established the Scenic Area with Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area
Act (“the Act”—Public Law 99-663) on November 17, 1986. Congress called for the
preparation of a management plan that would treat the portions of six counties in the states of
Oregon and Washington as a region. The Congress also established a two-tiered management
approach that divides responsibility between the U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service (U.S. Forest Service) and the Columbia River Bi-State Gorge Commission. Congress
directed the U.S. Forest Service to prepare land use designations and guidelines for the
Special Management Areas (SMA). The SMA includes the region’s most sensitive lands,
concentrated primarily in the western half of the Scenic Area. Congress authorized the Gorge
Commission to plan for General Management Area (GMA) lands, which include agricultural,
forestry, and residential uses.

INTRODUCTION TO THE MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE COLUMBIA RIVER
GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA

The Gorge Commission adopted Federal Interim Guidelines for the Scenic Area in 1988 and
adopted the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area on
October 15, 1991. The U.S. Secretary of Agriculture gave his concurrence of the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area on February 13, 1992.

As part of the National Scenic Area Act, Congress directed the Gorge Commission to
conduct a comprehensive review of the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area at least once every 10 years, to determine if it needs to be revised. The
Commission started their first 10-year review in the spring of 2001. After public feedback
and testimony, the Gorge Commission adopted a revised Plan on April 27, 2004. As required
under the Act, the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture has since concurred with the revisions and
the Gorge Commission transmitted a final version of the Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area to Multnomah County on September 8, 2004. From this
date, the County had 60 days to inform the Gorge Commission if it would be revising its
codes to implement the changes (which The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
Chair did on October 21, 2004) and 9 months to update its plans and ordinances. Multnomah
County prepared this Rural Area Plan in conjunction with the amendments to Chapter 38 of
the Multnomah County Code. As part of the code amendment and Rural Area Plan
preparation process, the County held public open houses on December 8, 2004 and March 30,
2005 at the Corbett High School. The County also formed a Citizen’s Advisory Committee
that met five times in 2005 to provide input on the amendments to the County code and the
Rural Area Plan. Meetings were held on January 27, February 10, February 24, March 10,
and March 17. The Multnomah County Planning Commission considered the Rural Area
Plan at a public hearing on May 2, 2005. The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
considered the Rural Area Plan at a public hearing on June 16, 2005.

RELATIONSHIP OF THE RURAL AREA PLAN TO OTHER EXISTING PLANS
AND REGULATIONS

Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area serves as the
overall policy document or comprehensive plan that guides the regulations in Multnomah



Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area
Rural Area Plan

County Code Chapter 38. The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area regulates land use to ensure that development does not compromise the scenic,
cultural, natural, and recreational resources of the Gorge that are of particular value to the
nation, and to protect agricultural, forest, and recreation land and open spaces. The
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area applies to all six
counties in the Scenic Area. The policies and strategies incorporated into this Rural Area
Plan are only applicable to the Multnomah County portion of the Scenic Area. In addition,
the Rural Area Plan contains specific policy direction for provisions in the Multnomah
County Code that are not provided by the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area. The Rural Area Plan is intended to complement the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and the Multnomah County
Comprehensive Framework Plan.

The Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan is the guiding land use planning
policy document for the County. The Rural Area Plan is an element of the overall Multnomah
County Comprehensive Framework Plan. The Comprehensive Framework Plan applies to all
areas of Multnomah County, both in the Scenic Area and not in the Scenic Area. The plan
can be changed only if it goes through the process of an official plan amendment. Policy 41
of the Comprehensive Framework Plan is to implement the goals, objectives, policies,
guideline elements, and maps of the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area.

The Rural Area Plan, as an element of the Comprehensive Framework Plan, and the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area guide decision
making with regard to land use, capital improvements, and physical development of the
community. It will be used by the County, other governmental agencies, developers and
residents of the area. In the event of a conflict between the Comprehensive Framework Plan,
Rural Area Plan and the Management Plan, the policies and guidelines of the Management
Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area will prevail.

Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Policies
Multmomah County recognizes that the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, in conjunction with the Rural Area Plan as an element
of the Comprehensive Framework Plan, serves as the policy document that guides
land use regulation in the Scenic Area.

Multnomah County shall amend Chapter 38, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area, of the Multnomah County Code as needed to be consistent with the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Land and Resource Management Plan for the Mt. Hood National Forest

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and the Mt. Hood
Land and Resource Management Plan guide land management on National Forest System
land in the Scenic Area. The Rural Area Plan has no relationship to the Land and Resource
Management Plan, as the Rural Area Plan does not guide management of federal land, and
the Land and Resource Management Plan does not apply to non-federal land.
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Land and Resource Management Plan for the Mt. Hood National Forest Policy

Multnomah County recognizes that the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area and the Land and Resource Management Plan for the
Mt. Hood National Forest serve as the policy documents that guide land use
management on National Forest System Land in the Scenic Area.

Indian Tribes’ Sovereign Rights and Treaties

The legally protected sovereign and treaty rights belong to each Indian tribe and are regulated
and enforced by the respective Indian tribal governments. The Indian tribal governments
exercise inherent sovereign powers, as limited by treaty or act of Congress. Multnomah
County and the Rural Area Plan must observe these rights.

Indian Tribe’s Sovereign Rights and Treaties Policy

Ensure that the Mulmomah County Code Chapter 38 and its application do not
adversely affect treaty or other rights of any Indian tribe.

Oregon Statewide Planning Goals

The foundation of the Oregon land use planning program is a set of 19 Statewide Planning
Goals that express the state’s policies on land use and on related topics, such as citizen
involvement, housing, and natural resources. Oregon’s statewide goals are achieved through
local comprehensive planning. State law requires each city and county to adopt a
comprehensive plan and the zoning and land-division ordinances needed to put the plan into
effect. The local comprehensive plans must be consistent with the Statewide Planning Goals.
Plans are reviewed for such consistency by the state’s Land Conservation and Development
Commission. When Land Conservation and Development Commission officially approves a
local government’s plan, the plan is said to be "acknowledged.” It then becomes the
controlling document for land use in the area covered by that plan.

In enacting ORS 196, the Oregon Legislative Assembly found that the Management Plan for
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area achieves on balance the purposes of the
Statewide Planning Goals (ORS 196.107(1)). Therefore the County applies the Management
Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area in the scenic area rather than the
Statewide Planning Goals. The Rural Area Plan, as a complement to the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, does not directly address the Statewide
Planning Goals.

Oregon Revised Statutes

The Oregon State Legislature codified the Scenic Area Act in Oregon Revised Statutes
Chapter 196. The statutes establish the relationship of the Gorge Commission; Multnomah,
Wasco, and Hood River counties; and the Oregon Land Conservation and Development
Commission. The statutes also establish the relationship among the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, Oregon Statewide Planning Goals, and county
plans and ordinances.
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Oregon Statewide Planning Goals Policy
Multnomah County recognizes that the Oregon State Legislative Assembly and the
Department of Land Conservation and Development consider the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area to achieve, on balance, the
objectives of the Statewide Planning Goals.

Multnomah County Comprehensive Framework Plan

The Framework plan establishes goals, policies, and strategies to guide development in the
County. Policy 41: Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, states that it is the County’s
policy to implement the goals, objectives, policies, and guideline elements of the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. The strategy to
implement this policy is to amend and apply the zoning districts and review procedures of the
zoning code to implement the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area.

Comprehensive Framework Plan Policy
The Rural Area Plan is an element of the Multnomah County Comprehensive
Framework Plan, and together with the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, provides the policy basis for Multnomah County Code
Chapter 38.

AUTHORITY IN THE COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA

Columbia River Gorge Commission

Through an inter-state compact, the states of Oregon and Washington established the
Columbia River Gorge Commission. The Commission is comprised of 12 volunteers. Each
County appoints one Commissioner. The Governors of Washington and Oregon each appoint
three. One non-voting member is appointed by the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture. Members
serve for a period of four years. The two states share the cost of the Gorge Commission’s
budget and expeditures equally.

The Gorge Commission’s activities with respect to Multnomah County include:

e Developing and adopting land use and resource protection policy through the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

e Serving as the appeals board for Scenic Area land use decisions issued by Multnomah
County. This function serves to increase uniformity of implementation through the six
counties and two states in the scenic area.

e Working with Multnomah County and the other five Scenic Area counties who
administer the land use ordinances that implement Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area.

The Gorge Commission’s powers with respect to land use in Multnomah County include:

e The power to disapprove a land use ordinance enacted by Multnomah County if the
ordinance is inconsistent with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area.
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e The power to enact a land use ordinance that sets standards for the use of non-federal
land if the County fails to enact land use ordinances consistent with the Management Plan
for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

e The power to consider and decide appeals filed by any person or entity adversely affected
by a final action or order of the County relating to the implementation of the National
Scenic Area Act.

Multnomah County sends land use applications to the Gorge Commission for its review as
part of the County’s site review process.

Columbia River Gorge Commission Policy

Multnomah County recognizes the Columbia River Gorge Commission’s
responsibility for revising the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area and its authority to serve as an appeals board for Multnomah
County Scenic Area land use decisions.

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service

The U.S. Forest Service determines the consistency of projects on federal lands with the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. The U.S. Forest
Service administers the National Forest System lands within the special management areas of
Multnomah County in accordance with the Act, the Land and Resource Management Plan for
Mt. Hood National Forest (1990), and other laws, rules and regulations applicable to the
National Forest System. Multnomah County accepts applications for new development and
uses in the SMA on non-federal land and forwards them to the U.S. Forest Service for their
review and for certain additional resource information. Multnomah County coordinates with
the U.S. Forest Service to obtain technical support with respect to cultural resources,
anadromous fisheries, oak woodland and wetlands management on non-federal lands. The
U.S. Forest Service also maintains and updates a geographic information systems for use by
the counties, Gorge Commission, and U.S. Forest Service.

