ANNOTATED MINUTES

Tuesday, May 19, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

" BUDGET WORK SESSION

Chair Beverly Stein convened the meeting at 9:34 a.m., with Vice-Chair
| Sharron Kelley and Commissioner Gary Hansen present, and Commission Districts
| 1 and 3 positions vacant.

WS-1 Multnomah County Department of Aging and Disability Services 1998-
99 Budget Overview and Highlights, Citizen Budget Advisory
Committee Presentation; Issues and Opportunities, Questions and
Answers.

JIM MCCONNELL, MARY SHORTALL, SHARON
] MILLER, DON CARLSON, CHRIS REISNER AND
| ' ' DICK FRENCH PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE
‘ TO BOARD QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION.

The budget session was adjourned and the brieﬁng convened at 10:25 a.m.

Tuesday, May 19, 1998 - 10:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland -

BOARD BRIEFING

B-1 | Overview of Multnomah County Fiscal Year 1998-99 Revenue
Projections. Presented by Mark Campbell and Dave Warren.

DAVE WARREN AND MARK CAMPBELL
PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD
QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION.

The briefing was adjourned at 11:05 a.m.



Wednesday, May 20, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

WORK SESSION

Chair Beverly Stein convened the meeting at 9:35 a.m., with Vice-Chair
Sharron Kelley and Commissioner Gary Hansen present, and Commission Districts
1 and 3 positions vacant.

WS-2 A Systems Approach to Alcohol and Drug Treatment For Offenders.
' Presented by Peter Ozanne with Dan Noelle, Elyse Clawson, Ginger
Martin, Kevin Criswell and Norma Jaeger.

PETER OZANNE, GINGER MARTIN, NORMA
JAEGER, JACQUELYN JAMIESON AND DAN
NOELLE, PRESENTATION AND. RESPONSE TO
BOARD QUESTIONSE, COMMENTS AND
DISCUSSION.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:16 a.m.

Wednesday, May 20, 1998 - 6:00 PM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

BUDGET HEARING

Chair Bevefly Stein convened the meeting at 6:03 p.m., with Vice-Chair
Sharron Kelley and Commissioner Gary Hansen present, and Commission Districts
1 and 3 positions vacant.

PH-1 1998-99 Multnomah County Budget Overview and Opportunity for
Public Testimony on the 1998-99 Multnomah County Budget with
Testimony Limited to Three Minutes Per Person.

RICHARD LUCCETTI TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT
OF FUNDING FOR SCHOOL ATTENDANCE
PROGRAM ON BEHALF OF THE HISPANIC
COMMUNITY. RIC BURGER TESTIMONY IN
SUPPORT OF EMERGENCY HOUSING FUNDING
IN AGING AND DISABILITY SERVICES BUDGET.
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PAUL KAPTUR, BYRON KELLAR AND FRED
WEARN TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF SCHOOL
FUNDING. MAXINE THOMPSON AND MARY
ANNE ALLEN TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF
SCHOOL ATTENDANCE  AD HEADLICE
PROGRAM FUNDING. BLAIR CRUMPACKER
TESTIMONY IN SUPPORT OF SCHOOL FUNDING.
BOARD COMMENTS IN APPRECIATION.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:30 p.m.

Thursday, May 21, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

REGULAR MEETING

Chair Beverly Stein convened the meeting at 9:37 a.m., with Vice-Chair
Sharron Kelley and Commissioner Gary Hansen present, and Commission Districts
1 and 3 positions vacant.

CONSENT CALENDAR

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY,
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER HANSEN,
CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS C-1, C-2 AND CH
THROUGH C-8 WERE UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

C-1 ORDER Authorizing Distribution of Proceeds from the Sale of tax
- Foreclosed Properties for the Period July 1, 1996 through June 30, 1997

ORDER 98-58.
C-2 ORDER Authorizing Execution of Deed D981550 Upon Complete
Performance of Contract 15677 with Elsie P. Flores and Billy Ray

Flores

ORDER 98-59.
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C-4

C-5

C-6

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15476R with
Irene Haskins Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants '

ORDER 98-60.

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15477 with
Fred Miles Upon Default of Payments and Performance of Covenants

ORDER 98-61.

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15524 with
Deborah Long Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants

ORDER 98-62.

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15772 with
Robert H. Hunter Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants

ORDER 98-63.

DEPARTMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES

C-8

Budget Modification DSS 11 Adding $6,195.00 Oregon State Police,
Office of Emergency Management Revenue to the Emergency
Management Program Budget

DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE AND ADULT COMMUNITY JUSTICE

C-9 Amendment 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement 700358 with the
Oregon Youth Authority to Accept Grant Funds and to Extend
Provision of Services for Continuation of Gang Transition Services
through June 30, 1999 ’

C-10 Budget Modiﬁcation DCJ 17 Adding $53,836 Casey Foundation, City
of Portland and Metro Revenue to the Federal/State Budget

REGULAR AGENDA

C-3 ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Salé Contract 15244R2 with

William and Dorothy Jelinek Upon Default of Payments and
Performance of Covenants

4



AT THE REQUEST OF THE DEPARTMENT VIA
CHAIR STEIN AND UPON MOTION OF
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, 3 WAS
UNANIMOUSLY POSTPONED INDEFINITELY.

PUBLIC COMMENT

R-1

Opportunity for Public Comment on Non-Agenda Matters. Testimony
Limited to Three Minutes Per Person.

NO ONE WISHED TO COMMENT.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND FAMILY SERVICES

R-2

Results from RESULTS: Department of Community and Family
Services RESULTS Celebration and Financial Services Improvement

Effort Presentation by Lolenzo Poe, Sue Larsen, Carla Gonzales, Mike
Waddell, Heather Nolte, Jeanette Hankins and Chris Yager

LOLENZO POE, SUE LARSEN, CHRIS YAGER,
JEANETTE HANKINS, HEALTHER NOLTE AND
MIKE WADDELL PRESENTATION  AND
RESPONSE TO BOARD QUESTIONS, DISCUSSION
AND COMMENTS IN APPRECIATION.

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-3

Information and Request for Policy Direction on City of Gresham
Proposed Property Tax Exemption for New Transit Oriented
Development. Presented by Richard Ross and Jonathon Harker.

COMMISSIONER SHARRON KELLEY, RICHARD
ROSS AND JOHNATHON HARKER
PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD
QUESTIONS AND DISCUSSION.

DEPARTMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES

R-4

RESOLUTION Authorizing Issuance and Sale of Short-Term
Promissory Notes (Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 1998)
in the Amount of $11,000,000 for the Purpose of Meeting Current
Expenses of the County for the 1998-99 Fiscal Year
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COMMISSIONER =~ KELLEY MOVED  AND
COMMISSIONER HANSEN SECONDED,
APPROVAL OF R-4. HARRY MORTON
- EXPLANATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD
QUESTIONS. RESOLUTION 98-64 UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-5 First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending the Multnomah County
Animal Control Code Chapter 8.10 to Provide for Certain New
Definitions, and Regulations Relating to Exotic Animals, Potentially
Dangerous Dogs, Dangerous Dogs, Limited Search Warrants and State
Court Enforcement

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. COPIES
AVAILABLE. COMMISSIONER HANSEN MOVED
AND COMMISSIONER KELLEY SECONDED,
APPROVAL OF FIRST READING, HANK MIGGINS
EXPLANATION. JOHN VAN STRY TESTIMONY IN
OPPOSITION TO COUNTY  LEGISLATION
CONCERNING EXOTIC ANIMALS. JACKIE
SINNOTT GAVE HER THREE MINUTES TO JOHN.
DWAYNE KAPTUR, STEVEN BELKNAP, ROBERT
BABCOCK, THOMAS BUCHHOLZ, GINGER
BECKEN, TERRIE KAUFMAN AND DEBBIE
WALDING TESTIMONY IN OPPOSITION TO
COUNTY LEGISLATION CONCERNING EXOTIC
ANIMALS. MIKE KEELE AND JAN HIXSON
TESTIMONY ' IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED
ORDINANCE. CHRISTINE CAVE, STEVEN HIGGS,
ANDY TURUDIC AND DAVID NOLL TESTIMONY IN
OPPOSITION TO COUNTY  LEGISLATION

- CONCERNING EXOTIC ANIMALS. FOLLOWING
BOARD DISCUSSION WITH HANK MIGGINS AND
COUNTY COUNSEL MATTHEW RYAN AND UPON
MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY,
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE
FIRST READING WAS UNANIMOUSLY
CONTINUED TO JUNE 11, 1998.

There being no further business, ‘the meeting was adjourned at 11:10 a.m.
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Thursday, May 21, 1998 - 11:00 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Chair Beverly Stein convened the meeting at 11:21 a.m., with Vice-Chair
Sharron Kelley and Commissioner Gary Hansen present, and Commission Districts
1 and 3 positions vacant.

E-1 The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Will Meet in
Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(1)(d) for Labor Negotiator
Consultation Concerning Labor Negotiations. Presented by Kenneth
Upton and Darrell Murray. |

EXECUTIVE SESSION HELD.
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 12:21 p.m.

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Debonab L. Bogotad

Deborah L. Bogstad
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Gary Hansen, Commission Dist. 2
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ANY QUESTIONS? CALL BOARD
CLERK DEB BOGSTAD @ 248-3277

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES
MAY CALL THE BOARD CLERK AT
248-3277, OR MULTNOMAH COUNTY
TDD PHONE 248-5040, FOR
INFORMATION ON AVAILABLE
SERVICES AND ACCESSIBILITY.

MAY 19, 20 & 21, 1998
BOARD MEETINGS

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS OF
INTEREST

2 | Department of Aging and Disability
Services Budget Session

2 | Overview of Multnomah County 98-
99 Revenue Projections

2 | Work Session: A Systems Approach to
Alcohol & Drug Treatment for
Offenders

PM Public Hearing on County Budget

Thursday AM Regular Board Meeting

DCFS RESULTS Presentation

Nl | WO W

Gresham Proposed Property Tax
Exemption for New Transit Oriented
Development

5 Animal Control Code Ordinance

G | Budget Session & Hearing Schedule

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

Thursday, 9:30 AM, (LIVE) Channel 30
Friday, 10:00 PM, Channel 30
Sunday, 1:00 PM, Channel 30

Produced through Multnomah Community
Television
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Tuesday, May 19, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

BUDGET WORK SESSION

WS-1 Multnomah County Department of Aging and Disability Services
1998-99 Budget Overview and Highlights; Citizen Budget Advisory
Committee Presentation; Issues and Opportunities; Questions and
Answers. 1 HOUR REQUESTED.

Tuesday, May 19, 1998 - 10:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

BOARD BRIEFING
B-1 Overview of Multnomah County Fiscal Year 1998-99 Revenue
Projections. Presented by Mark Campbell and Dave Warren. 45
MINUTES REQUESTED.

Wednesday, May 20, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

WORK SESSION

WS-2 A Systems Approach to Alcohol and Drug Treatment For Offenders.
Presented by Peter Ozanne with Dan Noelle, Elyse Clawson, Ginger
Martin, Kevin Criswell and Norma Jaeger. 2 HOURS
REQUESTED.




PH-1

Wednesday, May 20, 1998 - 6:00 PM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

BUDGET HEARING

1998-99 Multnomah County Budget Overview and Opportunity for
Public Testimony on the 1998-99 Multnomah County Budget with
Testimony Limited to Three Minutes Per Person.

Thursday, May 21, 1998 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

REGULAR MEETING

CONSENT CALENDAR

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

C-1

c4

ORDER Authorizing Distribution of Proceeds from the Sale of tax
Foreclosed Properties for the Period July 1, 1996 through June 30,
1997 »

ORDER Authorizing Execution of Deed D981550 Upon Complete
Performance of Contract 15677 with Elsie P. Flores and Billy Ray
Flores '

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15244R2
with William and Dorothy Jelinek Upon Default of Payments and
Performance of Covenants

ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15476R with
Irene Haskins Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants



C-5 ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15477 with
Fred Miles Upon Default of Payments and Performance of Covenants

C-6 ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15524 with
Deborah Long Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants

C-7 ORDER Authorizing Cancellation of Land Sale Contract 15772 with
Robert H. Hunter Upon Default of Payments and Performance of
Covenants

DEPARTMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES

C-8 Budget Modification DSS 11 Adding $6,195.00 Oregon State .Police,
Office of Emergency Management Revenue to the Emergency
Management Program Budget

DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE AND ADULT COMMUNITY JUSTICE

C-9 Amendment 1 to Intergovernmental Agreement 700358 with the
Oregon Youth Authority to Accept Grant Funds and to Extend
Provision of Services for Continuation of Gang Transition Services
through June 30, 1999

C-10 Budget Modification DCJ 17 Adding $53,836 Casey Foundation, City
of Portland and Metro Revenue to the Federal/State Budget

REGULAR AGENDA
PUBLIC COMMENT

R-1 Opportunity for Public Comment on Non-Agenda Matters. Testimony
Limited to Three Minutes Per Person.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AND FAMILY SERVICES

R-2 . Results from RESULTS: Department of Community and Family
Services RESULTS Celebration and Financial Services Improvement
Effort Presentation by Lolenzo Poe, Sue Larsen, Carla Gonzales,
Mike Waddell, Heather Nolte, Jeanette Hankins and Chris Yager
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NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-3

Information and Request for Policy Direction on City of Gresham
Proposed Property Tax Exemption for New Transit Oriented
Development. Presented by Richard Ross and Jonathon Harker. 10
MINUTES REQUESTED.

DEPARTMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES

R4

RESOLUTION Authorizing Issuance and Sale of Short-Term
Promissory Notes (Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 1998)
in the Amount of $11,000,000 for the Purpose of Meeting Current
Expenses of the County for the 1998-99 Fiscal Year

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-5

First Reading of an ORDINANCE Amending the Multnomah County
Animal Control Code Chapter 8.10 to Provide for Certain New
Definitions, and Regulations Relating to Exotic Animals, Potentially
Dangerous Dogs, Dangerous Dogs, Limited Search Warrants and
State Court Enforcement

Thursday, May 21, 1998 - 11:00 AM

(OR IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING REGULAR AGENDA)

Multnomah County Courthouse, Boardroom 602
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland

EXECUTIVE SESSION

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Will Meet in
Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(1)(d) for Labor
Negotiator Consultation Concerning Labor Negotiations. Presented by
Kenneth Upton and Darrell Murray. 1 HOUR REQUESTED.



1998-99 MULTNOMAH COUNTY BUDGET
WORK SESSIONS AND PUBLIC HEARINGS

4

23-Apr|Thursday [9:30 am PUBLIC HEARING, Executive Budget Presentation and
Approval
28-Apr|Tuesday 9:30 am Central Citizen Budget Advisory Committee Report
9:45 am Juvenile & Adult Community Justice
29-Apr|Wednesday {9:30 am |Sheriff
6:00 pm PUBLIC HEARING @Gresham Library 385 NW Miller
5-May|Tuesday 9:30 am District Attorney
10:30 am Non-Departmental
6-May|Wednesday [1:30 pm Environmental Services
3:00 pm Support Services
12-May|Tuesday  |9:30 am Health
1:30 pm Community & Family Services
14-May|Thursday [10:30 am Library (after regular Board meeting)
19-May|Tuesday 9:30 am Aging and Disability Services
10:30 am Revenue Overview
20-May|Wednesday [9:30 am Alcohol and Drug Treatment for Offenders Work Session
6:00 pm PUBLIC HEARING in Courthouse Boardroom 602
26-May|Tuesday  [9:30 am PUBLIC HEARING TSCC Hearing
10:30 am General Work Session (potential)
1:30 pm General Work Session (potential)
28-May|Thursday 9:30 am PUBLIC HEARING, Adopt Budget

Unless otherwise indicated, all budget sessions will be held in the Multnomah
County Courthouse, Boardroom 602, 1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Portland.
6



‘ MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1938
AGENDA NO: -1
ESTIMATED START TIME: Q20

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: Distribution of Proceeds from the Sale of Tax Foreclosed Properties for the Period
July 1, 1996 through June 30, 1997

BOARD BRIEFING: DATE REQUESTED:
‘ REQUESTED BY:
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:;
REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED;_May 21, 1998

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:_5 minutes

DEPARTMENT: Environmental Services DIVISION: Tax Collection/Records Mgmt

Ny
CONTACT: Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #: 248-5132\00_ext! 2253\
. BLDG/ROOM #: 166/300

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:_Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X]APPROVAL [ ]OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:

Request an Order authorizing reimbursement of the Tax Title Fund for $595,969.70 of
expenditures incurred an disbursed during the period of July 1, 1996 through June 30,
1997 for the administration and maintenance of tax foreclosed properties, and a further
Order establlsh/ng a reserve in the amount of $440,973.18 and for distribution to the

amount of $314,889.34, in accordance with ORS 311.390.
This action is required under ORS 275. 275.

|2]ae> copies b%’iﬁh{m@m
SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL;
(OR)

A 0 Funshorog | 000 | ,\W&Q@J

2/97




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING
STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT
TO: ~ BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: Kathy Tuneberg
TODAY’S DATE: May 11, 1998
REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: May 21, 1998

RE: Distribution of Proceeds from the Sale of Tax Foreclosed Properties for the Period July 1,
1996 through June 30, 1997

I. -~ Recommendation/Action Requested:

Request Order authorizing reimbursement of the Tax Title Fund and additional Order
authorizing distribution of tax foreclosed property sale proceeds to Multnomah County
Taxing Districts.

II. Background/Analysis:

The Board must authorize the reimbursement of these expenditures by the Tax Title Fund.
The Board must also authorize the distribution of the proceeds, after deducting
expenditures. Part of the proceeds from 1996/97 have been set aside to create a reserve of
$440,973 which is equal to 1997/98 expenditure budget.

There are several reasons for establishing a reserve to cover future Tax Title expenditures:

e The number of foreclosures is at an all time low, 41 properties last year, and
fewer than 35 anticipated this year. About 50% of these properties are non-
developable “strips” less than 2,500 square feet with very low values and little
revenue potential. As the total number of foreclosures declines the percentage
of “strips” increases.

* Revenue provided by contracts for property sold at auction or to former
owners is diminishing as the contracts are paid off years before their due dates.
This is most likely due to low interest rates, escalating property value, and high
employment rate.



II Background/Analysis (cont.):

»  Property sales have been delayed for substantial periods of time due to the
resolution of IRS liens and/or title problems. There are approximately 30
properties for which the title has been cleared over the past two years. These
properties can be sold as soon as the Board authorizes and could provide
substantial revenue to the fund.

e The number of saleable properties transferred to governments and low-income
housing programs has also had a financial impact on the fund.

I11. Financial Impact:

With the $440,973 reserve established, and sufficient 1997/98 revenue to cover
expenditures in the current year, this distribution of $314,889.34 should have no detrimental
consequences to the Fund.

However, while the recent estimate of the current year’s revenue indicates 1997/98
expenditures are adequately covered, it may be prudent to consider increasing the reserve
before any further Taxing District distributions are authorized.

IV. Legal Issues:

The reimbursement of Tax Title expenditures is provided for in ORS 275.275 and 311.390.
No other legal issues are known.

V. Controversial Issues:

None anticipated.

VI. Link to Current County Policies:

Maintaining adequate cash flow to cover costs keeps the Tax Title function from requiring
General Fund support.

VII. Citizen Participation:

None anticipated.

VIII. Other Government Participation:

All Taxing District in the County receive a percentage of the distribution.



Sheetl

MULTNOMAH COUNTY

Division of Assessment & Taxation

Distribution of Tax Title Proceeds
for the period

July 1, 1996 to June 30, 1997

Revenue:
Program Reveue $ 1,351,832.22
Less: Pass Through/Refunds 185,586.97

Net Revenue Available for Distribution

Expenditures:
Tax Title Program Expenditures

Personal Services $ 180,779.36
Materials & Services 229,603.37

Total Administration & Maintenance

Subtotal

Less: 1997/98 Budget Reserve

Distribution to Taxing Districts

Page 1

$ 1,166,245.25

$ 410,382.73

$ 755,862.52

440,973.18

$ 314,889.34




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ORDER NO. _98-58

Authorizing Distribution of Proceeds from the Sale of Tax Foreclosed Properties

for the Period July 1, 1996 through June 30, 1997

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds:

a)

b)

Multnomah County, during the period July 1, 1‘996 through June 30, 1997, has
made sales of tax foreclosed real properties which have produced revenues of

$1,166,245.25, and the County has incurred the sum of $595,969.70 for

administration and maintenance of these properties and that the unexpended
balance is $755,862.52

Under the provision of ORS 275.275, refunding to the County’s Tax Title Fund all
expenditures incurred by the County in the maintenance and administration of
such properties, the remaining proceeds from the sale of said properties are to
be distributed to the various taxing districts in Multnomah County, Oregon

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Orders:

1. Expenditures in the sum of $595,969.70 are to be disbursed to Multnomah
County’s Tax Title Fund -
2. Part of the proceeds from 1996/97 are to be set aside to create a reserve of
$440,973.18, which is equal to 1997/98 expenditure budget
3. The balance of the proceeds, $314,889.34, are to be distributed to the Taxing
Districts of Multnomah County by the County Treasurer in accordance with the
formula provided in ORS 311.390.
S éppfoved this 21st day of May, 1998.
@‘& ’...“.':' _-5' 0 A5ty
_ @ /ATy, ‘&,'4, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
‘85 Ty OR MULJNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
?i; il
X ¥4
DI NES IS
LB e e W Beverly S n, Chair
|é'~l Ja, :.o-l"ﬁ‘\‘\\’);’.."
REVIEWED:-~~

Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel
For Multnomah County, Oregon

Matthew O. Ryan, Assistant County Counsel



MEETING DATE:; _MAY 21 1398
AGENDA NO: C-2

ESTIMATED START TIME:_ Q: 30

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: Request Approval of Deed to Contract Purchasers for Completion of Contract.
BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:__Consent

DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:__Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:_166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___ Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:
[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL [] OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:

Request approval of Deed to ELSIE P. FLORES & BILLY RAY FLORES contract purchaser
for completion of Contract #15677 (Property repurchased by former Owners).

Deed D981550 and Board Order attached.

Cpllea O el Txee ok Capo\'c.s
of Qi to VAnessa KR~

11 IV 86

e
S

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

=
ELECTED Z / =
OFFICIAL: f v / <

¥

!

o
e’

ferid
[3Cr]

0" 4

OR N
DEPARTMENT !
MANAGER: Kﬁ/{/ A f U Vw/() W
ALL ACCOMPANYING DOC TS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES
y Questions: Call thé\Board Clerk at 248-3277
12/95




- BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON -

Authorizing the Execution of Deed D981550

Upon Complete Performance of a Contract 15677 ORDER
with ELSIE P. FLORES 98- 59
AND BILLY RAY FLORES

WHEREAS, on April 6, 1992, Multnomah County entered into a contract 15677, Book 2528
Page 1541 with ELSIE P. FLORES and BILLY RAY FLORES, for the sale of the real property
hereinafter described; and :

WHEREAS, the above contract (furchasers have fully performed the terms and conditions of
Sﬁid (;ontract and are now entitled to a deed conveying said property to said purchasers; now
therefore ' :

IT IS ORDERED that the Chair of the Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners
execute a deed conveying to the contract purchasers the following described real property,
situated in the County of Multnomah, State of Oregon:

SUB TRACT C, LOT 8, BLOCK 2 M PATTONS & SUB, a recorded subdivision in the City of

| Portland, County of Multnomah and State of Oregon.

Dated this , 21st  dayof May, 1998.
e \\\\-\" t ' _
WONONERS A, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
e Y, MULTKOMAH COUNTY, OREGON -
LR 2 X ‘ '

73

No?l‘%
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Yoy

) Q - Bgverly Stein, Z{

'REVIEWED:
Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel
Multn 0 Oregon

atthew O. Ryan, Assistast' County Counsel




DEED D981550

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a Igé(x)litical subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to
ELSIE P. FLORES and BILLY RAY FLORES, Grantees, the following described real property,
situated in the County of Multnomah, State of Oregon: .

SUB TRACT C, LOT 8, BLOCK 2 M PATTONS & SUB, a recorded subdivision in the City of
Portland, County of Multnomah and State of Oregon. _

The true and actual consideration paid for this transfer, stated in terms of dollars is $6,170.28.

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS
INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS.
BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE
TITLE TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY
PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND TO DETERMINE ANY
%(I)I\ég;l)"s ON LAWSUITS AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS

Until a change is requested, all tax statements shall be sent to the following address:

ELSIE P. FLORES

BILLY RAY FLORES

5325 N. MONTANA AVE
PORTLAND, OR 97217

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MULTNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be
executed by the Chair of the Multhomah County Board of County Commissioners .this
21st day of  May, 1998, by authority of an Order of the Board of

County Commissioners heretofore entered of record.

‘\\\\\\\ \ s -
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.-"\(\; a'.oxzmi,‘ e BOARDP OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
:.*"Q'.-;_.-'v--.._*;cﬁ-.‘“f#‘?‘ 0.{ MUL A C' TY, OREGON
: A ..1: & '_Jl 1Y Dy o“‘; l.. .. '\ ) . 2
'S5 ﬁ' . By ,é/ _

atthew O. Ryan, Assistt County Counsel

LS (] ¢
D AR / "22 ' Beyverly Stein, Chair
. K, K N :'. :
i,%‘-f% 5% Y
/ ";‘ '\":' ';
o , ci:,
REVIEWED: DEED APPROVED:
Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel - Kathleen A. Tuneberg, Director
Multnomah County, Oregon Tax Collections/Records Management

By]( d JVM%L\
)

After recording, return to Multnomah County Tax Title (166/300)



STATE OF OREGON
SS

e’ s’ e’

COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this
- 21st day of May, 1998, by Beverly Stein, to me personally known, as
Chair of the Multhomah County Board of Commissioners, on
behalf of the County by authority of the Multhomah County Board
of Commissioners.