The U.S. Forest Service’s other activities and responsibilities include:
e Assuring that actions on all federal lands are consistent with the Act.

e Concurring on consistency of Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area amendments with the Act, and concurring on consistency of SMA
ordinances with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area (authority delegated from the Secretary of Agriculture to the Region 6 Regional
Forester).

e Consulting with Indian tribal governments at the government-to-government level to
determine the effect of all new development or uses in the SMA on treaty rights. The
U.S. Forest Service notifies the County of the determination as part of the review process.

e Continue to acquire SMA and Dodson/Warrendale Special Purchase Unit land through
purchase, donation, or land exchange.

e Provide fish and wildlife resource information to counties and the Gorge Commission.

e Provide historic resource information to counties and the Gorge Commission.
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e Provide technical assistance in SMA forest practices review for consistency with the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

U.S. Forest Service Policies
Multnomah County recognizes the authority of the U.S. Forest Service to manage
National Forest System lands in the Scenic Area according to the Management Plan
Jor the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and the Land and Resource
Management Plan for the Mt. Hood National Forest.

Multnomah County recognizes the authority of the U.S. Forest Service to determine
consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area for all projects on federal lands in the Scenic Area.

Multmomah County shall foster close cooperation with the U.S. Forest Service in
order to coordinate review of development proposals for SMA lands.

Indian Tribes

Four tribal entities with interests in the Scenic Area play an important role in implementing
the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and protecting
cultural resources. Tribal trust lands in the Scenic Area are managed by the Nez Perce,
Umatilla, Warm Springs, and Yakama Indian tribes.

Treaty rights are defined by the treaties of 1855 between Congress and the Indian tribal
governments. These treaties reserved and guaranteed certain aboriginal rights exercised by
Indian people since time immemorial. These legally protected rights belong to each Indian
tribe and are regulated and enforced by the respective Indian tribal governments. The Indian
tribal governments exercise inherent sovereign powers, as limited by treaty or act of
Congress.

Indian treaty rights must be observed by the Gorge Commission as well as local and state
governments, federal agencies, and private citizens. Indian treaty rights guarantee the
exclusive right of taking fish in the streams running through and bordering reservations and
the privilege of hunting, gathering roots and berries and pasturing their stock on unclaimed
lands (all public lands).

Multnomah County coordinates with the four tribal governments on matters respecting the
Scenic Area principally through the notification process. Notices and decisions regarding
land use applications in the Scenic Area are copied to all four tribal governments.

Indian Tribes Policies
Multnomah County shall notify the four Indian tribal governments when new uses are
proposed on lands where tribal members exercise treaty or other rights.

Indian tribal governments shall have an opportunity to review and comment on new
uses that are proposed on lands, or in waters, where tribal members exercise treaty
or other rights.

Project applicants shall consult Indian tribal governments that submit substantive
comments about proposed uses that may affect or modify treaty or other rights.
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Proposed uses that would adversely affect treaty or other rights of any Indian tribe
shall be prohibited.

Metro Regional Government Jurisdiction Within Scenic Area

The jurisdictional boundary of the regional government Metro extends into the Scenic Area
east of the Sandy River to include about four square miles. Metro is a directly elected
regional government that serves more than 1.3 million residents in Clackamas, Multnomah
and Washington counties, and the 25 cities in the Portland, Oregon, metropolitan area. Land
use related functions which Metro provides are management of the urban growth boundary,
regional transportation planning, and development of programs to protect natural resources
and water quality. Metro’s authority includes the ability to require local government
compliance with their adopted programs.

Many of the Metro land use planning functions are implementation of certain Statewide
Planning Goals. Examples of those Goals are those that strive to contain sprawl, strive to
eliminate barriers to sufficient affordable housing, and developing protections for such “Goal
5” resources as fish and wildlife habitat. In particular Metro has inventoried and mapped the
fish and wildlife resources within its jurisdiction, even the area inside the Scenic Area.

To avoid potential contlicting jurisdiction, Multnomah County takes the position that because
the Oregon Legislature in ORS 196.107 has determined that the Management Plan achieves
the purposes of the Statewide Goals, then the program developed by Metro to protect the fish
and wildlife Goal 5 resources under Oregon Administrative Rule 660-023-0080 is not
applicable within the Scenic Area.

Metro Jurisdiction Policy

It is the policy of Multhomah County that the Management Plan achieves the purposes of the
Statewide Planning Goals, the Management Plan implements the Goal 5 fish and wildlife
protection program and Metro ordinances regarding the Goal 5 fish and wildlife protection
program do not apply.

Multnomah County

Multnomah County is one of six counties with lands in the Columbia River Gorge Scenic
Area. Section 7 of the National Scenic Area Act requires counties to develop land use
ordinances consistent with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area. With adoption of Multnomah County Code Chapter 38 that the Gorge
Commission and the Secretary of Agriculture (as delegated to the Regional Forester) for the
SMA have found to be consistent with the current Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area, the County has the authority to implement the Management
Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area for scenic area lands within its
jurisdiction. Multnomah County has authority from the Scenic Act to adopt ordinances with
provisions that vary from the policies and guidelines in the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area as long as the ordinances provide greater
protection for the scenic, cultural, natural, and recreation resources of the Scenic Area (with
concurrence by the Gorge Commission and the Secretary of Agriculture for the SMA). The
County also has the authority to deny any permit or otherwise refuse to take any action that is
inconsistent with the purposes and standards of the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area.
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Multnomah County is one of nine counties in the State of Oregon to have a home rule
charter. Home rule charters allow voters the power to adopt and amend their own county
government organization within certain limits set by the state. An amendment to the Oregon
Constitution in 1958 allowed home rule charters. Until that time, counties were considered
agents of the state government. The voters of Multnomah County approved a home rule
charter on May 24, 1966, which became effective January 1, 1967. The primary
organizational change was a governing body consisting of a board of five full-time county
commissioners, which is the policy determining body of the county.

The County’s home rule charter recognizes the dual role of the county as a unit of local
government and as an agency of the state. The charter allows the County to avail itself of
local determination in county affairs to the fullest extent possible under the constitution and
laws of the state. Chapter II of the charter confers upon the County general powers. The
county has authority over matters of county concern to the fullest extent granted or allowed
by the constitutions and laws of the United States and the State of Oregon, as fully as though
each particular power comprised in that general authority were specifically listed in the
charter. The charter shall be liberally construed, and each power of the county under the
charter shall be construed as a continuing power unless the charter or the grant of the power
indicates the contrary.

Multnomah County Authority Policies

Multnomah County shall review and decide upon applications for all permits relating
to the use of non-federal land within the Multnomah County portion of the Scenic
Area. These permits include all form of land divisions, land use, and legislative
enactments and amendments to the Multnomah County Comprehensive Plan and
Multnomah County Code.

Multnomah County shall review all development proposals on non-federal land in the
Scenic Area for consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area by applying the standards, criteria, and procedures in
Multnomah County Code Chapter 38.

Multnomah County may adopt provisions that vary from the Management Plan for
the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area when it deems that the provisions
are more protective of the resources in the scenic area.

The County may adopt provisions that vary from the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area when it deems they are necessary to
protect general health, safety, and welfare or to implement state or federal laws not
regulated by the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act, when not
inconsistent with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area.

City of Troutdale

The portion of the City of Troutdale, east of the Sandy River is within the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area. The City has not enacted an ordinance to implement the
Management Plan for the Scenic Area and until the City of Troutdale enacts such regulations,
Multnomah County is directed by the Scenic Area Act to enforce its implementing ordinance
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in this portion of the City. Development proposals affecting land use in this area are reviewed
by Multnomah County staff for compliance with Multnomah County Zoning Code Chapter
38, which has been approved by the Gorge Commission. The City of Troutdale enforces its
land use regulations, so that development within the area of the city subject to the National
Scenic Area regulations is subject to review by both Multnomah County and the City of
Troutdale. Such dual review is a burden to applicants and creates potential for conflicts
between City regulations and County regulations. The Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area allows counties and cities to enter into agreements so that
only one jurisdiction is applying a land use ordinance: A county and a city may enter into an
agreement to allow the other to implement a land use ordinance that applies to the city and
that has been approved or adopted by the Gorge Commission under Section 8 of the Scenic
Area Act. (Part IV — Administration, Chapter 1: Gorge Commission Role, County Ordinances
section, Policy 2) Multnomah County supports this concept and may explore the possibility
of developing an agreement with the City of Troutdale.

City of Troutdale Policy

Multnomah County shall review development in the Scenic Area portion of the City of
Troutdale for consistency with the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area by applying the standards, criteria, and procedures in
Multmomah County Code Chapter 38, until such time that the City of Troutdale
adopts an ordinance to implement the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area or the City and County enter into an agreement to
specify how the Management Plan is to be implemented in this portion of the City.

ISSUES NOT SPECIFICALLY ADDRESSED IN THE MANAGEMENT PLAN
FOR THE COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA

Hillside Development

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area does not
specifically address development on hillside areas, but does have thresholds for when a
grading plan is required. The main purpose of the Management Plan for the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area’s standards related to grading are to minimize the visual impact
of large-scale grading. The purpose of the geological features inventory performed for the
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area was to determine how
to protect features and avoid hazards. However, the Management Plan contains no policy -
guidance for achieving this purpose. Multnomah County’s Hillside Development District
meets fulfills this purpose. The Scenic Area in Multnomah County contains significant
geologic resources consisting in many cases of steep and unstable hillsides. Inappropriate
grading and hillside development in these areas may further destabilize them, threaten
geologic resources, endanger public safety, and create liability issues for the County. Outside
the Scenic Area, policy direction for these areas originally derived from the Statewide
Planning Goal #7, which covers naturally hazardous areas. Multnomah County has mapped
hazardous and steep areas. (The maps are based upon geotechnical analysis prepared by
Shannon & Wilson, Inc., dated September 30, 1978 and May 31, 1996.) This document
provides policy direction to protect geologic resources and public safety through the
application of a Hillside Development District. The implementation of grading, hillside
development, and erosion control measures in the MCC to protect the resources necessarily
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differ from the thresholds established by the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area because they implement the Plan’s objective to protect geologic
features and avoid hazards versus impacts of grading on scenic, or cultural resources.

Hillside Development Policies
Multnomah County shall endeavor to protect geologic resources in the Scenic Area,
particularly to help ensure that grading on unstable and steep slopes does not
degrade geologic resources.

Multnomah County shall apply the Hillside Development District in the Scenic Area.

Off-Street Parking and Loading

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area addresses parking
in relationship to protecting scenic resources, and primarily deals with setbacks and
screening. It does not provide direction on the many specific standards for parking that a
jurisdiction typically regulates. Multnomah County needs to fill this gap by enacting
additional off-street parking and loading regulations to reduce traffic congestion associated
with specific uses, protect the character of neighborhoods and the function of streets, and to
ensure uniform and safe standards for parking lot design and layout.

Off-Street Parking and Loading Policy
Multnomah County shall enact standards to reduce traffic congestion associated with
specific uses, protect the character of neighborhoods and the function of streets, and
to ensure uniform and safe standards for parking lot design and layout. The
standards shall regulate the development and maintenance of off-street parking and
loading areas, including location, dimensions, design, and minimum number of
spaces in the Scenic Area.

Land Divisions

Land divisions in Oregon are governed by Chapter 92—Tentative and Final Approval of
Plans; Plats—of the Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS). No land may be subdivided or
partitioned except in accordance with ORS 92. Before a plat of any subdivision or partition
can be recorded, the county or city having jurisdiction must review and approve the proposed
subdivision or partition in accordance with the procedures established by the jurisdiction. The
Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area provides rules
regarding criteria for approving the subdivisions but does not identify how it is to be
accomplished. ORS 92 serves this purpose.

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area regulates land
divisions as review uses, so that they must meet the same criteria protecting scenic area
resources. New land divisions are not allowed in the Special Management Area, unless the
creation of a new parcel will facilitate land acquisition by the federal government to achieve
the policies and standards of the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National
Scenic Area. Multnomah County’s requirements for land divisions ensure that streets
connect, lots are developable, pedestrian and bike facilities are provided, utilities are
extended logically, and street trees are planted.
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Land Divisions Policies
Multnomah County shall enact requirements for land divisions that ensure streets
connect, lots are developable, pedestrian and bike facilities are provided, and
utilities are extended logically.

The County shall allow the internal lot lines of a group of lots under one ownership
to be eliminated and consolidated.

Planned Developments

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area does not address
planned developments. The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic
Area does regulate cluster developments, the purpose of which is to allow creation of lots
smaller than the minimum lot size where clustering would provide further protection to
resources. Multnomah County needs to provide a means of creating planned environments
through the application of flexible and diversified land development standards that will result
in better or more efficient development arrangements, make efficient use of resources like
energy and land, and of utility networks. Planned developments are broader in scope than
cluster developments with respect to conserving a wider range of resources, including the
County’s investment in infrastructure.

Planned Developments Policy

Multnomah County shall allow for planned development projects in the GGRC zone
that use flexible and diversified land development standards that will result in better
or more efficient development arrangements, and make efficient use of resources like
energy, land, and of utility networks.

Application of the planned development standards shall be allowed in the Rural
Center district (GGRC) for duplexes, single family residences, and limited supporting
commercial uses.

Variances to Dimensional Standards

The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area regulates
variances from resource protection setbacks and buffers. The main purpose of allowing
variances is to eliminate conflicts between competing resource protections. In addition to
these variances, Multnomah County needs to allow variances to dimensional standards in
order to provide flexibility for applicants where there are practical difficulties in application
of the standards. The Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area
explicitly allows counties to grant variances to provisions in their land use ordinances that are
not required by a policy or guideline in the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area. Policy 3 of the County Ordinances section states: Counties may grant
variances to provisions in their land use ordinances that are not required by a policy or
guideline in the Management Plan. (Part IV — Administration, Chapter 1: Gorge Commission
Role)

Variances to Dimensional Standards Policy

Multnomah County shall adopt zoning code provisions in Chapter 38 that allow
variances to dimensional standards such lot dimensions, setbacks, and building
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height in order to provide flexibility for applicants where there are practical
difficulties in application of the standards.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS DIANE M. LINN @ CHAIR
501 SE HAWTHORNE, SUITE 600 MARIA ROJO DE STEFFEY @ DISTRICT 1
PORTLAND, OREGON 87214 SERENA CRUZ @ DISTRICT 2
(503) 988-3308 LISA NAITO ® DISTRICT 3

LONNIEE ROBERTS ® DISTRICT 4
October 21, 2004

Anne W, Squier, Chair

Columbia River Gorge Commission
P.O. Box 730

#1 Town and Country Square
White Salmon, WA 98672

Dear Ms. Squier:

On behalf of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners, I would like to acknowledge
receipt of your September 8, 2004 transmittal of the revised Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area and wish to inform the Gorge Commission of our intent to
adopt a land use ordinance consistent with this Plan.

In your cover letter, you advise county governments to proceed notwithstanding litigation
challenging the revised Management Plan. While we appreciate your recognition of the risk it
poses to local governments and offer to keep us informed as the litigation unfolds, we do not
believe it a wise use of resources or fair to our citizens to initiate a legislative process over land
usemattersthatmightbeoverﬂnnedormnendedasamultofthisliﬁgaﬁon. Specifically, we
have asked our staff to take an approach to implementation that does not incorporate the new
land use rules for commercial events, fish processing, and revisions to scenic guidelines designed
to replace the existing requirement that development “minimize visibility” as viewed from
significant scenic vantage points. Each is specifically cited in the litigation, and we believe the
most prudent course of action at this point is to be more protective of resources in the gorge until
these legal challenges are resolved.

You have asked for a work plan and schedule for adoption to assist in coordinating with our staff
on the status of the litigation prior to critical decision making dates. At this time, I can provide
only general timeframes, with Planning Commission hearings likely to occur in early March and
April of 2005 followed by hearings before the Board of Commissioners in mid May and early
June. 1expect we will have a more specific schedule in the upcoming weeks, as we proceed with
implementation, and will ask our staff to provide you with this information as it becomes
available.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely
C e

Diane M. Linn, Chair
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Citizen Involvement Process

Multnomah County values public involvement and input. In that spirit, the County sought
volunteers for a Citizen Advisory Committee (CAC) to assist staff by providing feedback on
how the County should implement the changes in the revised Management Plan and improve
its processes and handouts to better serve the public. Those interested in volunteering were
asked to fill out the interest form and return it to the County Public Affairs Office by
December 22, 2004. Twelve applications were received and 10 members chosen.

Citizen Advisory Commiftee

Jeff Bissonnette Rhett Lawrence
Isabelia Chappell Robert Leipper
Claudia Curran Eric Lichtenthaler
Sara Grigsby Lex Loeb

Clair Klock Angelo Simione

CAC members were not asked to vote on a final reccommendation. The CAC was a forum for
all voices to be heard and consensus was not sought. Members agreed to have comments and
issues attributed and tracked where applicable. These were recorded in an Issue Bin and
Comment Sheet. This provided a means of moving appropriate comments and issues forward
to the Planning Commission and a means of demonstrating to the CAC what happened to
their comments.

Five CAC meetings were held. The table on the following page shows the dates the meetings
were held and what was discussed at each meeting. Meeting summaries are available on
request. CAC efforts contributed to the continuing success of the County implementation
project, including the changes to the County code and the creation of the informational
handouts. The County recognizes the participation and input of the CAC members.

EXHIBIT
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Schedule and Topics for CAC Meetings

MTG | Code section to | What will we be discussing? How much flexibility does the County
# be reviewed have in changing the Master Plan
revisions in the County Code?
#1 Definitions e Reviewed new or amended The County has little flexibility to make
1/27 definitions to introduce the CAC changes to the definitions and
members to concepts and terminology | descriptions of new uses. The County can
that was used through the rest of the clarify terms or choose to be more
MCC Part 4: process. restrictive in terms of when and where
Zoning Districts | « Reviewed amended or new uses that | uses are allowed and the level of review
the Master Plan adopted and discussed | required.
how they should be incorporated into
the County code.
#2 MCC Part 3: o This part of the code deals with the The County has more latitude to set up
2/10 | Administration process of reviewing land use the Expedited Review processes.
and Procedures applications in the NSA. The Master Plan revisions adopted
e The CAC looked at proposed requirements for what information needs
process, criteria for approva]’ and to be submitted with an application and a
findings that need to made to approve | basic general process only.
applications under the new Expedited
Review process.
#3 MCC Part 1: *  This code section will contain the list | The County must adopt the provisions of
2/24 | General of allowed and expedited uses the Master Plan as-is unless there is
Provisions discussed at meeting #1, rules for sufficient justification to either not adopt,
MCC Part 6: Site existing uses, permit expiration, vested | or to make changes that are demonstrably
Review rights, additional uses not previously more restrictive than the Master Plan.
discussed, signs, and approval criteria.
¢  This discussion involved the site
review process and criteria for
approval.
#4 Rural Area Plan e The Rural Area Plan policy The County has considerable flexibility
3/10 | Policy Document document defines the relationships because many of these concepts are not
MCC Part 5: between the County’s authority in the | specifically referenced in the Master Plan.
Special Districts, NSA and the other plans and agencies
Parking, Planned with jurisdiction. Because this will deal
Development, with activities in the NSA not covered
Hillside by the Master Plan, it makes sense to
Development discuss issues like variances and land
divisions here.
#5 Informational o  This meeting dealt with the materials | Total flexibility.
3/24 | Materials developed to explain the County’s

process for reviewing and approving
land use applications in the NSA.

Page 2
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Issue Bin Items and Comments

EXHIBIT

1 43

Note: Issue bin item and comment numbers are not sequential because they are arranged by topic.

When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
1 | CACmtg | Having input from people Multiple CAC Will create a survey that members can provide to neighbors | Consultant team and Propose
#1 who have been through the | members to fill out and return staff working on informational
permitting process. January 27, 2005 Workshop will provide feedback logistics for the materials for
At CAC mtg #2, Claudia County will use survey with walk-in traffic to get feedback survey. Unlikely that, | adoption that
noted that some CAC Could use public workshop to get input, pose the question: is | given time constraints, | better assist
members have been through this resolving your issues with the process? a mail survey willbe | applicants in
the process and may not Could have CAC members solicit input, or have a station possible. understanding
need testimonials from specifically addressing the issue Team will rely on and complying
public feedback from the 2 | with the
Bob L noted that staff Open House. regulations and
responsibility to tell Gorge CAC members have get feedback
Commission what is not provided valuable from public at
working input that has been March 30, 2005
Isabella C suggested incorporated where workshop.
contacting previous possible into the
applicants process.
Eric L suggested a score
sheet like the one staff used
2 | CACmtg | Degree of change required | Angelo Simione Likely an opportunity to revisit this under site Management Plan Existing
#1 for historic or older January 27, 2005 review/cultural resources requires historic process ensures
structures that may not Building code requirements are outside the scope of scenic survey for buildings that changes to
match their character area review that are more than 50 | historic
years old. This was not | structures do
changed. USFS not compromise
archaeologist and its character.
SHPO review.
3 | CACmtg | Consider addressing the Lex Loeb Important to keep in mind the burden the process places on Part of this project is Proposed
#1 punitive atmosphere of January 27, 2005 the applicant as we move through the code to develop Expedited
code compliance informational Review Process
: materials and an and
Expedited Review informational
process with the goal | materials for
of improving adoption that
applicants’ experience | better assist the
in moving through the | public in
processes. ' understanding
and complying
with the
regulations.
Page 1
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Issue Bin items and Comments

Note: Issue bin item and comment numbers are not sequential because they are arranged by topic.