OFFIC |

SRER.  DEBORAH LYNN BOGSTAD |
y NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON S eo
\7‘|.’{ / COMMISSION NO. 063223
N ONSNITELEZZIEY  Notary Public for Oregon
My Commission expires: June 27, 2001




MEETING DATE:__MAY 21 1938

AGENDA NO: c-> .
ESTIMATED START TIME: QX 2.

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT:_ Cancellation of Defaulted Land Sales Contract
BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:

Amount of_Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:__5 minutes
DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:__Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:__166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:

[]INFORMATIONAL ONLY  []POLICY DIRECTION  [X] APPROVAL []OTHER
SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Request cancellation of Land Sales Contract 15244R2 to WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK.

Cancellation Order and Copy of Default Notice attached

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL:
DE%RTMENT MANAGER:A.
ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUM

Any Questions: Cali the/Board Clerk at 248-3277

2/97



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Cancelling Land Sale Contract 15244R2

with WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK

uPon Default of Payments and Performance ORDER TO CANCEL CONTRACT
of Covenants 98-

WHEREAS contract purchaser, WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK, by contract dated August 9, 1995, book 95
and Page 94905, agreed to purchase from Multnomah County upon terms and conditions provided therein, the
following tax foreclosed property:

LOTS 5 & 6, BLOCK 1, GRAYBROOK ADD, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portland, County of
Multnomah, and State of Oregon.

WHEREAS the purchaser is now in default of the terms of contract in that purchaser

Failed to make monthly payments of $105.42 since August 9, 1996 for a total of $2,319.24.

Failed to pay delinquent taxes for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $2,409.51.
Failed to pay delinquent City Liens in the amount of $6,974.65.

WHEREAS ORS 275.220 provides that upon default, the Board may cancel the contract:

WHEREAS the County sent notice to contract purchaser and other interested parties of this cancellation
consistent with ORS 93.915.

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby ORDERED that the subject contract be and is declared CANCELLED.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Multnomah County Tax Collector remove the above property from
taxation and cancel all unpaid taxes in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.240.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the MULTNOMAH COUNTY SHERIFF serve a certified copy of this
order and a return of service be made upon such copy of the order to:

WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK, 7522 N OMAHA ST, PORTLAND OR 97217



IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the TAX TITLE UNIT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES mail via regular mail and a certificate of mailing be made upon such copy of the order to:

CITY OF PORTAAND, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS, 1120 SW 5TH AVE, PORTLAND OR 97204-1992
SPECIAL PROCEDURES FUNCTION, IRS, 1220 SW 3RD STE 700, PORTLAND OR 97204
DEPARTMENT OR\REVENUE, 955 CENTER ST, SALEMOR 97310

Dated this da , 1998.
BOARD COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

MULT MN%GON

Bev rIy‘Steln @lr

REVIEWED:
Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel
forMuItn ratr COUNty; Sregon

atthewO Ryan Assistant Coef Counsdl
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY TAX TITLE
PO BOX 2716, PORTLAND OR 97208
421 SW 6TH AVE, RM 300, PORTLAND OR 97204
503-248-3590
July 22, 1997

WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK
7522 N OMAHA ST
PORTLAND OR 97217

FINAL NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND PENDING CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT 15244R2

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER CONTRACT #15244R2 RECORDED ON August 9, 1995, BOOK
95, PAGE 94905 BETWEEN SELLER, MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND CONTRACT PURCHASER, WILLIAM & DOROTHY JELINEK AND
FOR THE PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS:

LOTS 5 & 6, BLOCK 1, GRAYBROOK ADD, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portland, County of Multnomah, and State of Oregon,
also known as 7522'N OMAHA ST (R-33950-0050).

This contract is in Default because:

1)  Starting from August 9, 1996, no instaliments have been paid on Contract 15244R2. As of September 22, 1997, the amount due on
the contract will be $2,319.24. This figure includes interest and principal.

2) The delinquent taxes have not been paid for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $2,409.51 . This figure includes taxes, interest, and
fees through September 22, 1997.

3) The delinquent City liens have not been paid, a total of $6,974.65 is owned to the City of Portland Auditor's office. You will need to
call (503) 823-4090 for payoff instructions. PROOF OF PAYMENT MUST BE PRESENTED TO OUR OFFICE (copy of receipt
showing paid).

4) Correct all code violations and bring structure to code.

5)  Provide proof of homeowner's insurance as required per your contract.

TOTAL OF DEFAULT IS $11,703.40. You have 60 days to cure this default, deadline is September 22, 1997.

IN ORDER TO CURE THE DEFAULT YOU MUST PAY ALL INSTALLMENTS DUE, INCLUDING INTEREST, ALL DELINQUENT TAXES,
INCLUDING INTEREST AND FEES, AND ALL COSTS INCURRED THE COUNTY RESULTING FROM THIS DEFAULT AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE BACK INSTALLMENTS AND TAXES MUST BE PAID CURRENT TO THE DATE OF
ACTUAL PAYMENT AND ARE SUBJECT TO CONTINUING ACCUMULATION OF INTEREST OR PRINCIPAL OR BOTH. PAYMENT
MUST BE MADE TO TAX TITLE, IN CERTIFIED FUNDS (NO PERSONAL OR BUSINESS CHECKS WILL BE ACCEPTED). YOU CAN
MAIL TO THE PO BOX OR BRING YOUR PAYMENT IN PERSON TO THE STREET ADDRESS LISTED IN THE ABOVE LETTERHEAD.

IF THE DEFAULT IS NOT CURED BEFORE September 22, 1997, (60 days) THIS CONTRACT WILL BE CANCELED, AND EVERY
RIGHT, OR INTEREST OF ANY PERSON IN THE PROPERTY WILL BE FOREITED FOREVER TO THE COUNTY.

SINCERELY,
Recorded in the County of‘ nultnomah Oregon

OOW\QAMWJW HlllllIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlllllIIIMIIII!IIHIIIIIIII! 8.0

97110409 1:26pm 07/23/97

Vanessa Witka 014 60004074 06 02
Senior Office Assistant RS2 1 0.00 5.00 3.00 0.00 0.00

MULTNOMAH COUNTY ASSESSMENT & TAXATION

cc:  CITY OF PORTLAND, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS, 1120 SW 5TH AVE, PORTLAND OR 97204-1992
CHIEF, SPECIAL PROCEDURES FUNCTION, INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICES, PO BOX 3550, PORTLAND OR 97208
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE, 955 CENTER ST, SALEMOR 97310

AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO 166/300/TAX TITLE



MEETING DATE:__ MAY 21 1938

AGENDA NO: -
ESTIMATED STARTTIVE. G 30

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT: Cancellation of Defaulted Land Sales Contract

BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:

~ Amount of Time Needed:.

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:__5 minutes

DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:__Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__ Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:__166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:

[]INFORMATIONAL ONLY  []POLICY DIRECTION  [X] APPROVAL  []OTHER
SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Request cancellation of Land Sales Contract 15476R to IRENE HASKINS.

Cancellation Order and Copy of Default Notice attached

("[2'"‘6 2 teahileodeuc Cogs to Vpossa N o WY

86

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

Z1 AV

EL%%TED OFFICIAL.
PA b
DEPARTMENT MANAGEFR]( , /

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENT @ 2

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk at 248-3277

2/97



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Cancelling Land Sale Contract 15476R

with IRENE HASKINS ‘ : .
uPon Default of Payments and Performance ORDER TO CANCEL CONTRACT
of Covenants - 9860

WHEREAS contract purchaser, IRENE HASKINS, by contract dated August 9, 1995, book 95 and Page 94907,

agreed to purchase from Multnomah County upon terms and conditions provided therein, the following tax
foreclosed property: ‘

LOTS 9 & 10, BLOCK 9, STANLEY & PLAT 2, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portland, County of B

Multnomah, and State of Oregon.

WHEREAS the purchaser is now in default of the terms of contract in that purchaser

- Failed to make monthly payments of $242.29 since March 31, 1997 for a total of $3,876.64.
Failed to make monthly escrow payments of $129.00 since March 31, 1997 for a total of  $2,064.00.
Failed to pay delinquent taxes for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $3,290.91. '
Failed to pay delinquent City Liens in the amount of $5,481.51.

WHEREAS ORS 275.220 provides that upon default, the Board may cancel the contract:

WHEREAS the County sent notice to contract purchaser and other interested parties of this cancellation
consistent with ORS 93.915. : : ‘

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby ORDERED that the subject contract be and is declared CANCELLED.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Multnomah County Tax Collector remove the above property from
taxation and cancel all unpaid taxes in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.240.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the MULTNOMAH COUNTY SHERIFF serve a certified copy of this
order and a return of service be made upon such copy of the order to:

IRENE HASKINS, 1545 SE 89TH AVE, PORTLAND OR 97216



IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the TAX TITLE UNIT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES mail via regular mail and a certificate of mailing be made upon such copy of the order to:

IRENE HASKINS, 1545 SE 89TH AVE, PORTLAND OR 97216
CITY OF PORTLAND, AUDITOR’S OFFICE, 1200 SW 5TH RM 202, PORTLAND OR 97204
CITY OF PORTLAND, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS, PO BOX 8120, PORTLAND OR 97207-8120

Dated this 21st dayof  May , 1998. v

ameSRG v BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
‘ %\\Sﬂgﬁmﬁ ," MULTMOMAH CRUNTY.REGON
i N oy (/L. :
| T A ,a .
| '::, ; ¥ 5 (& ) % ! : Beyerly Stein, (71(
i ' "" ] o ; Y A h.;. ’:’ Y

REVIEWED:
Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel
for Multno Oregon




MULTNOMAH COUNTY TAX TITLE

PO BOX 2716, PORTLANDOR 97208
421 SW 6TH AVE, RM 300, PORTLAND OR 97204
: 503-248-3590 .

May 28, 1997

IRENE HASKINS
1545 SE 89TH AVE
PORTLAND OR 97216

FINAL NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND PENDING CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT 15476R

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER CONTRACT #15476R RECORDED.ON August 9, 1995, BOOK

95, PAGE 94907 BETWEEN SELLER, MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND CONTRACT PURCHASER, IRENE HASKINS FOR THE
PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS: -

LOTS 9 & 10, BLOCK 9, STANLEY & PLAT 2, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portland, County of Muitnomah, and State of
Oregon, also known as 1545 SE 89TH AVE (R-79050-3580).

" This contract is in Default because:

1) Stérting from March 31, 1997, no installments have been paid on Contract 15476R. As of July 29, 1997, the amount due on the
contract will be $3,876.64. This figure includes interest and principal. )

2) . The delinquent taxes have not been paid for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $3,290.91 . This figure includes taxes, interest, and
fees through July 29, 1997. . _

3)  Starting from March 31, 1997, no installments have been paid on Escrow 15476R. As of July 29, 1997, the amount due on the
-escrow contract will be $2,064.00. .

4) The delinquent City liens have not been paid, a total of $5,481.51 is owned fo the City of Portiand Auditor’s office. You will need to
call (503) 823-4090 for payoff instructions. PROOF OF PAYMENT MUST BE PRESENTED TO OUR OFFICE (copy of receipt
showing paid).

TOTAL OF DEFAULT IS $14,713.06. You have 60 days to cure this defautt, deadline is July 29, 1997.

IN ORDER TO CURE THE DEFAULT YOU MUST PAY ALL INSTALLMENTS DUE, INCLUDING INTEREST, ALL DELINQUENT TAXES,
~ INCLUDING INTEREST AND FEES, AND ALL COSTS INCURRED THE COUNTY RESULTING FROM THIS DEFAULT AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE BACK INSTALLMENTS AND TAXES MUST BE PAID CURRENT TO THE DATE OF
'ACTUAL PAYMENT AND ARE SUBJECT TO CONTINUING ACCUMULATION OF INTEREST OR PRINCIPAL OR BOTH. PAYMENT
~'MUST BE MADE TO TAX TITLE, IN CERTIFIED FUNDS (NO PERSONAL OR BUSINESS CHECKS WILL BE ACCEPTED). YOU CAN
MAIL TO THE PO BOX OR BRING YOUR PAYMENT: IN PERSON TO THE STREET ADDRESS LISTED IN THE ABOVE LETTERHEAD.

{F THE DEFAULT IS NOT CURED BEFORE July 29, 1997, (60 days) THIS CONTRACT WILL BE CANCELED, AND EVERY RIGHT, OR
INTEREST OF ANY PERSON IN THE PROPERTY WILL BE FOREITED FOREVER TO THE COUNTY. '

SINCERELY,

.M%* Recorded in the County of Multnomah, Oregon
STEPHEN KELLY - } C. Swick, Deputy Clerk
FORECLOSED PROPERTY COORDINATOR 1o (LI ||l||!||7||0!l791735'20009‘ I

014 20009085 02 {3
F97 1 5.00 5.00 3.00 0.00 0.00

207X TP
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MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1998 :
AGENDA NO: C-5
ESTIMATED START TIME._ &3O
(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)
AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT:_Cancellation of Defaulted Land Sales Contract
BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:
Amount of Time Needed:
REGULAR MEETING:  Date Requested:
Amount of Time Needed:__5 minutes
DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:_Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__ Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:;_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:__166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___ Kathy Tuneberg

- ACTION REQUESTED:

[]INFORMATIONAL ONLY  []POLICY DIRECTION  [X]APPROVAL  []OTHER
SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Request cancellation of Land Sales Contract 15477 to FRED MILES.

Cancellation Order and Copy of Default Notice attached

Glaes 2.CeeRReodue coples o
Vaoesa Wia

i

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: .

ELECTED OFFICIAL: . |
DEPARTMENT MaANAGER: K A Ceneder / | Ll 880 L) Lelipbas
ALL ACCONPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST {AVE REQUIREQSIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk at 248-3277

2/97



- FRED MI

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

CanceIIinE Land Sale Contract 15477 with. ).
ES upon Default of Payments and ORDER TO CANCEL CONTRACT

Performance of Covenants 98- 61

WHEREAS contract purchaser, FRED MILES, by contract dated November 6, 1989, book 2251 and Page 483,
agreed to purchase from Multnomah County upon terms and conditions provided therein, the following tax

foreclosed property: :
AS DESCRIBED IN ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A"
WHEREAS the purchaser is now in default of the terms of contract in that purchaser

Failed to make month.ly payments of $111.56 since April 24, 1995 for a total of $3,346.80
Failed to pay delinquent taxes for tax years 94/95, 95/96, & 96/97 for a total of $800.47
Failed to pay delinquent City Liens in the amount of $3,100.63.

WHEREAS ORS 275.220 provides that upon default, the Board may cancel the contract:

WHEREAS the “Cbun sent notice to contract purchaser and other interested parties of this cancellation |
- consistent with ORS 93.915.

NOW, TH_EREFORE, it |s hereby ORDERED that the subject contract be and is declared CANCELLED.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Multnomah County Tax Collector remove the above property from
taxation and cancel all unpaid taxes in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.240.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the MULTNOMAH COUNTY SHERIFF serve a certified copy of this

order and a return of service be made upon such copy of the order to:
FRED MILES, 4725 NE PRESCOTT, PORTLAND OR 97218
Dated this 21st dayof  May , 1998.

| R LN BOARR OF COUNTY-COMMISSIONERS
,.n?~'%%§§39?§ﬁ’ ofzn MULTROMAH O%REGON
;S Lo . .

;§:. \ 9 A Beverly Stein/ Chair
-%r \ .7,'-. 4,‘5:;
Y : PN i W »--..\, -
O i
.:\ /0 ms 3 . L
REVIEWED:

- Thomas Sponsler, County Counsel

Wg %
Y,
gw O. Ryan, Assistant/Cdunty Counsel




EXHIBIT A

All that portion of the following described tract in the John Switzeler DLC in Section 3,
Township 1 North, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, lying Northerly of North Vancouver Way,
in Multnomah County, Oregon: ’

A tract in Section 3, Township 1 North, Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian in the Coun
of Multnomah and State of Oregon, described as beginning at the Northeast comer of that
acre tract conveyed to Edwin H. Carvell by the Warren Parcking Co and recorded September 9,
1938 in Deed Book 465 at Page 232; thence North 39°34' West 360.1 feet to the point of
beginning of property to be described:

Commencing at the point so located; thence along a curve to the right whose long chord bears
North 15°12' West 322.6 feet and whose radius is 391 feet, the distance along the curve being
331.7 feet; thence South 68°55' West 200 feet, more or less to the East line of the Portland
Electric Power Co’s right of way; thence South 21°05' East along the East line of said right of

way 492.7 feet; thence North 23°02' East 239.2 feet, more of less to the point of beginning.

1N1E03DD 1400
TL 1400 OF SEC 3 1N 1E
(R-94103-2190) -
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY TAX TITLE -
POBOX 2716, PORTLAND OR 97208 -

421 SW 6TH AVE, RM 300, PORTLAND OR 97204
503-248-3590 :

May 28, 1997

FRED MILES
4725 NE PRESCOTT

" ‘PORTLANDOR 97218

FINAL NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND PENDING CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT ;54ﬂ

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER CONTRACT #15477 RECORDED ON November 6, 1989, BOOK
2251, PAGE 483 BETWEEN SELLER, MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND CONTRACT PURCHASER, FRED MILES FOR THE PROPERTY
LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS:

AS DESCRIBED IN ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A", also known as VACANT LOT (R-941 03-2190).
This contract is in Default because:

1) Starting from April 24, 1995, no installments have been paid on Contract 15477. As of September 26, 1997, the amount due on the :
contract will be $3,346.80. This figure includes interest and principal.

2) The delinquent taxes have not been paid for tax years 94/95, 95/96, & 96/97 for a total of $800. 47 This figure includes taxes,
interest, and fees through September 26, 1997.

3) The delinquent City liens have not been paid, a tofel of $3,100.63 is owned to the City of Portland Auditor’s office. You will need to
-call (503) 823-4090 for payoff mstructlons PROOF OF PAYMENT MUST BE PRESENTED - TO OUR OFFICE (copy of receipt
. showing paid).

TOTAL OF DEFAULT 1S $7,247.90. You have 120 days to cure this default, deadline is September 26, 1997.

IN ORDER TO CURE THE DEFAULT YOU MUST PAY ALL INSTALLMENTS DUE, INCLUDING INTEREST, ALL DELINQUENT TAXES,
INCLUDING INTEREST AND FEES, AND ALL COSTS INCURRED THE COUNTY RESULTING FROM THIS DEFAULT AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE BACK INSTALLMENTS AND TAXES MUST BE PAID CURRENT TO THE DATE OF
ACTUAL PAYMENT AND ARE SUBJECT TO CONTINUING ACCUMULATION OF INTEREST OR PRINCIPAL OR BOTH. PAYMENT
MUST BE MADE TO TAX TITLE, IN CERTIFIED FUNDS (NO PERSONAL OR BUSINESS CHECKS WILL BE ACCEPTED). YOU CAN
MAIL TO THE PO BOX OR BRING YOUR PAYMENT IN PERSON TO THE STREET ADDRESS LISTED IN THE ABOVE LETTERHEAD.

IF THE DEFAULT IS NOT CURED BEFORE September 26, 1997, (120 days) THIS CONTRACT WILL BE CANCELED, AND EVERY
RIGHT, OR INTEREST OF ANY PERSON IN THE PROPERTY WILL BE FOREITED FOREVER TO THE COUNTY.

SINCERELY,

FORECLOSED PROPERTY COORDINATOR :
MULTNOMAH COUNTY ASSESSMENT & TAXATION : T

Recorded 1n the County of rultnomah, Oregon
Swick, Deputy Clerk

I|||l||Il\lllllllI||l||||l|II\lIIIIIIIlIIIH\HIIl 18, 009 T 0529/
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EXHIBIT A

All that portion of the followin described tract in the John Switzeler DLC in Section 3,
Township 1 North, Range 1 East, Willamette Meridian, lying Northerly of North Vancouver Way,
in Multnomah County, Oregon:

A tract in Section 3, Township 1 North, Range 1 East of the Willamette Meridian in the Coun
of Multnomah and State of Oregon, described as beginning at the Northeast comer of that

acre tract conveyed to Edwin H. Carvell by the Warren Parcking Co and recorded September 9, -

1938 in Deed Book 465 at Page 232; thence North 39°34° West 360.1 feet to the point of
beginning of property to be described:

Commencing at the point so located; thence along a curve to the right whose long chord bears
North 15212’ West 322.6 feet and whose radius is 391 feet, the distance along the curve being
331.7 feet; thence South 68°55" West 200 feet, more or less to the East line of the Portland
Electric Power Co’s right of way; thence South 21°05" East along the East line of said right of
way 492.7 feet; thence North 23°02' East 239.2 feet, more of less to the point of beginning.

1N1E03DD 1400
TL 1400 OF SEC 3 N 1E
(R-94103-2190)



MEETING DATE:__ MAY 21 1998 .

AGENDA NO: C-lo :
ESTIMATED START TIME._ O\ 260.

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT: Cancellation of Defaulted Land Sales Contract
BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:

REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:__ 5 minutes

DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:__Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__ Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:_166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___ Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:

[1INFORMATIONAL ONLY  []POLICY DIRECTION  [X]APPROVAL []OTHER
SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Request cancellation of Land Sales Contract 15524 to DEBORAH LONG.

Cancellation Order and Copy of Default Notice attached

(ol’L‘QE 2. Cea e HRue coies. to
VAOSSa waa

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICIAL: _
DE%RTMENT MANAGER: A. l N LU _", /1! =
ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMEN & MUST/HAVE REQHHRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk at 248-3277

2/97



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Cancelling Land Sale Contract 15524

with DEBORAH LONG ‘ '

uFon Default of Payments and Performance ORDER TO CANCEL CONTRACT
0

Coven_ants 98- 62

WHEREAS contract purchaser, DEBORAH LONG, by contract dated March 28, 1990, book 2287 and Page
2380, agreed to purchase from Multnomah County upon terms and conditions provided therein, the following tax

foreclosed property:
SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A" also known as 4734 SE 59th Ave.
WHEREAS the purchaser is now in default of the terms of contract in that purchaser

Failed to make monthly payments of $216.04 since November 20, 1991 for a total of $15,986.96.
Failed to pay delinquent taxes for tax years 94/95, 95/96, & 96/97 for a total of $3,038.11.
Failed to pay delinquent City Liens in the amount of $462.64.

. WHEREAS ORS 275.220 provides that.upon default, the Board may cancel the contract:

WHEREAS the County sent notice to contract purchaser and other interested parties of this cancellation
consistent with ORS 93.915. .

NOW, 'i'HEREFORE, it is hereby ORDERED that the subject contract be and is declared CANCELLED.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Multnomah County Tax Collector remove the above property from
taxation and cancel all unpaid taxes in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.240.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the MULTNOMAH COUNTY SHERIFF serve a certified copy of this
order and a return of service be made upon such copy of the order to:

DEBORAH LONG, 14842 S GLEN OAK RD, OREGON CITY OR 97045

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the TAX TITLE UNIT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES mail via regular mail and a certificate of mailing be made upon such copy of the order to:

DEBORAH LONG, 14842 S GLEN OAK RD, OREGON CITY OR 97045

Dated tms;“@‘l\s‘t day of May , 1998. . :
,s?v:‘ k . .,:v_"‘!" .

SR g, BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
N ‘fz | MULTN OUNTY,OBEGON =
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R-99218-0550

A tract of land located in the Northeast one-quarter of
Section 18, Township 1 South, Range 2 East of the Willamette
Meridian, Multnomah County, State of Oregon, described as
follows: S

Beginning at a point which is 607 feet South and 767.35 feet
West of the Northeast corner of said Section 18; thence East
110 feet; thence South 40 feet; thence West‘llO feet; thence

'North 40 feet to the point of beginning.
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' MULTNOMAH COUNTY TAX TITLE
- ' PO BOX 2716, PORTLAND OR 97208
421 SW 6TH AVE, RM 300, PORTLAND OR 97204
503-248-3590

May 20, 1997

DEBORAH LONG
14842' S GLEN OAKRD
OREGON CITYOR 97045

FINAL NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND PENDING CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT 15524

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER CONTRACT #15524 RECORDED ON March 28, 1990, BOOK
2287, PAGE 2380 BETWEEN SELLER, MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND CONTRACT PURCHASER, DEBORAH LONG FOR THE
PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS:

SEE ATTACHED EXHIBIT "A*, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portiand, County of Multnomah, and State of Oregon, also known
as 4734 SE 59TH AVE (R-99218-0550).

This contract is in Default;bec:'ause:

1) Starting from November 20, 1991, no installments have been paid on Contract 15524. As of July 21, 1997, the amount due on the
contract will be $15,986.96. This figure includes interest and principal.

2) The delinquent taxes have not been paid for tax years 94/95, 95/96, & 96/97 for a total of $3,038.11 . This figure includes taxes,
- interest, and fees through July 21, 1997.

3) The delinquent City fiens have not been paid, a total of $462.64 is owned to the City of Portland Audrtors office. You will need to call
(503) 823-4090 for payoff lnstmctlons PROOF OF PAYMENT MUST BE PRESENTED TO OUR OFFICE (copy of receipt showing

paid).
TOTAL OF DEFAULT IS $19,487.71. You have 60 days to cure this defauit, deadhne is July 21, 1997.