When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
4 | CACmtg | Consider compensation for | Lex Loeb Important to understand that while compliance creates cost The request is not No further
#1 costs of complying with the | January 27, 2005 burdens on applicants, properties also derive additional value | within the scope of action other
code requirements Bob Leipper, Email | from regulations by being protected from heavy this project. than to include
to Derrick Tokos, development impacts comments in
January 31, 2005 All jurisdictions have varying degrees of regulations and cost this document.
burdens
Tax assessment, compensation, application fees are not
within the scope of this project
5 | CACmtg Color treatments for small Multiple CAC Standards for these, and other allowed uses, can be The proposed code These points
#1 accessory structures: can members established without requiring scenic review, but then revisions note that have been
we consider implementing | January 27, 2005 compliance becomes a code enforcément issue many CAC members | included as
them? were in favor of options for the
Consistency would be Bob Leipper from numeric limits and PC to review.
better achieved by property | email to Derrick color requirements for
owners knowing exactly Tokos and Gillian accessory structures.
what is allowed or not Zacharias, February
allowed. 24, 2005
6 | CACmtg | Can we have staff’s input Multiple CAC Staff conducted a brain-storming session on issues with the | Notes from staff brain- | No further
#1 on problems with the members code storming session are action needed.
process? January 27, 2005 included with Mtg #2
packet.
7 | Corres- Consistency in application | Bob Leipper Consistency results from a number of factors. Problems in Throughout this The proposed
pondence of the code requirements by | Email to Derrick consistent application of the code because it is project, CAC members | changes to
planning staff: can thisbe a | Tokos, January 31, | unintentionally ambiguous are within the scope of the CAC | have debated the Chapter 38
topic for CAC? 2005 to address. It’s important to keep in mind that additional trade-off between reflect this
flexibility in code requirements adds a discretionary element | having regulations that | debate in the
to staff review and decision-making. More defined are relatively following areas:
regulations allow less chance for differences in application. inflexible (and (e.g.
More flexibility allows more risk of differences in therefore more methodology
interpretation. predictable and less for scenic
open to interpretation | compatibility
by staff) and those that | review is being
are more flexible spelled out to
(allowing for more provide greater
adabtability to certainty. How
individual projects and | development
sites). achieves visual
subordinance
still very
discretionary).
Page 2
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Issue Bin Iitems and Comments

When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
8 | Corres- Lack of code enforcement: | Bob Leipper The CAC can address code enforcement where the code may | Enforcement Issues relating
pondence | can this be a topic for Email to Dermrick be allowing particular situations to occur that then end up continued to be an to the
CAC? Tokos, January 31, frequently as enforcement issues. If the code can be amended | issue of discussion effectiveness of
2005 to stop the situation from occurring that is an appropriate throughout the CAC the compliance
“...compliance becomes a topic. meetings. The County | program should
code enforcement issue.” Follow-up comment | How the County implements code enforcement is outside recently overhauled its | be evaluated
Why is this a problem? MC | by Bob Leipper in scope of the CAC. compliance program. | independent of
doesn’t even enforce the 60 | email to Derrick The Management Plan | this code
sf limit so why should an Tokos and Gillian revisions do not update. This
additional criteria be an Zacharias on impact these changes. | issue will be
issue? February 24 discussed at the
Planning
Commission
Hearings.
EXPEDITED REVIEW
COMMENTS
9 | CACmtg Expedited Review process | Sara Grigsby If there is time at upcoming meetings, we can discuss this No further comments | Additional
#2 may have unintended further. CAC members could look again at the Expedited on this topic were comments
consequences; may not Review uses and make some notes about their specific received. could still be
have talked enough about concerns. Ask yourselves: what uses might I be concerned to submitted up
what those may be. How hear about when I receive preliminary decision document? Is until April 18th
final will the staff the comment/appeal period sufficient, keeping in mind the to be reviewed
recommendation to the goal of an expedited process. It would be helpful to have by Planning
Planning Commission be, those comments specifically to submit with the staff report to Commission.
would there be the Planning Commission at that stage.
opportunities for changing
it at that stage?
10 | CAC mtg Notice to adjacent property | Group Makes requirements consistent. Can be implemented this Expedited process PC to review
# owners should not be less way. included as a modified | with other
than 750 feet Type 1I, which is 750 | changes.
feet.
11 | CACmtg | Ground disturbance should | Not attributed Staff can define this. Ground disturbance PC to review
#2 be defined will be added to the with other
' definitions. changes.
12 | CACmtg | Include a statement that the | Not attributed This could be added to the application form. A line for this has PC to review
#2 applicant must sign and that been added to the with other
says the information is true application form. changes.
13 | CAC mtg Notice packet should Not attributed A vicinity map can be included with the application mailing. | Suggested as part of PC to review
#2 include a vicinity map the application with other
Page 3
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Issue Bin Items and Comments

When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
package. changes.
14 | CACmtg | Handout should include a Not attributed This will be added to the handout. Done. PC to review
#2 paragraph to explain the with other
spirit and purpose of ER changes.
15 | CACmtg | Include a list of “red flag” | Not attributed This will be added to the handout. Done.
#2 conditions under which ER
cannot be used
16 | CACmtg | Should include graphics Not attributed This can be added; the nature of the graphics to be Graphics are
#2 determined. forthcoming.
17 | CACmtg | Explain how an applicant Not attributed This will be added. Maps that the County will be receiving Staff is working with
#2 demonstrates that the from the USFS identify properties that are topographically the USFS to obtain
subject site is or is not visible from a particular KVA. These maps are suitable for these maps. Maps are
within view from KVA an initial screening and will be made available as soon as we | still being quality
receive themn. controlled. Hope to
have a draft for 2
public meeting in
Corbett.
18 | CACmtg | County could conduct a Not attributed County will consider this format. Will be raised during
#2 weekly scheduled group internal review of
workshop to explain the project documents.
process and answer
questions
DEFINITIONS
19 | CACmtg | Change term of “retaining Bob Leipper This will be added to the proposed changes for the MCC Retaining structure to | PC to review
#2 wall” to “retaining definitions. The County will adopt the height and length be defined. with other
structure” and setting thresholds as given in the revised Management Plan because changes.
different height and length the suggested thresholds would be less protective of the
thresholds to <2 ft resources.
(allowed), 2-4 ft
(expedited), >4 ft, building
permit.
20 | Corres- Words or phrases still Bob Leipper, Email | Staff and Consultant will work to include new definitions. To be defined: Home | PC to review
pondence | needing definition or to Derrick Tokos garden, retaining with other
clarification are: site, home | and Gillian structure, parking changes.
garden, area, disturb the Zacharias, February areas. The following
ground, retaining wall, 24, 2005 common terms do not
decks, parking areas, require definition in
driveways, previously the code, as their
authorized, trails, and o ordinary meanings
Page 4
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Issue Bin Items and Comments

‘When

Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
highly visible. apply: area, disturb the
ground, decks, site,
trails. “Previously
authorized” is not a
term used in the
code—it is used only
in the definition of
repair and
maintenance and is
clarified there.
“Private driveway” is
defined in MCC
38.7700 Land
Divisions. “Highly
visible” is addressed in
the Scenic standards in
the code.
21 | Corres- The burden should be on The burden is already on the applicant to provide sufficient | No further action No further
pondence | the applicant to prove his information for the decision-makers to make a decision. needed. action needed.
case.
22 | Corres- Allow outright any Bob Leipper, email | The proposed change is to limit to one, the number of Staff will not be No further
pondence | accessory structure up to to Derrick Tokos accessory buildings eligible for the expedited review carrying this action needed.
200 sf (the limit before a and Gillian process. Other accessory buildings on a single parcel may be | suggestion forward
building permit is required) | Zacharias, February | reviewed and permitted as a review use. To deviate from this | other than to include it
and 10 feet in height when | 24, 2005 standard could be interpreted as being less stringent than the | in the Issue Bin as a
not visible from any KVA Management Plan. This project’s goal is not to develop comment.
and painted a dark earthtone proposed changes to the MP.
color. .
23 | Corres- Decommissioning in- Bob Leipper, email | Fees are not within the scope of this project. No further action No further
pondence ground oil tanks should be | to Derrick Tokos needed. action needed.
something that is allowed and Gillian
outright; expedited review | Zacharias, February
adds to the cost. 24, 2005
24 | Corres- Alien Young does not Bob Leipper, email | Fees are not within the scope of this project. No further action
pondence | presently enforce permit to Derrick Tokos needed.
fees for “paving existing and Gillian
dirt and gravel roads” or Zacharias, February
even for new dirt and gravel | 24, 2005
roads to existing county
roads.
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Issue Bin Items and Comments