IN ORDER TO CURE THE DEFAULT YOU MUST PAY ALL INSTALLMENTS DUE, INCLUDING INTEREST, ALL DE_INQUENT TAXES
INCLUDING INTEREST-AND FEES, AND ALL COSTS INCURRED THE COUNTY RESULTING FROM THIS DEFAULT AS DESCRIBED
ABOVE. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE BACK INSTALLMENTS AND TAXES MUST BE PAID CURRENT TO THE DATE OF
ACTUAL PAYMENT AND ARE SUBJECT TO CONTINUING ACCUMULATION OF INTEREST OR PRINCIPAL OR BOTH. PAYMENT
MUST BE MADE TO TAX TITLE, IN CERTIFIED FUNDS (NO PERSONAL OR BUSINESS CHECKS WILL BE ACCEPTED). YOU CAN
MAIL TO THE PO BOX OR BRING YOUR PAYMENT IN PERSON TO THE STREET-ADDRESS LISTED IN THE ABOVE LETTERHEAD.

IF THE DEFAULT IS-NOT CURED BEFORE July 21, 1997, (60 days) THIS CONTRACT WILL BE CANCELED, AND EVERY RIGHT, OR
INTEREST OF ANY PERSON IN THE PROPERTY WILL BE FORE!TED FOREVER TO THE COUNTY.

SINCERELY,
FORECLOSED gﬁ- COORDINATOR recorded an "“%““B;V of futtnonan, oregon
. ut
MULTNOMATI GOUNTY ASSESSHENT & TAXATION ||||l||||||||||ﬂ||\|||||“||||1||||U|||||||||||| 13 0"
86 08:28am 05/23/97

014 60003570 06 02
AS0 2 0.00 10.00 3.00 0.00 0.00



R-99218-0550

A tract of land located in the Northeast one-quarter of .
Section 18, Township 1 South, Range 2 East of the Willamette
Meridian, Multnomah County, State of Oregon, described as
follows: ‘

Beginning at a point which is 607 feet.South and. 767.35 feet
West of the Northeast corner of said Section 18; thence East
110 feet; thence South 40 feet; thence West 110 feet; thence
North 40 feet to the point of begihning.



MEETING DATE;__ MAY 21 1338

AGENDA NO: C-1 :
ESTIMATED START TIME:_ Q" 3C

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBJECT: Cancellation of Defaulted Land Sales Contract
BOARD BRIEFING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:
REGULAR MEETING: Date Requested:

Amount of Time Needed:__5 minutes

~ DEPARTMENT:_Environmental Services DIVISION:__Assessment & Taxation

CONTACT:__ Kathy Tuneberg TELEPHONE #:_248-3590
BLDG/ROOM #:__166/300/Tax Title

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:___Kathy Tuneberg

ACTION REQUESTED:

[1INFORMATIONAL ONLY  []POLICY DIRECTION  [X] APPROVAL  []OTHER
SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Request cancellation of Land Sales Contract 15772 to ROBERT H. HUNTER.

Cancellation Order and Copy of Default Notice attached

Ul2laes 2 CeritfieD Hue Coprsto
VALSSA WODXKS

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:
ELI(E)%TED OFFICIAL:
DEPARTMENT MANAGER: '

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk at 248-3277

2/97



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Cancelling Land Sale Contract 15772
with ROBERT H. HUNTER - ‘

uFon Default of Payments and Performance ORDER TO CANCEL CONTRACT
of Covenants 98- 63

WHEREAS contract ﬁurchaser ROBERT H. HUNTER, by contract dated December 6, 1995, book 95 and Page
151455, agreed to purchase from Multhomah County upon terms and conditions provided therein, the followmg tax
foreclosed property: .

EXC 270" - E 1/2 OF LOT 1, BLOCK 13, KILLINGSWORTH GARDENS, a recorded subdivision in the C|ty of
Portland, County of Multnomah, and State ofOregon :

WHEREAS the purchaser is now in default of the terms of contract in that purchaser

Failed to make monthly payments of $219.22 since July 1, 1996 for a total of $5,480.50.

Failed to make monthly escrow payments of $60.00 since JuIy 1, 1996 for a total of  $1,500.00.
Failed to pay dellnquent taxes for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $1,341.24,

Failed to pay delinquent City Liens in the amount of $1,078.91.

WHEREAS ORS 275.220 provides that upon default, the Board may cancel the contract:

WHEREAS the County sent notice to contract purchaser and other interested parties of this cancellation
consrstent with ORS 93.915. _

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby ORDERED that the subject contract be and is declared CANCELLED

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Multnomah County Tax Collector remove the above property from
taxation and cancel all unpaid taxes in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.240.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the MULTNOMAH COUNTY SHERIFF serve a certified copy of this
order and a return of service be made upon such copy of the order to:

ROBERT H. HUNTER, 5220 NE AINSWORTH ST, PORTLAND OR 97218

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the TAX TITLE UNIT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES mail via regular mail and a certificate of mailing be made upon such copy of the order to:

ROBERT H. HUNTER, 5220 NE AINSWORTH ST, PORTLAND OR 97218
CITY OF PORTLAND AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 1220 SW 5TH AVE, PORTLAND OR 97204

Dated this~~2dsi; day of May | , 1998.
- ‘&;\551 HERJ N

AN B BOARD OF COUNTY COMMSSIONERS
PTG MULTYOMAH COUNTY, DREGON
£ BRI E o

Beyerly Stein, (r

Thomas éponsler County Counsel
for Multnomah-€ou
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY TAX TITLE
PO BOX 2716, PORTLAND.OR": 97208
421 SW 6TH AVE, RM 300, PORTLANDOR 97204
503-248-3590

May 28, 1997

ROBERT H. HUNTER -
5220 NE AINSWORTH ST
PORTLAND OR 97218

FINAL NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND PENDING CANCELLATION OF CONTRACT 15772
YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT YOU ARE IN DEFAULT UNDER CONTRACT #15772 RECORDED ON December 6, 1995, BOOK
95, PAGE 151455 BETWEEN SELLER, MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND CONTRACT PURCHASER, ROBERT H. HUNTER FOR THE
PROPERTY LEGALLY DESCRIBED AS:

EXC 2 70' - E 1/2 OF LOT 1, BLOCK 13, KILLINGSWORTH GARDENS, a recorded subdivision in the City of Portland, County of
Multnomah, and State of Oregon, also known as 5220 NE AINSWORTH ST (R-450004960) '

This contract.is in Defauit because'

N 1) Starting from July 1, 1996, no instaliments have been paid on Contract 15772. As of July 29, 1997 the arnount due on the contract

will be $5,480.50. This figure includes interest and principal.

2) . The delinquent taxes have not been paid for tax years 95/96 & 96/97 for a total of $1,341.24 . This figure includes taxes, interest, and
fees through July 29, 1997.

3) Starting from July 1, 1996, no installments have been paid on Escrow 15772. As of July 29, 1997 the amount due on the escrow
contract will be $1,500.00. .

4) ' The delinquent City liens have not been paid, a total of $1, 078 91 is owned to the City of Portland Auditor’s office. You will need to

call (503) 823-4090 for payoff instructions. PROOF OF PAYMENT MUST BE PRESENTED TO OUR OFFICE (copy of receipt
showing paid).

TOTAL OF DEFAULT IS $9,400.65. You have 60 days to cure this defautt, deadline is July 29, 1997.
IN ORDER TO CURE THE DEFAULT YOU MUST PAY ALL INST, ALLMENTS DUE, INCLUDING INTEREST, ALL DELINQUENT TAXES,

. INCLUDING INTEREST AND FEES, AND ALL COSTS INCURRED THE COUNTY RESULTING FROM THIS DEFAULT AS DESCRIBED

ABOVE. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT THE BACK INSTALLMENTS AND TAXES MUST BE PAID CURRENT TO THE DATE OF
ACTUAL PAYMENT AND ARE SUBJECT TO CONTINUING ACCUMULATION OF INTEREST OR PRINCIPAL OR BOTH. PAYMENT
MUST BE MADE TO TAX TITLE, IN CERTIFIED FUNDS (NO PERSONAL OR BUSINESS CHECKS WILL BE ACCEPTED). YOU CAN
MAIL TO THE PO BOX OR BRING YOUR PAYMENT IN PERSON TO THE STREET ADDRESS LISTED IN THE ABOVE LETTERHEAD.

IF THE DEFAULT IS NOT CURED BEFORE July 29, 1997, (60 days) THIS CONTRACT WILL BE CANCELED, AND EVERY RIGHT OR
INTEREST OF ANY PERSON IN THE PROPERTY WILL BE FOREITED FOREVER TO THE COUNTY.

SINCERELY,
STEPEEN KELLY. 7 ’
FORECLOSED PROPERTY COORDINATOR Recorded .m the County of Multnomah, Oregon

MULTNOMAH COUNTY ASSESSMENT & TAXATION . Swick, Deputy Cl er.k

||II||III|||IIIIIII||||II|I|I||||III|IIIIIIIIHIII 135 0009 (aan 05/28/97

F97 1 5.00 5.00 3.00 0.00 0.00

2N AAavtidoe
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BUDGET MODIFICATION NO. %4 |

‘(For Clerk's Use) Meeting Date_ MAY 21 1998/
~ Agenda No. C -

1. REQUEST FORPLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR May 21,1998

(Date)
DEPARTMENT  Support Services DIVISION Emergency Management
CONTACT ___ Mike Gilsdorf TELEPHONE 618-2526

*NAME (s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD___Mike Gilsdorf

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE (to assist in preparing a description for the printed agenda)

Budget Modification requesting authorization to reco gnize $6,195.00 in additional revenues received
received.

(Estimated Time Needed on the Agenda).

2. - DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION (Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What budget does
it increase? What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come form? What budget is
reduced? Attach additional information if you need more space.)

[ ] PERSONNEL CHANGES ARE SHOWN IN DETAIL ON THE ATTACHED SHEET

The budget modification increases revenue funds to the Emergency Management Program. The funding is
received from the Oregon State Police, Office of Emergency Management.

) REVENUE IMPACT (Explain revenues being changed and the reason for the change)

Revenues will be increased by $6,195.00 due to end of ‘year SLA funds received.

4. CONTINGENCY STATUS (to be completed by Finance/budget)
Contingency before this modification (as of )$

| (Specify Fund) ‘ (Date)
‘ ‘ After this modlﬁcatlon

DL fyehhe ﬁzﬁ*ﬁ% ey

Walys Date Personnel Anal S Date
%Qﬁ 5.11-98 |

Board Approval - \
t/@%@bzmw ¢ Cousto Maw 21,1948
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EXPENDITURE

TRANSACTION EB {} GM {} TRANSACTION DATE ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY_1998
" Document Action Fund Agency Organi- Activity  Reporting Object Current Revised Change Sub- Description
Number zation Category Amount Amount Increase Total
i : (Decrease)
156 070 7301 : 7300 3,772.00 5,390.00 +1,618.00 Motor Pool
156 070 7301 . 7350 1,741.00 3,918.00 +2,177.00 Electronics
156 070 - 7301 ) 6310 3,115.00 3,615.00 + 500.00 Training B
156 070 "1 7301 8400 0 5,500.00 +5,500.00 Equipment
156 070 7301 : 6230 7,000.00 3,400.00 -3,600.00 Supplies
| +6,195.00
TOTAL EXPENDITURE CHANGE
REVENUE
TRANSACTIONEB {} GM {} TRANSACTION DATE ACCOUNTING PERIOD BUDGET FY__1998
Document Action  Fund Agency Organi- - Activity  Reporting Revenue  Current Revised Change Sub- Description
Number zation Category Source Amount Amount Increase Total '
’ ) (Decrease)
. +6,195.00 SLA End of year reimbursement
156 070 7301 ) 2074

TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE

+6,195.00

"TOTAL REVENUE CHANGE




BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA ITEM BRIEFING
STAFF REPORT SUPPLEMENT
TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FROM: MIKE GILSDORF

MULTNOMAH COUNTY EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

TODAY'S DATE:  April 29, 1998

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: May 21, 1998

RE: Office of Emergency Management request for budget modification approval.

L.

Recommendation/Action Requested:

Approve budget modification for the Office of Emergency Management to recognize $6,195.00 in
additional revenues received from Oregon State Police, OEM for end of year SLA funds.

II. Background/Analysis:

I1I.

Iv.

VL

The FY-98 budget for the Emergency Management Program was prepared based on $57,000 projected
revenue. Revenues will be increased $6,195.00 due to end of year reimbursement received from the
Oregon Emergency Management Office.

Financial Impact:

This budget modification will increase revenue funds to the Emergency Management program.
Legal Issues:
None.

Controversial Issues:

None.

Link to Current County Policies:

This request is consistent with County budgeting policy for FY 1997- 1998.

VII. Citizen Participation:

VIIIL

None.

Other Government Participation:

None.



: « - | MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1998

AGENDA NO: C -G
S NS

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use Only)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT:_Intergovernmental Agreement {(IGA) between the Department of Juvenile and
Adult Community Justice and the Oregon Youth Authority for the continuation of Gang
Transition Services.

BOARD BRIEFING : DATE REQUESTED:

REQUESTED BY:

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED:__5/21/98

i

AMOUNT OF TIME REQUESTED:__N/A

DEPARTMENT: Juvenile and Adult Community Justice DIVISION: _Juvenile

CONTACT: _Jerry Martin TELEPHONE #: x22222

BLDG/ROOM#:__311/RMS

PERSON(S}-MA KING PRESENTATION: Consent Calendar

ACTION REQUESTED:

[1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY  [] POLICY DIRECTION  [X] APPROVAL [] OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:

Amendment to Revenue IGA #700358 between the Department of Juvenile and Adult Community
Justice and the Oregon Youth Authority to accept grant funds and to extend provision of services
through June 30, 1998, for the continuation of Gang Transition Services.

©[2]ae oxiEioAls Yo Jerey THAZHD
SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED OFFICI,[A ----- R

OR

[o)
DEPARTMENT MANAGER%W’L(/ %

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOQ/XTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk 248-3277

G:\DATA\CONTRACT\BAPF.DOC
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+MEMORANDUM

TO:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: Elyse Clawson, Director

Department of Community Justice

DATE: April 10, 1998

SUBJECT:  Approval of a Revenue Intergovemmental Agreement between the Oregon Youth Authority and the

Department of Juvenile and Adult Community Justice to continue Gang Transition Services.

II.

II1.

Iv.
V.

VL

RECOMMENDATION/ACTION REQUESTED: The Department of Juvenile and Adult Community Justice
recommends the Board’s approval of an Intergovernmental Revenue Agreement #700358 Amendment #1 with the
State of Oregon to provide funding for the continuation of Gang Transition Services in 1998-99.

BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS: This Agreement reflects the continuation of grant funds from the Oregon Youth
Authority to Multnomah County for FY 1998/99. The County agrees to provide services directed to decrease
youth gang-related incidents and gang membership in the Portland area.

Funding is used to provide services in three areas:

1. The Gang Resource Intervention Team (GRIT) administered by Juvenile Justice Services provides programs to
improve on-street monitoring, close supervision of gang youth on probation and provides a 12-week course to
assist the gang youth to develop better community skills, a sense of responsibility, anger management and value
clarification. '

2. The Assessment, Intervention, and Transition Program (AITP) operates a 30-day secure assessment and
transition program in the Juvenile Justice Complex for youth at risk of violent crimes.

3. Community-based services for youth at risk of commitment to the OYA Youth Correctional Facility or
returning to the community are provided through contracts with community providers.

FINANCIAL IMPACT: This IGA provides $1,435,529 in revenue for FY 1998/99, which represents a 3%
increase over last year’s revenue. The 1998/99 Proposed Budget included revenues equal to the amount received
in 1997/98. A technical amendment will be presented at the time of budget adoption to increase the 1998/99
Budget by the additional 3% provided.

LEGAL ISSUES: N/A

CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: N/A

LINK TO CURRENT COUNTY POLICIES: This Agreement addresses public safety issues as well as meeting
gang involved/affected youths’ needs through community and internally based programs.

VII. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION: N/A

VIII. OTHER GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATION: This Agreement is with the Oregon Youth Authority.



MULTNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM

(See Administrative Procedures CON-1)

i
Renewal [ ] Contract #_700358
Prior-Approved Contract Boilerplate: Attached: Not Attached ‘ : Amendment #_ 1
CLASS 1 CLASS I CLASS 11
[1 Professional Services under $50,000 ([ ] Professional Services over $50,000 (RFP, Exemption) |[x ]  Intergovernmental Agreement over
[ 1 PCRB Contrac $50,000APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY
[1 Intergovernmental Agreement [ ] Maintenance Agreement BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS ]
under $50,000 [ 1 Licensing Agreement - AGENDA # ._C=9 DATE 5/21/98
[ 1 Construction DEB_BOGSTAD
[ 1 Grant BOARD CLERK
[X] Revenue . . et
Department: Juvenile & Adult Commanity Justice . Division: RMS Date:—_4/10/98
Contract Originator: Bill Morris Phone: 248-3532 : Bldg/Room: 311
Administrative Contact:_Jerry Martin Phone: 248-3460 x22222 Bldg/Room: 311/RMS
Description of Contract: This Revenue IGA Amendment (OYA CapMan) allows DJACJ to continue to provide services to gang involved/affected
youth through the Gang Resource Intervention Team (GRIT), and Assessment, Intervention and Transition Program (AITP)..
RFP/BID #: Date of RFP/BID: Exemption Expiration Date:
; ORS/AR #: (Check all boxes that apply) Contractoris [ JMBE [ JWBE [ JQRF [ ]N/A [X]None
} Original Contract No. (ONLY FOR ORIGINAL RENEWALS)

| Contractor Name:_Oregon Youth Authority
| Mailing Address:__ 500 Summer St. NE Remittance Address (if different)
} Salem, OR 97310-1017

Phone: (503) 373-3542 Payment Schedule Terms

Employer ID# or SS#: [ ] Lump Sum $ [ 1 Due on Receipt
[ x 1 Monthly $235,770.47 [ ] Net 30

Effective Date: July 1. 1998
Termination Date:____June 30, 1999

[ 1Other $ [ ]Other

[ ] Requirements contract — Requisition Required

Original Contract Amount :$_1,393,717

[ 1 Requirements Not to Exceed $
Total Amount of Previous Amendments: $ -0- Encumber: Yes[ ] No[ ]

Amount of Amendment: $ 1,435,529
Total Amount of Agreement $_2,829,246

REQUIRED SIGNATURES:

" Department Manager:

7L ,/MD&-:Z»’L///\/ | _ Date: ﬁ/_/?/'/?y
Purchasing Manager; Date:

(Class 11 Contract% O{‘ A/()

County Counsel: S Date: 3"/I 3 /98

County Chair/Sheriff: /(///W . Date: N{ay LZl , 1998

Contract Administratign: , Date:
(Class I, Class IT Contracts Only

VENDOR CODE VENDOR NAME TOTAL AMOUNT: $

LINE | FUND | AGENCY | ORGANI- |SUB ACTIVITY | OBJECT/ | SUB [REPT |LGFSDESCRIP | AMOUNT | INC

NO. : ZATION |ORG REV SRC | OBJ |CATEG DEC
Mg 01 156 022 2720 ' 2319 GRIT |OYA CapMgmt | $247,432

02 156 022 2740 2319 GRIT |OYA CapMgmt {$1,188,09)

03

DISTRIBUTION: Original Signatures - Contract. Administration, Initiator, Fiﬁance




FIRST AMENDMENT
@ya STATE OF OREGON INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT State of Oregon
(Gang Services) Oregon Youth Authority
Contract Log #: 7-9072a Provider #: K18404

This FIRST AMENDMENT TO INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT (this "Amendment’) is made by and between the STATE OF
OREGON, acting by and through its OREGON YOUTH AUTHORITY (*Department"), and Multnomah County Board of Commissioners

("Contractor*). For good and valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, the parties
agree as follows;

1. The original Agreement by and between Department and Contractor, dated July 1, 1997, contract number 7-9072, as amended
from time to time in accordance with its terms (the *Agreement"), is hereby amended (changes indicated by underlining) as follows:

a. Amend the Agreement document page 1, Section 3, entitled “Consideration” to change the amount not to exceed from
$1,393,717.00 to a new amount not to exceed of $2,829.246.00.

b. Amend the Agreement document entitled Exhibit A, Section 2, entitled “Consideration” to amend item 2.1 only, fo read as
follows:

21 As consideration for the services provided by the Contractor under this Contract during the period beginning July 1, 1997
and ending June 30, 1999 the Department, subject to the provision of ORS 293.462 (payment of overdue account charges) and the

terms and conditions of this Contract, will pay to the Contractor by check(s) an amount not to exceed $2.82924551 to be paid as
follows:

a. During the period from July 1, 1997 and ending June 30, 1998 an amount not to exceed $396,702.00 paid at the rate of $33,058.50
per month for the operation of the special staff and activities known as the “GRIT” Team to increase the County Juvenile Justice
Division and law enforcement abilities to implement gang intervention strategies per Section 1.2a of this Exhibit A.

b. During the period from July 1, 1997 and ending June 30, 1998 an amount not to exceed $270,157.00 paid at the rate of $22513.08
per month for the operation of the Assessment, Intervention and Transition Program (AITP), a 30-day secure residential treatment
facility serving and ADP of 18 gang youth during the term of this Agreement in order to prevent their commitment to the State
Youth Correctional Facility per Section 1.2b of this Exhibit A. This payment is for maintenance and supervision only. The
treatment services will be billed through the County Mental Health Program.

¢. During the period from July 1, 1997 and ending June 30, 1998 an amount not to exceed $726,858.00 paid at the rate of $60,571.50

per month for Residential Services, gang youth specific services, and other gang youth services per Sections 12c. and d. of this

Exhibit A.

d. During the period from July 1, 1998 and ending June 30, 1999 an'amount notto exceed $408.603.00 paid at the rate of $34,05026
per month for the operation of the special staff and activities known as the “GRIT” Team to increase the Countv Juvenile Justice

e. During the period from July 1, 1998 and ending June 30. 1999 an amount not to exceed $278262.00 paid at the rate of $23,188.48

per month for the operation of the Assessment, Intervention and Transition Program (AITP), a 30-dav secure residential treatment
facility serving and_ADP of 18 gang youth during the term of this Agreement in_order to prevent their commitment to the State
Youth Correctional Facility per Section 1.2b of this Exhibit A This ment is for maintenance and supervision only. The
treatment services will be billed through the County Mental Health Program.

f._During the period from July 1, 1938 and ending June 30, 1999 an amount not to exceed $748.664.00 paid at the rate of $62.388.65
per month for Residential Services, gang youth specific services, and other gang youth services per Sections 1.2c. and d. of this
Exhibit A,

2 Department's performance hereunder is conditioned upon County’s compliance with the provisions of ORS 279.312, 279314,
279.316, 279.320, and 279.555, as amended from time to time, which are hereby incorporated by this reference. '

3. Except as expressly amended by this Amendment, all terms and conditions of the Agreement remain unamended and in full force
and effect.

4. By signature below, Contractor certifies that the representations, warranties, and certifications in the Contractor are true and
effective as of the effective date of this Amendment and with the same effect as though made at the time of this Amendment, and the
individual signing on behalf of Contractor certifies under penalty of perjury that (i) s/he is authorized to act on behalf of Contractor, (i)
she has knowledge regarding payment of taxes by Contractor, and (iii) to the best of her/his knowledge, Contractor is not in violation
of any Oregon tax laws, including, without limitation, state inheritance tax, gift tax, personal income tax, withholding tax, corporation
income and excise taxes, amusement device tax, timber taxes, cigarette tax, other tobacco tax, 9-1-1 emergency communications tax,
the homeowners and renters property tax relief program, and local taxes administered by the Department of Revenue (Multnomah

County Business Income Tax, Lane Transit District Tax, Tri-Metropolitan Transit District Employer Payroll Tax, and Tri-Metropolitan
Transit District Self-Employment Tax). ' ‘

page 1
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5. This Amendment is effective the date on which this Amendment is fully executed by the parties and fully approvéd as required by

applicable statutes and rules.

~ CONTRACTOR:

Approved by Department of Administrative Services:

By: %ﬂﬂ/}/’/(—a Date: 5/'/ %/ 74‘7 By: NA Date:

Title:___Director, Juvenile and Adult Community

Mailing Address: 1401 NE 68th Avenue

Portland, OR 97213
Facsimile: (503) 248-3218

DEPARTMENT: STATE OF OREGON, acting by and
through its Oregon Youth Authority

By: : Date:

Manager of Budget and Contracts

Mailing Address: 530 Center St. NE, Suite 200
Salem, Oregon 97301-3740
Facsimile; (503) 373-7921

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY COUNSEL
for Multnomah County, Oregon

Jacquelige
Assistan' C

Date: 5‘/(3/99

page 2

Personal Services Contracts Section
Other Required Signature:

By: N/A Date:
Authorized Signature

Approved as to Legal Sufficiency by the Attorney General’s
Office: (Required if total amount owing under the Contract, as amended,
exceeds $75,000) :

By: NA Date:
Assistant Attomey General
Reviewed by Contracts Officer:

Date: 3/ /95 | '

BEVERLY ST ti CHAIR
oard of Cpunty Commissioners

Date: May 21, 1998

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

AGENDA # _C=2__ DATE 2
DEB_BOGSTAD

BOARD CLERK




BUDGET MODIFICATION NO. DCJ17 | Page 1

[For Clerk’s Use] Meeting Date MAY 21 1998
~ Agenda # Q_—\g D

1. REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA FOR:

DEPARTMENT: Community Justice DIVISION: JJ Mgmt, Counseling/Court Services
CONTACT: Meganne Steele _ TELEPHONE: 248-3961

*NAME|S] OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD: Fuller/Morris

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE [To assist in preparing a description for the printed agenda|

The Department of Community Justice Budget Modification # DCJ 17 Adds $53,836 Revenue To The

. Federal/State Budget

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON THE AGENDA: N/A

2. DESCRIPTION OF MODIFICATION [Explain the changes this Bud Mod makes. What budget does it

increase? What do the changes accomplish? Where does the money come from? What budget is increased or reduced?