When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
25 | Corres- Does it really make sense to | Bob Leipper, email | The County staff’s approach at this time is to stay with the No further action
pondence | regulate only those exterior | to Derrick Tokos current MP and MCC provisions regarding lighting. needed.
lights “visible from and Gillian
KVA’s” when a person can | Zacharias, February
put in multiple lights and 24,2005
effectively illuminating the
surrounding area like a
parking lot?
26 | Corres- The definition for “wall” is | Bob Leipper, email | Staff will revise definitions to address these issues, as Terms to be defined. PC to review
pondence | not appropriate for use to Derrick Tokos discussed above, and in meeting summaries. with other
defining “retaining wall”. and Gillian changes.
Suggest defining “retaining | Zacharias, February
structure”. 24, 2005
27 | Corres- The color of the roof of a Bob Leipper, email | Comment noted. As with color for small allowed accessory | Comment will be PC to review
pondence | new house is subject to to Derrick Tokos buildings, instituting color requirements would mean either | added in the comment | with other
restrictions; but not in the and Gillian that it would be only an enforcement (complain-driven) column in the code - changes.
“repair” definition for an Zacharias, February | issue, or would require review. revision. '
existing house. 24, 2005
28 | Corres- Under new allowed uses, Bob Leipper, email | Wire-strand fences could be further defined to exclude fence | Comment will be
pondence | wire strand fences does not | to Derrick Tokos posts that are not dark or earth-toned. added in the comment
address the posts. Why and Gillian column in the code
allow colored posts without | Zacharias, February revision.
review? 24, 2005
29 | Corres- An appeal of an expedited | Bob Leipper, email | Fees are not within the scope of this project. No further action
pondence | review decision should not | to Derrick Tokos needed.
cost excessively (like over | and Gillian
$20) if anything, Zacharias, February
24, 2005
30 | Corres- Under expiration of Bob Leipper, email | At the CAC meeting, Derrick Tokos pointed out that with No further action
pondence | approvals: Existing building | to Derrick Tokos the extended time to complete projects, the total time to needed.
permits are not addressed and Gillian complete, including building permits would be 6 years.
and should be given the Zacharias, February
maximum amount of time 24, 2005
or grandfathered for an
unlimited time period.
31 | Corres- Existing Uses: It should be | Bob Leipper, email | This comment was also made by Mr. Leipper at CAC Comment will be PC to review
pondence clearly stated that existing to Derrick Tokos meeting #3. added in the comment | with other
uses or structures which and Gillian column in the code changes.
were established before the | Zacharias, February revision.
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When Topic Submitted by Staff Feedback Following actions Resolution
county started keeping a 24, 2005
record should be allowed as
“legally established”.
SIGNS
32 | CACmtg | Proposal to eliminate size 11 out of 12 in favor | There was a mistake in the handout, the size limits are 12 No further action
#3 limits on political signs in square feet. needed.
the SMA is wrong. Size
limits should be maintained.
33 | CACmtg | Allowing temporary Claudia Curran This is not a new addition or change to the MP. The comment is added | PC to review
#3 construction signs up to 32 to the comment with other
sf should be okay for safety column in the code. changes.
reasons only.

34 | CACmtg | Go back to what the Angelo Simione Staff offered to research the reason for the changes to the The comment is added | PC to review

#3 standards were for temporary sign standards. to the comment with other
temporary signs in most column in the code. changes.
cases unless for public
safety reasons; what were
the reasons for all of the
changes to signs anyway?

CACmtg | EXISTING &

#3 DISCONTINUED USES

43 Allowing more flexibility Various There was no CAC consensus on this issue. Lack of consensus will | PC to review
siting & sizing of be noted in the with other
replacements of uses comment column in changes.
destroyed by disaster. the code revisions.

44 10 years too long to allow Claudia Curran Comment noted in revisions to Chapter 38. PC to review
vegetation to grow back for with other
uses destroyed by disaster changes.
EXPIRATION OF
APPROVALS

45 County staff suggesting Derrick Tokos No CAC objections. No further action
decisions be ministerial needed.

VESTING

35 | CACmtg | Should state or federal rules | Lex Loeb Mr. Tokos said that typically state vesting rules apply except | No further action

#3 should apply to vesting. when dealing with land in the NSA . Staff inclination is to go | needed.

with the Gorge Commission new vesting language. If
somebody believes that the language violates other federal
rules or constitutional protections , they will need to take it
up with the Gorge Commission.
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SCENIC STANDARDS
36 | CACmtg Unsure if development in Multiple agreement | Comments will be noted in the revised Chapter 38 that will The comment is added | PC to review
#3 Corbett should be exempt be presented to the PC. to the comment with other
from KVA standards; column in the code. changes.
perhaps looking fora
“vision” or “design
guidelines” to improve
aesthetics of the area.
46 | CACmtg | Compatibility could include | Clair Klock Comments will be noted in the revised Chapter 38 that will | The comment is added | PC to review
#3 a range, such as size of be presented to the PC. to the comment with other
buildings within 10 to 20% column in the code. changes.
larger than the original
structure.
37 | Corres- Under full review, an Bob Leipper, email | The purpose of the comment period is to allow the applicant | No further action
pondence applicant should not be able | to Derrick Tokos to change the plans in response to comments and in needed.
to make unlimited changes | and Gillian accordance with the code. Applicants are not allowed to
to application /plans after Zacharias, March 1, | make wholesale changes. To allow no changes would also
the public comment period | 2005 defeat the purpose of allowing public comment before the
but before the decision. final decision.
38 | Corres- An applicant (full review or | Bob Leipper, email | This issue was also raised during CAC mtg #2. Staff could The comment willbe | PC to review
pondence | expedited) does not have to | to Derrick Tokos incorporate a signature line/statement in the new application. | noted as part of staff's | with other
be truthful in the and Gillian presentation of changes.
application or plans. Zacharias, March 1, proposed changes to
2005 the code.
40 | Corres- Re: #3.7. It doesn’t make Bob Leipper, email | Staff will note in the proposed Chapter 38 revisions that The comment willbe | PC to review
pondence | sense to me to burden to Derrick Tokos CAC members were not unanimous on this issue. added to the comment | with other
developed settings with and Gillian column in the code. changes.
guidelines. Zacharias, March 1,
2005
41 | Corres- Issue bin, item #19: The Bob Leipper, email | See response to #19, above,
pondence | face area of a retaining to Derrick Tokos
structure (or wall) should and Gillian
correlate to the size limits Zacharias, March 1,
(face area) of accessory 2005
structures.
SMA NATURAL
RESOURCE CRITERIA
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Issue Bin Items and Comments
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47 | CACmtg | Concerned that the Angelo Simione CAC comments will be noted in the revised Chapter 38 that | The comment willbe | PC to review
#4 resources will not be will be presented to the PC. added to the comment | with other
protected if owners are column in the code. changes.
allowed to encroach more
and more into the resource
or the buffer.
48 | CACmtg | Wetland mitigation often Clair Klock CAC comments wilt be noted in the revised Chapter 38 that | The comment willbe | PC to review
#4 does not work and cannot will be presented to the PC. added to the comment | with other
replace destruction of column in the code. changes.
naturally-occurring
wetlands. Development
within a delineated natural
feature should be
prohibited.
49 | CACmtg | Issue of who reviews buffer | Robert Leipper This issue has been raised with the Gorge Commission and | This issue will be part | PC to review
#4 adjustment reports. Clair Klock will be raised with submittal of the revised Chapter 38 to the | of staff’s presentation | with other
One solution is to have a Planning Commission. of changes to the code. | changes.
trained staff person from
the County or a state
agency delineate natural
features.
UNIFORM
APPLICATION.
42 | CACmtg | NSA regulations should be | All Several CAC members stated agreement. This policy may be PC to review
#4 uniformly applied within all added to the Rural “with other
the counties, has not Area Policy Plan changes.
seemed to be uniform in the document.
past among the counties and
among County applications,
50 | CACmtg | Any meetings among Robert Leipper The suggestion can be raised with the planner group by CAC members can
#4 planners of the NSA Multnomah County planners. contact Derrick Tokos
counties should be open to to follow up.
the public.
AGRICULTURAL
BLDGS
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39 | Corres-
pondence

Re: Handout #3.6: It should
be clearly stated that ag
buildings are just that: for
agricultural purposes.

Bob Leipper, email
to Derrick Tokos
and Gillian
Zacharias, March 1,
2005

County code will reflect new MP standards for agricultural
buildings.

PC to review with
other changes.

51

Support for the addition of
MP provisions to ensure
buildings are truly for ag
uses

Bob Leipper
Clair Klock

See above.

None needed.

RESOURCE
ENHANCEMENT
PROJECTS.

52 | CAC mtg

Should have a monitoring
requirement added at 5- and
10-year intervals.

Clair Klock

There is currently no monitoring requirement in the code or

in the revisions to the MP for resource enhancement projects.

Staff will note this as an option.

Comment to be placed
in comment column on
revised code.

PC to review
with other
changes.

DISPOSAL SITES

53

Support for this and for
application to private sector
too. Problems with people
accepting fill for money on
their property.

Clair Klock

Comment can be noted in the revisions to Chapter 38.

Comment to be placed
in comment column on
revised code.

PC to review
with other
changes.

MISCELLANEOUS
COMMENTS

54 | CACmtg

Should examine ways to
allow more public access to
the NSA, particularly bus
service since one purpose of
the NSA is to allow public
access, particularly to key
viewing areas.

Examine ways to address
increasing congestion on I-
84 and that may hurt small
businesses and hinder
recreation.

Lex Loeb
Angelo Simione

Mr. Tokos responded that since there are no planned changes
to the zoning designations for this revision implementation,
there are no proposed changes to traffic impact requirements,
such as addressing air quality, or limiting trips. Staff can
note these comments.

PC to review with
other changes.

55 | CACmtg
#4

Evaluate adding a dust
control/abatement provision
to the County Code.

Clair Klock

Staff will note this as a comment.

Comment to be placed
in comment column on
revised code.

PC to review
with other
changes

56 | Corres-

Corrections to meeting #3

Bob Leipper, email

Corrections have been made.