Attach additional information if you need more space].
Personnel changes are shown in detail on the attached. No

This budget modification adds Casey, City and Metro revenue to the budget. The $27,515 Casey revenue
increases contracted services by $27,324 and Indirect Cost by $191. The $7,573 City of Portland Project
Payback revenue increases contracted services by $7,520 and Indirect Cost by $53. The $18,748 Metro
revenue increases contracted services by $18,618 and Indirect Cost by $130.

The total $374 Indirect Cost increases general fund Contingency.

' w
3. REVENUE IMPACT [Explain revenues being changed and the reason for the change| <o
* Increases Rev Code 6801 by $27,515. :;f
® Increases Rev Code 2767 by $7,573. .
® Increases Rev code 2780 by $18,748. —
® Increases general fund Contingency by $374 Indirect Cost support. -
4. CONTINGENCY STATUS [to be completed by Finance/Budget| (4:‘:‘
Gt
Contingency before this modification |as of S
[Specify Fund} . [Date]
After this modification . S /4\/ (Y\@j o
et S0 5/1/9% N D canne Snith Fefofis
[Origi{f}?f Byld—— |Date] {Department Manager| [Date|
%j&(pm _SJulag ‘
\__|Finance/Budget| [Date| |Employee Relations] |Date]

Y2 Lo glalag

[Board Approval} [Date}




EXPENDITURE / REVENUE DETAIL FORBUD MOD #: DCJ 17 Page 2
DOCUMENT NUMBER: ACTION:
: : REPT | OBJ |[CURR |REV _
FUND|AGCY|ORG |ACT | CATEG |CODE |AMT AMT CHANGE |TOTAL DESCRIPTION
156 | 22 | 2710 JCSY | 6060 . 27,324 Pass Thru Payments
156 | 22 | 2710 JCSY | 7100 191 Indirect Cost
27,515 |TOTAL ORG 2710
156 22 | 2762 - CITY | 6060 7,520 Pass Thru Payments
156 22 | 2762 MTRO | 6060 18,618 Pass Thru Payments
156 22 | 2762 CITY | 7100 53 Indirect Cost
156 | 22 | 2762 MTRO | 7100 130 Indirect Cost
‘ 26,321 |TOTAL ORG 2762
400 75 19120 7700 374 Contingency
374 |TOTAL INTERNAL
54,210 54,210 |TOTAL EXPENSE
. REPT | REV [CURR [REV
FUND [AGCY | ORG |ACT |CATEG| SO. |AMT AMT CHANGE |TOTAL DESCRIPTION
156 2212710 JCSY | 6801 27,515 Casey Fdn
: 27,515 [TOTAL ORG 2710
156 22 | 2740 CITY | 2767 7,573 City of Port Proj Pay
156 22 | 2740 MTRO | 2780 18,748 METRO
26,321 |TOTAL ORG 22740
100 75 | 7410 6602 374 Indirect
374 TOTAL INTERNAL
54,210 54,210 [TOTAL REVENUE

C:\MyDocs\Bud Mod Pg 2 Add Casey, City and Metro Revenue

5/1/98

10:37 AM]
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GER=S— MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF JUVENILE AND ADULT COMMUNITY JUSTICE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
JUVENILE COMMUNITY JUSTICE BEVERLY STEIN « CHAIR OF THE BOARD
1401 N.E. 68TH DAN SALTZMAN « DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97213 GARY HANSEN  DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-3460 TANYA COLLIER « DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
TDD 248-3561 _ SHARRON KELLEY » DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

MEMORANDUM

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

FROM: Meganne Steele M

Department of Cémmunity Justice
DATE: May 21, 1998
RE: REQUEST FOR DCJ #17 BUDGET MODIFICATION APPROVAL

[. RECOMMENDATION/ACTION REQUESTED: Approve budget modification DCJ
#17 for the Multnomah County Department of Community Justice to add $53,836
Revenue to the Department’s Federal/State program.

[I. BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS: This modification adds $27,515 Casey Foundation
revenue, $7,573 City of Portland Revenue, and $18,748 Metro revenue to the budget.
Each of these revenues increases contracted services and covers its own Indirect Cost.
The Casey revenue shifts dollars, budgeted in the new year, to current year in order to
cover Defense Trail Assistant contracted services. The City and Metro revenues
represent carryover funding from FY96-97 and increase the youth stipends in the
Payback program’s restitution services.

III. FINANCIAL IMPACT: Any City and Metro revenue remaining at year end will be
carried forward to the new year’s Project Payback program. A technical amendment,
adding additional Casey Foundation money to FY98-99, will reflect the net change of
dollars shifted to FY97-98.

IV. LEGAL ISSUES: N/A

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: N/A

VI. LINK TO CURRENT COUNTY POLICIES: N/A

VII. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION: N/A

VIII. OTHER GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATION: This funding represents state
support to individual services needed by adjudicated youth who are in danger of
further behavioral issues.

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER



MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1998
AGENDA #: R-2Z

(Above Space for Board Clerk’s Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
SUBIJECT: DCFS RESULTS Presentation
BOARD BRIEFING: DATE REQUESTED: May 21, 1998

REQUESTED BY: Sue Larsen
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: 15 minutes

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED:

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:
DEPARTMENT: DCEFS DIVISION: Director’s Office
CONTACT: Carla K. Gonzales TELEPHONE #:248-3691

BLDG/ROOM #:166/7th Flr.

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: Lolenzo Poe, Sue Larsen, Carla Gonzales, Mike
Waddell, Heather Nolte, Jeanette Hankins, and Chris Yager

ACTION REQUESTED:
[X] INFORMATION ONLY []POLICY DIRECTION []APPROVAL []OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
“Results from RESULTS.... Department of Community and Family Services”
DCFS RESULTS Celebration and |

Financial Services Improvement Effort

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED
OFFICIAL:
(OR)

DEPARTMENT / . e =
MANAGER: W_m@gg@ | | s
(28

' ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277 or 248-5222

12/95 BCC Agenda

ESTIMATED START TIME: Q). 30



3 Building Benefits

e Communication
~ consistent ~ timely

o Departmental Unity

~ connections ~ alignment
o Creativity
~ innovation ~ sharing

Community Supporters

Act Il Theaters NIKE

Adidas Oregon Symphony
Benihana Restaurant Rose Festival
Fred Meyer, Inc. Association
Hollywood Video Saks Fifth Avenue

Kaady Car Washes Southwest Airlines
KINK fm 102 Tennessee Red's
McDonald'’s Timberline Lodge

Purpose of Celebration

e State of the Department Address and
Strategic Plan information.

® Recognize and reward staff for RESULTS
work and accomplishments.

® Department-wide event to share highlights of
those accomplishments.

® Share Customer Centered Organization
information.

Strategies for Success

o Customer Service Coverage

e Community Partnerships:
Portiand State University

e Community Support: over $3000
worth of donations for employee
recognition awards

Evaluation

e Learned new information about the Strategic
Planning Process 63%
® Learned new information about RESULTS activities
occurring in DCFS? 89%
o Have a better idea about what the next RESULTS
discussions will be in own division?  55%
o Number of staff who received RESULTS Rewards
26
o Number of staff who received Celebration Coupons
41



MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1998
AGENDA # : R->
ESTIMATED START TIME: Qus

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT Bnefing on Gresham’s Proposed Property Tax Exemption Program for New
Multiple-Unit Housing or Mixed Use Transit Oriented Development

BOARD BRIEFING: DATE REQUESTED
: REQUESTED BY:
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:
REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED:May 21, 1998

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: 10 minutes

DEPARTMENT: non-departmental DIVISION: Commissioner Kelley

CONTACT Carolyn Marks Bax TELEPHONE #:x22738
: . BLDG/ROOM #:106/1500

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION. Richard Ross, Mgr., Gresham Community Dev.
Dept.; Jonathon Harker,_ Planner, Gresham Community Dev. Dept.

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ x ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY [x]POLICY DIRECTION [ JAPPROVAL [ ]JOTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:
Briefing on Gresham’s Proposed Property Tax Exemption for New Transit Oriented

Development

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:
ELECTED
OFFICIAL: b2 g pep T tlote
(OR) 7
DEPARTMENT
MANAGER:

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES

7/97




MEMORANDUM

To: Beverly Siein, County Chair
Commissioner Sharron Kelly
Commissioner Gary Hansen

Frdm: Carolyn Bax, Commissioner Kelly’s Office
Maria Lisa Johnson, Chair's Office

Re: Gresham Transit Oriented Development Policy
Date: May 20, 1998

Representatives from City of Gresham’s Planning and community Development Department will
be presenting Gresham’s Transit Oriented Development (TOD) proposal at the May 21, 1998
board meeting. Gresham’s former tax exemption program, which was limited to five years, and
applied only to City property taxes and rental housing has expired. City staff are seeking
Multnomah County’s endorsement of the new proposed ordinance. Highlights of the proposal
are detailed below. Please refer to page 5 of the cover fax for a summary of the major
provisions of the proposal. :

Potential Benefits of Proposed TOD

Gresham'’s TOD is a development tool designed to ‘encourage density and development that
is transit supportive.

The proposéd TOD would further the goals of Gresham’s Downtown and Civic
Neighborhood plans by supporting quality mixed-use and for-sale projects in the Downtown
District; and mixed-use, mixed-income projects in the Civic Neighborhood.

Gresham has agreed to add special needs 'housing to the housing guidelines.

Encouraging' mixed income projects supports the development of affordable housing and is
a reasonable strategy to de-concentrate poverty.

Each project must address crime prevention through environmental design (CPTED), and
must include a security program and a maintenance plan.

In addition to any existing design review or development requirements, each project must
also include at least one design element that benefits the general public.

Issues and Questions’

If County approves Gresham’s TOD, it will forego revenue from property taxes. Arguments
in favor of the exemption note that the higher quality design of developments approved



under the proposed TOD will result in higher assessed values that are later brought onto the
tax rolls. Will the applicants be required to demonstrate that the exemption is necessary for
the projects to be economically feasible?

The proposed TOD furthers Gresham Downtown and Civic Neighborhood plans, however, it
does not specifically address County policy goals. Does the proposed benefit merit
foregoing general fund dollars that would be used to serve Multnomah County clients?
Should the County require a more direct link with County policy objectives to serve special
needs and transit dependent populations (people with dlsabllltles elderly, large low-income
families)?

Ordinance stipulates that 20% to 40% of the units in each project be affordable for the term
of the exemption. Will the low income housing units added as to comply with the exemption
continue to exist beyond the life of the exemption?

The TOD housing criteria indicates that city council may approve “other” projects that further
the goals of the Downtown-and Civic neighborhood plan.districts. The approval process for
these other projects is vague and could raise equity issues for projects applying for the
exemption.

Guidelines for mixed-income projects in the Civic Neighborhood stipulate that 60% to 80%
of the units must be market rate and that the balance must be affordable to households at
60% of the median income. This housing mix meets the state threshold for low income
housing tax credits. Will the proposed mix, however, allow projects in Gresham to be
competitive for low income housing tax credits state-wide, given that projects in other
jurisdictions permit a higher proportion of affordable units?

Ordinance establishes a 40% maximum ceiling on the number of affordable units in any
given project. Portland’s TOD has no maximum ceiling. It appears that low income housing
projects that have more than 40% of their units affordable will not be eligible for this
exemption. This raises a concem for special needs populations, particularly people with
disabilities. -

Gresham's proposal includes a radius of one-half mile from existing or planned light rail
stations. Portland’s policy covers the area within one-quarter mile. Does transit use data
support expanding the radius to one-half mile?

The proposed draft directs staff to recommend that the ordinance be extended to Central
Rockwood within the next year. Should County support require extension of the TOD to
Central Rockwood within the next year?

Market rate variables need to be explored further. In some neighborhoods the market rate
allows units to be affordable to residents at less than 100% of the median family income and
contributes to Gresham's supply of affordable housing. Would it require a significant
decrease in rent to make development in areas with a lower market rate affordable to those

at 60% of the median family income? Are the rent savmgs for residents significant enough
to merit the exemption?

Projected Costs

The amount of property tax exempted or revenue forgone will vary dependlng on the
number of units approved under the program.



* Based on Gresham’s estimated property tax revenue impacts for the proposed 19
year duration of the program, the maximum amount of taxes forgone in any single
year is approximately $457,300. This peak estimate is reached in the year 2007.

* Total property taxes forgone during the 19 year period is approximately $4 51
- million.

* Forgone revenue for each year differs as new projects receive exemptions and the
exemptions of existing projects expire. If we were to average the total amount
forgone over the 19 years, the County would be mvestlng approximately $237,600
general fund dollars each year. _ :

Recommendation:

Weigh benefits of supporting Gresham s TOD against the reduction in funds to address County policy
goals and priority programs. Seek parity in TOD partnerships between Multnomah County and the cities of
Portland and Gresham. Request reasonable amendments to Gresham'’s proposed TOD.