No further action

No further

Note: issue bin item and comment numbers are not sequential because they are arranged by topic.
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pondence | summary. to Derrick Tokos needed. action needed.
and Gillian
Zacharias, 3/10/05
57 | Corres- Does the prohibition against | Bob Leipper, email | Whatever the current zoning designation is for a lot, which No further action No further
pondence land divisions in the SMA to Derrick Tokos indicates whether a lot is in the SMA or GMA, only the rules | needed. action needed.
apply to lots converted to and Gillian for that designation and management area apply.
GMA? Should be made Zacharias, 3/10/05
clearer.
58 | Corres- Parking, “where traffic Bob Leipper, email | This description in Handout #4.3 was intended to convey the | No further action No further
pondence | loads are lighter”. Whatis | to Derrick Tokos idea that urban design standards are intended for urban levels | needed. action needed.
considered lighter? and Gillian of traffic, whereas a gravel surface may be adequate for rural
Zacharias, 3/10/05 levels of traffic. It is not setting a standard.
59 | Corres- Variance section of Bob Leipper, email | Comment noted. This handout summarizes code language
pondence | Handout #4.3, description to Derrick Tokos that already exists.
of a “takings” is not and Gillian
considered one by LCDC Zacharias,
and 1000 Friends.
P\ t00000027A03 10374 PC Hearings\PC Hearing #1fina) matcrials\d-10 table 1 issue bin items and comments.doc
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RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT #14
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May 26, 2005

Mr. Derrick Tokos

Principle Planner
Multnomah County Planning
1600 SE 190"

Portland, OR 97233

Dear Mr. Tokos:

The Board of Directors of Multnomah County Rural Fire Protection District #14 met on May 11, 2005.
The Board wishes to express their support for the proposed modifications to 38,7305 Fire Protection in
Forest Zones which would require that those standards be applied only outside of organized Fire
District. The following is a list of concerns the Board has with the current standard:

**The water tank would not be use by our Fire Department within our District. We carry
1,000 gallons of water on our trucks. We have immediate backup of our tankers which each
carry 3,000 gallons. Our operating protocols identify water sources throughout the district
which are used to insure an adequate water resource. The tank would not provide a useful
volume of water and would require variance from our standard procedure which could delay
and add confusion to fire suppression.

** There is no requirement for any means to access the tank. This would require
placement of the tank in an accessible location for fire trucks, which would require an adequate
roadway be built to the location of the tank. Additionally, there is no requirement for any
means to get the water out of the tank in a manner that would work for fire department
connections which are not compatible with standard pipe connections. Fire Hose connections
would also be larger than house hold plumbing and would place an unnecessary expense on
homeowners for something that would not be used.

**A water tank is not consistent with the way our Firefighters are trained. The key to fire
suppression is rapid, consistent response by highly trained firefighters. To say that our standard
procedures and training apply everywhere “but not at this house” is not in the best interest of
our neighbors within Fire District #14. It would also be one more structure to hinder potential
access by firefighters during an emergency event.

**Requires that an unnecessary structure be built within the National Scenic Area. While
a 1,000 gallon storage tank or pond is not a large project, it is an unnecessary structure within
the National Scenic Area. As noted above, it would not be used by our Fire Department in the
event of an emergency.

BUSINESS PHONE: (503) 695-2272 _ ' EXHIBIT
BACKYARD BURNING: (503) 695-2225
FAX: (503) 695-3473 P.O. BOX i 4




**Places an undue burden on the homeowner. It places an additional, unnecessary financial
burden on the homeowner to build a tank or pond. Additionally, a 20 gallon per minute water
pump is not reasonable, practical, or most likely not even possible. The average well pump
produces approximately 10 gallons/minutes. It is our understanding that lending institutions
require a minimum of 5 gallons /minutes. Having a pump that is too large will continue to
cycle on and off very rapidly under normal demand for water, resulting in shortened pump life,
erratic water pressure, and potential to outstrip the well’s ability to produce water.

»*Potential Health Hazard. An uncovered water tank is a potential breeding ground for
mosquitoes and other insects. If the assumption is that the tank will be used as a water source
(although it would not be in Fire District #14), than it would have to be uncovered, posing a
potential health threat to the community.

»»Potential Safety Hazard. Fire District #14 spends a lot of time educating the community
we serve. We do not want to encourage untrained residents to fight fires on their own. If a fire
cannot be extinguished with a fire extinguisher, then we tell them to phone 911 and get away
from the fire. We provide training to local residents on use of a fire extinguisher. The
proposed requirement would place a false sense of security with the homeowner/resident,
which could result in injury or loss of life.

Each project is unique and has its own special problems. Before Fire District #14 signs off on any
given project, we assure ourselves that access is appropriate and we are capable of rapid response for
fire suppression. We use different tools to assure the best protection for our neighbors, which could
include sprinkler systems, removal of vegetation, or special access to facilitate our response.

While we appreciate the need for Fire Safety and access standards, we believe that the proposed
requirements are impractical, unnecessary, place a financial hardship on the property owner, and are a
potential health and safety hazard. We therefore support your efforts to work with the Gorge
commission staff to exclude the requirement for projects within and organized Fire District.

Thank you for your assistance in this effort.

Sincerely,

‘ .TZ\.L,‘_, T’ 4/ &"
THOMAS J. LAYTON
Chief

CC: Gorge Commission, Brian Litt Senior Planner
Fire District #14 Board Chairman Leroy Smith
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May 20, 2005

Derrick Tokos, Principal Planner

Multnomah County Transportation and Land Use Planning Division
1600 SE 190" Ave.

Portland, OR 97233

Dear Derrick:

I have reviewed recent revisions to the draft Multnomah County Ordinance that implement Revisions
to the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. These include revisions
in the version of the ordinance posted on your website on June 3, 2005. In addition, you e-mailed me
proposed revisions to address several comments that were not addressed in the June 3, 2005 website
version. Thank you for the many changes you made in response to comments I submitted in letters on
April 18, April 29 and May 20, 2005. With a few exceptions noted below, these revisions adequately
address Commission staff comments.

As we discussed today, you will either make additionél revisions or pfovide additional supporting
information (as specified below) prior to the June 16, 2005 Board of County Commissioners hearing to

address the remaining comments.

Missing Provisions

Two topics in the Revisions to the Management Plan are still missing from the County Ordinance and
need to be added. They are: 1) SMA/GMA Review Use Guideline 8 regarding protection of recreation
resourccs (Revisions to the Management Plan, page 1I-159); and 2) consolidation of lots (page 1I-108).

Consolidation of Lots

With respect to the consolidation guidelines, you indicated you will be adding a guideline to
implement Management Plan Guideline 1. You will also be providing supporting information to the
Gorge Commission demonstrating the Guideline 2 would not be applicable in Multnomah County,
either to existing or prospective subdivisions. We agreed that Guideline 3 is not applicable to Oregon
counties pursuant to ORS chapter 92.

Definition of “Repair”

The last sentence of the first paragraph in revised definition of “repair” (MCC 38.0015) should be
revised to read: “Up to 10 percent increase in the original size;-seepe;-configuration-or-design of a
portion of a building to be repaired structure is allowed if required to comply with building codes,
provided it does not require additional excavation.” Revised as such, the 10% increase would only
apply to buildings. The Management Plan allows some increase in size of utility poles and extensions
of guardrails without review. A size increase of 10% of such structures could be larger than specified
in the Plan for such structures. It is my understanding you will be making such revisions.




Compatibility Guideline
I recommend you add language to the first sentence of Guideline 38.7035(AX2) clarifying what the

term “similar buildings” means. I suggest revising the sentence to read: “New buildings shall be
compatible with the general scale (height, dimensions, and visible mass) of similar buildings (e.g.
dwellings to dwellings) that exist nearby.” I also recommend replacing the word “may” in the last
sentence with the word “generally” or usually”. It is my understanding you will be making such

revisions.

Waiving On-Site Water Storage Requirements on Properties Within Fire Districts in GMA-Forest

Zones

The Corbett Fire District has made a compelling case in information they provided the Commission
that the on-site water storage requirements of 38.7305(C) need not apply within their district, as they
have adequate infrastructure and response capabilities to better provide water for suppressing fires in
these areas. The revised language of 38.7305(C) refers to “...properties located outside of a fire
district...” You indicated you will provide information regarding whether there are any other fire
districts in the County within lands designated GMA Small or Large Woodland or Commercial Forest.
Assuming this information shows there are no such districts or that they have similar capacity for
providing on-site water for fire suppression, this revision would be consistent with the Management
Plan.

With the above minor revisions and additional information, all Commission staff comments will have
been adequately addressed. Thanks again for all your hard work and for your responsiveness to
Commission staff’s comments. Please contact me at Litt@gorgecommission.org or 509-493-3323, ext.
223 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Briou_
Brian Litt
Senior Planner

c: Anne Squier
Virginia Kelly, USFS Scenic Area Office
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United States Forest Columbia River Gorge
Department of Service National Scenic Area
Agriculture

902 Wasco Ave., Suite 200
Hood River, OR 97031
(541) 308-1700

FAX (541) 386-1916

File Code:

1900

Date: June 7, 2005

Derrick Tokos

Multnomah County Land Use Planning Division
1600 SE 190™ Ave

Portland, OR 97233

Dear Derrick:

Enclosed are the USDA Forest Service comments on the June 3, 2005 website version of the
Multnomah County Ordinance to implement the Revisions to the Management Plan for the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. Thank you for the many changes which

incorporated our comments of April 15, April 29 and May 2, 2005.

Per Section 8(j) of the National Scenic Area Act, the Secretary of Agriculture is required to
determine consistency of a Special Ma.nagement Area land use ordinance with the Management
Plan. Therefore, the Forest Service is providing a staff review of the draft ordinance. Our review
was limited to the SMA provisions, including joint SMA/GMA provisions.

Please contact me at (541)308-1720 or vkelly@fs.fed.us with any questions.

Sincerely,

o ot co bt

VIRGINIA KELLY
Planner

Attachment

Cec: Brian Litt, Columbia River Gorge Commission

Caring for the Land and Serving People

Printed on Recyded




Forest Service Comments on

SMA Provisions the
Multnomah County Ordinance to implement the
Revisions to the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area

June 7, 2005

Thank you for the many changes which incorporated our comments of April 15, April 29 and
May 2, 2005. The following comments used the documents as available on the Multnomah
County website as of June 3, 2005

Per Section 8(j) of the National Scenic Area Act, the Secretary of Agriculture is required to
determine consistency of a Special Management Area land use ordinance with the Management
Plan. Our review was therefore limited to the SMA provisions, including joint SMA/GMA
provisions.

Please tell me where the following Management Plan provisions are located in the ordinance;
they need to be included in the ordinance:

e Consolidation of Lots (Management Plan page [1-108)
e SMA/GMA Review Uses Guideline 8 (Management Plan page II-159)

Part 1 — General Provisions
Definitions

Repair (email message of June 6, 2005): I propose the following change to the first paragraph of

your email proposal of June 6, 2005. I prefer that the 10% increase apply only to buildings. The

Management Plan allows some increase in size of utility poles and extension of guardrails

without review, and potentially a 10% increase could be larger that than specified in the Plan.
Repair: Replacement or reconstruction of a part of a serviceable structure after damage,
decay or wear. A repair returns a structure to its original and previously authorized and
undamaged condition. It does not change the original size, scope, configuration or design of a
structure, nor does it excavate beyond the depth of the original structure. Up to a 10 percent
increase in the original size, seope;-eenfiguration-or-design of a portion of a building to be

repaired strueture is allowed if required to comply with building codes, provided it does not

require additional excavation.

Signs

Page 71: MCC 38.0080 (G). The MCC added SMA sign guideline 8 on Plan page II-163,
referring to sign clutter, per my April 15 comments. However, now it is not clear that the
guideline only applies to the SMA. This guideline should be moved under MCC 38.0080 (E).




Part 4 — Zoning Districts

SMA Forest — GSF

We noted that the ordinance now explicitly includes all SMA Forest Management Plan review
uses, except Management Plan Review Use 1.B. (Plan page II-38): “New cultivation or new
agricultural use outside of previously disturbed and regularly worked fields or areas. Clearing
trees for new agricultural use shall be subject to the additional requirements of 1(W) of this
chapter.” However, this use would be allowed in GSF due to MCC 38.2025 (B)(1) which allows
the uses of MCC 38.2225 (B). MCC 38.2225 (B) includes the above referenced guideline.

We note that other SMA Forest Management Plan uses not explicitly listed in GSF are allowed
due to MCC 38.2025 (B)(1) which allows the uses of MCC 38.2225 (B).

SMA Agriculture — GSA

Page 31: MCC 38.2223. Minor typo: “The uses listed in MCC 38.1010 may be allowed on land
designated GGA and GSA ESA, pursuant to....... »

We note that other SMA Agriculture Management Plan uses not explicitly listed in GSA are
allowed due to MCC 38.2225 (B)(2) which allows the uses of MCC 38.2025 (B).

SMA Open Space - GSO

Page 57: MCC 38.2625 (E)(7). MCC added Management Plan Review Use 1.F (Plan page II-59)
which allows treatment of noxious weeds without completion of an SMA Open Space plan under
certain conditions, but omitted one guideline, F(2)(d), “Limitation of recreational uses.”

SMA Public Recreation— GSPR

Page 68: MCC 38.2830 (CX(11)(a). The Bed and Breakfast guideline should be modified to
include the underlined language:
(a) Is included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places;-ef
The use or development shall be compatible with agricultural use. Buffer zones should be

considered to protect agricultural practices from conflicting uses.

Page 68: MCC 38.2830 (C)(11)(b). The Bed and Breakfast guideline contains a clause that is not
in the Management Plan and must be deleted:

We noted that other SMA Public Recreation Management Plan review uses not explicitly listed
in GSPR are allowed due to MCC 38.2825 (C)(1) and (C)(7) which allows the uses of MCC
38.2025(B) and 38.2225 (B).



SMA Residential- GSR

Page 74: MCC 38.3025 (B)(7) and (BY(12). Minor edits: these guidelines have missing

references.

Part 6 — Approval Criteria

SMA Scenic Resources
This section is now much more consistent with the Plan, thanks. I have only a few minor

comments.

Page 26: MCC 38.7040 (A)(1). The following underlined language should be added
(Management Plan page I-33):
“New developments and land uses shall be evaluated to ensure that the scenic standard is
met and that scenic resources are not adversely affected, including cumulative effects,
based on the degree of visibility from Key Viewing Areas.”

Page 32: MCC 38.7040 (B)(1) (b) and (c): A few minor edits I did not catch before: in each

guideline, “must” should be changed to “shall”, since shall is used and defined in the
Management Plan.

Page 32: MCC 38.7040 (B)(2) (a): Minor edit: “coniferous landscape setting” should be
changed to “Coniferous Woodland landscape setting.”

Page 34: MCC 38.7040 (C): Management Plan guidelines 2 and 3 (page 1-40), referring to
scenic corridor strategies are omitted from the ordinance. The April 2005 version of the
ordinance included a guideline to implement the scenic corridor strategies; this guideline is not in
the current (June 2005) version. We ask that the guideline implementing the scenic corridor
strategies be added back to the ordinance. (Page 29, guideline (C).(2) of the April version).
“Development along Interstate 84 and the Historic Columbia River Highway shall be

consistent with the scenic corridor strategies developed for these roadways.”

Page 29/30: MCC 38.7040 (C)(2)(a) and (b)(1). For clarity, in each guideline we suggest
changing the reference to the “previous section” to “requirements of 7040(A)”; the KVA

requirements.

SMA Natural Resources

Page 105: MCC 38.7075 (H). This provision also needs a reference to Table 4 in the
Management Plan. “Types of Wildlife Areas and Sites Inventoried in the Columbia Gorge”.
Table 4 is the Table XX referenced in the Management Plan. In addition, per our letter of March
14, 2005, we would like this provision to have a reference to the “Columbia Gorge and Vicinity
Endemic Plant Species” Table (Table 7 in the Management Plan).




Expedited Development Review Criteria

Page 161: MCC 38.7100 (AX(4)(b)(3). I think that referencing 38.0110 (the treaty rights

guidelines) is more appropriate here than the references cited.

Part 7 — Special Uses

Page 55: MCC 38.7370 (B)(1): For clarity, this guideline could reference MCC 38.7040(A).

Page 61: MCC 38.7375 (C) Stewardship Plan Requirements: Management Plan guideline (3)(c)
iv has been omitted and needs to be added (Plan page 1I-44):
“Give a clear explanation how and why the proposed activities will lead the forest towards its
range of natural variability and result in reaching sustainability, resiliency to disturbances.”

Rural Area Plan

I still prefer that the box with the Forest Service recognize the Forest Service role in preparing
the SMA portions of the Management Plan, per my emailed graphic of May 19, 2005.

Gorge US Dept of Agriculture
Bi-State Commission Forest Service
Management Plan for the Prepares Special Management Area
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic portion of the Management Plan
Area

Determines consistency of actions on federal lands
nal

with the Management Plan. Mc Nati

Forest System lands

Provides policy and guidance in the Scenic Area

(Could delete the highlighted portions if space needed.)



Attachment 3

POLICY 41: COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA

In 1986 Congress passed the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area Act (Public Law
99-663) which designated 292,600 acres in six counties in the states of Oregon and
Washington as a National Scenic Area. Approximately 33,280 acres of that area are within
Multnomah County.

The purposes of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area are to protect and provide
for the enhancement of the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the
Columbia River Gorge, and to protect and support the economy of the Columbia River Gorge
by allowing future development which supports those purposes. The purposes are
implemented by the document entitled Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge
National Scenic Area unty document entitled Col ja_River

Gorge National Scenic Area Rural Area Plan Policy Document.

The Management Plan is organized into five parts. Part I of the Plan addresses land use
designations, and the colored map by this title is used in conjunction with this section of the
Plan. Individual chapters set forth the goal, objective, policy, and guideline elements for each
land use category: agricultural land, forest land, open space, residential land, commercial
land, and recreation designations. The land use designation chapters are followed by a
chapter on general policies and guidelines that affect all uses in the Scenic Area, regardless of
designation. '

Part II sets forth goals, objectives, policies, and guidelines for resource protection and
enhancement. Individual chapters cover scenic resources, cultural resources, natural
resources, and recreation resources. The accompanying landscape settings map is used in
conjunction with the scenic resources chapter, and the recreation intensity classes map is used
with the chapter in Part II on recreation resources.

Part III outlines an action program, with chapters devoted to the recreation development plan,
economic development, enhancement strategies, and interpretation and education. Part IV
focuses on the role of the Gorge Commission and the U.S. Forest Service, Indian tribal treaty
rights and consultation, and public involvement. Part V consists of a glossary of definitions.




loading, land divisions, planned development, and variances to dimensional standards.

The County's policy is to implement the goals, objectives, policies, and guideline elements
contained in the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and
attendant maps (including any future amendments) for that portion of the County designated
by Congress as the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area.

Strategy

As a part of the ongoing planning program, the County should amend the Zoning Code to
include zoning districts and review procedures which implement the goals, objectives and
policies of the Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area and its
attendant maps.
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KEY TO SECTION 8(o) ZONING CHANGES

CURRENT CRGC GMA

COUNTY

TAX ACCOUNT # OWNER LOCATION ACRES ZONING DESIGNATION EQUIVALENT
R944280270 Herndon IN4E28C -00100 34 GSA-40 A2-40 GGA-20*
R944280110 Annus 1N4E28D -00900 19.09 GSA-40 A2-40 GGA-20*
R944280250 McCartney 1N4E28D -01100 5 GSA-40 A2-20 GGA-20
R944290050 Chamerlain Hill Ranch (Ulmer) 1IN4E29  -00900 96.69 GSA-40 Al-40 GGA-40
R944290320 Hummel IN4E29CC -00100 2 GSA-40 A2-40 GGA-20*
R944290230 Darcy 1IN4E29CC -00200 5 GSA-40 A2-40 GGA-20*
R944290270 Hummel IN4E29CC -00400 4 GSA-40 A2-40 GGA-20*
R945210070 Wellman INSE21D _-00600 3 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945220030 TPL Bridal Veil INSE22 -00300 0.74 GSPR F3-20 GGF-20
R945220110 TPL Bridal Veil INSE22 -00400 13.3 GSPR F3-20 GGF-20
R945220020 TPL Bridal Veil INSE22 -00500 0.24 GSPR F3-20 GGF-20
R283300300 TPL Bridal Veil INSE22AB -00600 2.87 GSPR F3-20 GGF-20
R945270240 Smith INSE27 _-00600 2.9 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945270280 Harlow INSE27C -00100 6.64 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270220 Leigh INSE27C -00200 3.92 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270360 Dufresne INSE27C -01000 4.39 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270200 Van Houten INSE27D -00200 9.52 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270320 Knotts INSE27D _-00900 5.5 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270190 Martin INSE27D _-01200 47 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945270260 Davis/Pauli INSE27D -01300 11.8 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945270340 Nulton INSE27D -01400 24 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945270150 Martin INSE27D -01500 6.3 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945280100 Clements INSE28 -00500 114.58 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945280300 Gibbons INSE28B -00200 0.07 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945280220 Forner INSE28B -00300 12.82 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945290280 Gibbons INSE29A -00100 3.9 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R832302850 Gregg INSE30CC -00900 0.57 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945310640 Twilegar INSE31A -02100 7.53 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945320150 Finney/Windust INSE32 -00600 17 GSF-40 F3-20 GGF-20
R945330010 Putnam INSE33 -00100 40 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945330150 Angelo INSE33B -00100 27.66 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945330340 Stomps INSE33B_-00900 8.08 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945330270 Stomps INSE33B -01000 297 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R945340030 MacKay INSE34 _-00900 72.82 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R946020140 Royse IN6E02B _-00500 23.33 GSF-40 F-2 GGF-80*
R832301940 Watson INSE20C -1500 0.21 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40
R832300010 Watson INSE20C -1600 1.00 GSF-40 F3-40 GGF-40

* Management Plan Land Use Designation Conversions Were Not Available. County Equivalent Shown,
Note: Table Refers to changes by the Forest Service from 1997 - present.
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Dixie Stevens
38725 E. Historic Columbia River Hwy.
Corbett, OR 97019

Re: #R12 Amending Multnomah County Code Chapter 38
Dear County Commissioners,

I am writing to applaud the work Multmomah County put into the thoughtful
assessment of the Revisions to the Management Plan as proposed by the
Columbia Gorge Commission. I particularly applaud the convening of a
Citizen’s Advisory Committee to carefully look at changes to the
management plan and believe the outcome of that work is thoughtful and
reasonable.

I especially want to express my appreciation and support for the
Commissioners’ decision to not include for review items under litigation
such as commercial events, fish processing, etc. It makes no sense to
have a body of citizens, county officials and others spend time reviewing
and commenting on areas that will be decided in court at a later date,
potentially overturning any planning that occurred on the local level. In
these times of limited resources, it is simply logical to await the outcome of
the Jegal proceedings and draw a plan from there.

I believe that Multnomah County Commissioners have been fair and
balanced in their approach to the scenic resource of the Columbia Gorge and
have held standards that protect this resource while supporting all the
citizens who live, work, enjoy and play within its’ boundaries.

I thank you for your efforts and ask that you stay the course regarding the
exclusion of litigated items until legal proceedings are settled.

Sincerely,

Dixie Stevens
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15 June 2005

Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
RE: Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area revised codes

As a member of the Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC), I initially approached the process of reviewing the NSA
code revisions very skeptically considering the past actions of a few out-of-control planners at Multnomah County.
Citizen involvement and following the law seem not to be high on the priority list of some planners. But if the county
really wanted citizen input on any revisions, I figured this was better than nothing and possibly a way to correct some
of the things that the Gorge Commission did not address in its’ 10 year review of the NSA Management Plan. The
Gorge Commission should be given credit for some of the revisions they did do. For example, making less red tape
and less useless paperwork for the road departments is a step in the right direction for typical safety and maintenance
issues. \

The CAC was directed to review the revisions, as interpreted and prepared by the consultants and Derrick Tokos, but
was told that the CAC was not charged with making any recommendations. In effect the CAC was simply a group of
ten people discussing/griping/praising the revisions with the consultants acting as facilitators and Derrick Tokos
listening in and providing input or background info. Some things were strangely off-limits such as fees for the new
expedited review process and enforcement. Other revisions were off-limits because of pending litigation from the
Friends of the Gorge who didn’t like some revisions. An opportunity for more public involvement in a review of all
of the county NSA codes was lost, but maybe that was intentional. A review of the “issue bin items” shows a glimpse
of some of the off-limit issues members of the CAC mentioned and also items which required consultant/staff action
or clarification. Unfortunately the Planning Commission did not seem to be too interested in the “issue bin items™.

Another item the Gorge Commission should be given credit for is the new expedited review process for uses that were
considered “low level impact” to scenic, cultural, recreation and natural resources. Unfortunately, several definitions
were not addressed in this new process and leave the process open to abuse by planners and property owners who
want to make up their own code if not clearly defined by the Multnomah County revisions. For example, what is a
“retaining wall”? What is “disturbing the ground”? There is one property owner in the NSA in the county who is
calling an approximately five foot high retaining wall a “landscape partition” and therefore justification for no permit.
The expedited process allows retaining walls up to 2° high x 100’ long, but says you can’t disturb the ground to put
one in. If you have the answer to that one, please let Salem legislators know as they did not have an answer. When a
definition similar to the building code definition was proposed by the staff, it included retaining walls (structures) of
any height. So examples of a 6” high concrete curb along a driveway or an 8” x 8 x 12" high sandbox not visible
from a Key Viewing Area were also included. A definition with a lower limit or a clarification from the Gorge
Commission is needed, but Derrick Tokos has not expressed a willingness to go back to the Gorge Commission.
When these two specific definitions were mentioned before the planning commission they were left unresolved with
the astounding comment from commissioner Foster: I haven’t heard any specific objections so I move we accept the
staff revisions. Common sense needs to be injected into the areas the Gorge Commission, staff and planning
commission failed to address. The “issue bin items™ lists other definitions needing clarification.

After the CAC meetings, these revisions went before the planning commission in two parts at consecutive meetings.

At the second meeting new material (to be given to permit applicants for clarification) was distributed that the CAC |
never had an opportunity to review. One of these items listed “rock retaining walls” as a bad practice in siting a

residence. The way this drawing depicted rock retaining walls, some of the walls were obviously very low, probably

no higher than 12”. The walls were also graphically shown by a symbol that could be confused with another item

shown on the drawing, crops. To imply rock retaining walls in the Gorge are bad examples of siting, materials or uses

disrespects the historical man-made rock features and craftsmen who made those features an integral part of the

experience of the Gorge. My understanding is this material also has not been given to you for review. It is not shown

on the Planning Department’s website.

Please do not rubber stamp this proposed revision. It needs more work, common sense and real citizen input.
Bob Leipper

PO Box 94
Troutdale, OR 97060
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Cutebrating 25 years 1950-2005

TO: Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners :

FROM: Katy Daily, Conservation Organizer, Friends of the Columbia Gorge .
RE: Multnomah County National Scenic Area Ordinance (MCC Chapter 38)

DATE: June 16, 2005

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on Multnomah County’s draft National Scenic Area
Ordinance. Friends is a non-profit organization with members in approximately 3,000
households dedicated to protecting and enhancing the resources of the Columbia River Gorge.
Hundreds of our members live within the National Scenic Area.

Friends of the Columbia Gorge commends the County staff and the Citizen Advisory Committee
for the hard work and countless hours that have been put into drafting the ordinance. Friends
recommends adoption of the draft ordinance as written.

Friends and several other parties (including several Multnomah County citizens) have filed
lawsuits in state and federal court alleging that the Revised Management Plan for the Columbia
River Gorge National Scenic Area is inconsistent with the purposes and standards of the Scenic
Area Act. If the appellants prevail, portions of the Revised Plan could be invalidated.

Friends supports Multnomah County’s policy decision to delay consideration of some of the
more controversial changes to the Plan that are currently being litigated. Specifically, the County
has chosen to defer consideration of the following three topics:
e Allowing commercial events on land not zoned for commercial uses
o Allowing fish processing plants on land not zoned for industrial uses
e Deleting the scenic resources protection guideline requiring new development to be sited
to minimize visibility

Friends agrees with the County that it would not be a wise use of resources or fair to the
County’s citizens to adopt legislative amendments or approve new uses that might be deemed
invalid as a result of the litigation. In addition, new commercial uses would pose significant
administrative and enforcement burdens on Multnomah County. Because commercial events
would occur frequently and usually only on evenings and weekends, they would require
additional County enforcement resources at a time when those resources are already stretched
very thin.

Again, Friends recommends adoption of the draft ordinance as written. Thank you for
considering this testimony. '

522 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 720, Portland, OR 97204  (503) 241-3762 » www.gorgefriends.org
Printed on recycled, secondarily chlorine-free paper
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2. Written testimony will be entered into the official record.
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June 16, 2005

Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard,
Portland, OR

Chair Linn and Board of Directors,

I am a Multnomah County resident who has attended Gorge Commission meetings since 1998 and have
been an active citizen-participant in the Management Plan Review.

During that process, there were several issues I opposed. Among those are three amendments up for
consideration by this board of commissioners. They are:

1. Allowing commercial events on agricultural, residential, and forest lands: They should only be
permitted in urban areas as stated in the current Management Plan and the NSA Act.

2. 'There is a fish processing plant in Multnomah County that is not properly zoned. The Heuker plant
should be shut down. I encourage Multnomah County to vigorously monitor and legally pursue any
improperly zoned commercial business.

3. The minimize visibility standard for new development should not be deleted. The problem of
improperly sited new developments is taking its toll on scenic area protection in the Columbia Gorge.

I continue to oppose these three changes and I support the County Commission’s decision to delay

consideration of these topics. Thank you for considering my views.

Sincerely,

PO Box 33130
Portland, Oregon 97292



Dixie Stevens
38725 E. Historic Columbia River Hwy.
Corbett, OR 97019

Re: #R12 Amending Multnomah County Code Chapter 38
Dear County Commissioners,

I am writing to applaud the work Multnomah County put into the thoughtful
. assessment of the Revisions to the Management Plan as proposed by the
Columbia Gorge Commission. I particularly applaud the convening of a
Citizen’s Advisory Committee to carefully look at changes to the
management plan and believe the outcome of that work is thoughtful and
reasonable.

I especially want to express my appreciation and support for the
Commissioners’ decision to not include for review items under litigation
such as commercial events, fish processing, etc. It makes no sense to
have a body of citizens, county officials and others spend time reviewing
and commenting on areas that will be decided in court at a later date,
potentially overturning any planning that occurred on the local level. In
these times of limited resources, it is simply logical to await the outcome of
the legal proceedings and draw a plan from there.

I believe that Multnomah County Commissioners have been fair and
balanced in their approach to the scenic resource of the Columbia Gorge and
have held standards that protect this resource while supporting all the
citizens who live, work, enjoy and play within its’ boundaries.

I thank you for your efforts and ask that you stay the course regarding the

exclusion of litigated items until legal proceedings are settled.

Sincerely,
Tre Abcre

Dixie Stevens