Gresham Central Apartments
800 NE Roberts

Gresham Central Apartments set a new standard in thoughtful design for multi-family
development in Gresham--and specifically as a design for use along the light rail and
transit comidors. The 90-unit apartment building is located just blocks from Gresham's
downtown, but adjacent fo the MAX light rail line. The apartment building’s developer
reqlized the importance of being located next o MAX and took the extra steps 1o
enhance the site by building a promenade/pocket park that is open 1o the public,
even though it is maintained by the apartment complex. The developer is also
situated the building so that it hides all of the parking inside, creating a pleasing
aesthetic for the entire space. These enhancements raise the standards of
development in multi-family units not only for Gresham, but for the entire program.



“ COUNCIL MEETING ‘ CITY OF GRESHAM

DATE: June 2, 1998 ITEM NO.:

TITLE: PUBLIC HEARING AND FIRST READING OF COUNCIL BILL NO. 23-97 CONCERNING “PROPERTY TAX
EXEMPTION FOR NEW, TRANSIT SUPPORTIVE MULTIPLE-UNIT HOUSING OR MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT” BY
AMENDING ARTICLE 10.50 (PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR NEW, MULTIPLE-UNIT RENTAL HOUSING) OF THE
GRESHAM REVISED CODE (GRC)

ITEM: This is a public hearing and ﬁrst reading of Council Bill 23-97 amending GRC Article 10.50 which allows Council approval
of limited 10 year property tax exemption for qualified transit oriented multiple-unit residential or mixed use development. The
amendments are necessitated by revisions to the State enabling legislation (ORS 307.600).

Staff recommends approval of the ordinance and first reading of Council Bill No. 23-97. Staff also recommends providing the
Council with updates twice a year to help determine if the program is working effectively or needs modification or limitations on the
number of projects or should be repealed. Staff also recommends including in the Rockwood Action Plan consideration of extending
this program to Central Rockwood within the next year.

RECOMMENDED COUNCIL ACTION: Move to approve the first reading of Council Bill 23-97, based on the standards, findings,
conclusions and recommendation stated in the staff report and move to direct staff to monitor the program and report back to Council
every six months, and to include consideration of extending the program to Central Rockwood in the Rockwood Action Plan.

COUNCIL GOAL(S) NO.: Goal No. 5: MANAGE GROWTH AND CHANGE CONSISTENT WITH THE GRESHAM 2020
PLAN and Goal No. 8: PARTNER FOR A VARIETY OF JOB AND HOUSING OPPORTUNITIES.

MANAGEMENT PLAN: Core Business Function, Community Development Department (Long Range Planning) - Actively
participate in the formulation of the 2040 Regional Framework Plan and develop measures to locally implement the requirements.
Objective 2, Create incentive for development of pedestrian/transit friendly housing in downtown and along light rail transit by
drafting transit tax exemption ordinance which meets applicable Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) provisions.

BUDGET IMPACT: 1) An application fee will be collected that is sufficient to cover City costs of administering the program as is
allowed by ORS 307.600. It is expected that application will be processed by a consultant due to the specialized nature of the
application. 2) Exemption of property taxes means revenue is not collected during the exemption period. Attachment 4 is a financial
report which details the potential impact. The amount of property tax exempted or revenue foregone will vary depending on the
number of units approved under the program. If 1,200 residential units and 200,000 square feet of commercial space receive
exemption during the next 10 years, under the assumptions in Attachment 4, the total revenue foregone will be approximately
$3,600,000 during the 19-year life of the program. This amount represents less than 1% of the total estimated property tax revenues
over the same 19 year span.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:
Max Talbot, Community Development Director, 618-2661
Jonathan Harker, AICP, Long Range Planner III, 618-2502

| W\ - .
REVIEWED BY: CAO cop Z/MN 7] DES N/A FES N/A
FIT_"4 HRD N/A. OCM N/A POLICE N/A
OTHER _ N/A
CM Name/Title

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Additional Information

2. Council Bill 23-97

3. Staff Report

4. Financial Analysis Report

5. Crime Prevention Criteria and Standards Document
6. Police Department Memorandum
7

8

9

1

ORS 307.600

Tri-Met Interoffice Memorandums
. Oregon Housing Community and Service Department Letter
0. Human Solutions Letter



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR NEW TRANSIT SUPPORTIVE MULTIPLE-UNIT HOUSING

OR MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

Key Findings of Need:

1.

Gresham lacks competitiveness in attracting desirable development in Eastside light rail station areas
due to scarcity of re-development incentives, such as urban renewal. Property tax exemption is one .
tool available to Gresham. Portland, which adopted this program in October, 1996 and has used
urban renewal around Lloyd Center, has approved the following three projects along the east side
MAX line using their similar tax exemption program. It is also likely that similar property tax
exemption programs will be adopted for areas along the new west side MAX line. Although the City
incentive was ownership of the land “The Round” at Beaverton Central described below is an
example of projects happening on the west side but not in Gresham.

1) Russellville (102nd and Burnside) is a 282 unit project with all market rate units. It has a
density of 36 units per acre and includes a meeting room for community organizations, public
green space and day care center.

2) Hazelwood (NE 122nd and NE Glisan) is a 119 unit elderly congregate care and mixed use
development. It is at 68 dwelling units per acre and there is ground floor retail under the
units. It is located at a shopping center site between a Safeway and Target store.

3) Floyd Light (106th and Cherryblossom - Gateway District) is a 51 unit development with
40% being affordable units and 60% being market rate units. It includes public open space
with covered seating.

4) The Round at Beaverton Central is a mixed-use project that will surround the Beaverton
Central Light Rail Station. It includes a civic plaza on both sides of the station, 150 town
houses and apartments, a 50,000 square foot theatre center, 230,000 square feet of office and
retail and a 100 room hotel. In this case the City incentive comes from owning the land.

The City of Portland program applies to the east side MAX line area up to the west Gresham city
limits (162nd station). It exempts not just Portland property taxes but other applicable property taxes
such as Multnomah County property taxes. Adoption of the program in Gresham would result in
Multnomah County supporting not just projects in Portland but also in Gresham.

Projects must have an enhanced Crime Prevention Plan created in conjunction with the Police
Department. This unique element helps neutralize the impact of foregone City taxes on services by
reducing police services otherwise needed for the new development.

Projects must include design that benefits the public. Design benefits can include public plazas,
community meeting rooms, and on-site day care open to the general public. Projects also must have
good connections to transit facilities and have minimum densities that are transit supportive.

The proposed program supports redevelopment in Downtown by emphasizing quality mixed use and
for-sale projects. It supports development of the Civic Neighborhood by emphasizing quality mixed
use, for-sale, mixed income, high density and day care projects. The program also assists projects
appropriate for a Regional Center. Under this program the City has more control of design and where
these projects are located.

The Council may limit approval to those projects they determine support quality transit supportive
land uses and which further the goals of the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood Plan Districts.

June 2, 1998 Hearing

Additional Information Page 1




7.

10.

1.

12.

Over time the projects, even with property taxes foregone, enhance the City. The public design
benefits must extend beyond the life of the exemption. The higher quality design of residential and
mixed use developments promoted under the program will result in higher assessed values brought
onto the tax rolls. New residential development should result in retail development happening sooner
rather than later in the downtown and civic neighborhoods.

The proposed program, by granting ten year exemptions and including other jurisdictions’ (except
education districts) property taxes, would: Increase the quality of developments (as they are tied to
the dollar amount of the exemption), make mixed use and structured parking projects more feasible,
and allow Gresham to be competitive with developments on the Portland portion of the MAX line.

If 1,200 residential units and 200,000 square feet of commercial space receive exemption over the ten
years (under the assumption of Attachment 4) the total foregone revenue will be approximately
$3,600,000 during the 19-year life of the program. This amount represents less than 1% of the total
property taxes estimated to be collected during the same 19-year span.

Likewise, it is fair to assume that non-tax exempt projects will occur sooner, which may offset the
taxes exempted by this proposal. An example of this is (using the same assumptions of Attachment
4): A mixed use development in the downtown of 85 residential units and 20,000 square feet of
ground floor commercial space granted a tax exemption would have a yearly foregone City property
tax revenue of $21,331. If this resulted in the sooner construction of a 50,000 square foot grocery
store in the downtown that project would add $15,336 to City property tax revenue.

This proposal is one that results in private/public partnerships. The private side benefits by using the
property tax exemption to build projects with design features and densities that otherwise they could
not do. The public side benefits by locating these projects in the downtown and civic neighborhood
and by having greater control of the design and public features of the projects.

Gresham’s current program, which was limited to five years and applied only to City property taxes
and rental housing, has expired. The Gresham Central Apartments, with a pedestrian promenade next
the MAX, was approved under this program.

State statutes now allow local jurisdictions to grant limited 10 year property tax exemption for mixed
use ground floor commercial and residential housing projects; attached for-sale projects and
residential parking structures as well as rental multiple-units projects. Projects must be located in
transit oriented or city core areas. Projects under this program must be constructed by July 1, 2006.

Key Actions

August, 1995. Council passes limited tax exemption intended to stimulate good multi-family
development in the core areas of Downtown and Civic Neighborhood. One project, the Gresham
Central Apartments, was approved for the limited property tax exemption. A public benefit provided
by the 90 unit complex was a pedestrian promenade/plaza adjacent to the MAX line.

1995 State Legislation. Updated State statute to include for-sale and mixed use developments as
well as rental multiple-unit housing and to extend to transit oriented areas as well as downtown core
areas. To be effective July 1, 1997 and extends life of program for 10 years.

October, 1996. City of Portland adopts ordinance to comply with revised State legislation. Utilizes
model ordinance drafted by Tri-Met. Multnomah County endorses ordinance so that County property
taxes are also exempt.. Applies along east side MAX line up to Gresham City Limits.

March 17, 1997. Project put on Long Range work program at a joint quarterly meeting. Itis to
amend 1995 ordinance allowing limited tax abatement-(up to 10 years for improvement only) in order
to stimulate higher intensity mixed use development and housing in close proximity to light rail
transit.

June 2, 1998 Hearing
Additional Information Page 2



e August 5,1997. Council discusses three options: 1) continue the program by making technical
changes required by State statutes; 2) continue the program, have stronger guidelines on housing and
public design benefits and ask for Multnomah County endorsement; or 3) allow the program to
expire. The Council passes a motion “To go with Option No. 2 to continue the program, have
stronger guidelines on housing and public design benefits and ask for Multnomah County
Endorsement.” ‘

e August to November, 1997. A Crime Prevention Plan requirement and design checklist drafted by
Planning and Police staff. A development with good crime prevention design, a security program and
maintenance plan will have less impact on Police Services and is strongly endorsed by the Police
Chief. This helps address a concern that because (due to Measure 50) the property tax exemptions
are foregone revenue that the program might affect the city’s ability to provide police services to
these new developments.

e November 4, 1997. A Council hearing was scheduled for this date. There was discussion
concerning the housing option for affordable units. The proposal had one hausing option that
required a minimum of 20% and a maximum of 30% affordable units. A concern had been raised
that 30% was too low and that with this provision Multnomah County might not support the
ordinance. Without County support only the City portion of property tax can be exempted. Direction
was to do further research and a motion was passed to continue the Public Hearing to January 6,
1998.

e January 6, 1998. Due to staff vacancy and new project concerning housing issues this hearing was
continued to a date uncertain.

e Since 1-6-98. The proposal for the June 2, 1998 hearing has been revised since the 11-4-97 draft
based on additional staff research. Staff discussed issues with State Housing & Community Services
Department, researched relevant technical information and reviewed on-ground developments
approved under Portland’s ordinance. The conclusion is that mixed income developments can work
with 60% to 80% of units being market rate and the balance being affordable to households at or
below 60% of the median family income. Somewhat higher minimum densities are proposed to push
the market as was suggested by Tri-Met. And projects that support the goals of the Downtown and
Civic Neighborhood Districts are to be emphasized.

MAJOR PROVISIONS OF PROPOSAL

Eligible Projects and Densities

e Minimum 10 units.

e Rental or owner occupied multiple-unit housing minimum 35 (rental) or 24 (for-sale) dwelling unit per acre
average or district minimum, whichever is greater. May include structured parking.

e Mixed use projects with ground level commercial uses minimum 20 (rental) or 18 (for-sale) dwelling umt
per acre average or district minimum plus minimum commercial 0.25 floor area.

Eligible Sites
e Downtown Plan District except DR-12.

¢ Civic Neighborhood District.
e Transit Development District & HDR-60 in Gresham regional center.

June 2, 1998 Hearing
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Key Approval Criteria [every project must comply with each of the following provisions]
1. Crime Prevention Plan

e Incorporates site design that avoids dangerous situations, increases visibility and being helped.
Must included enhanced Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED), a security
program and a maintenance plan.

e The City will maintain a checklist of “state of the art” CPTED provisions concerning lighting,
sightlines, entrapment areas, informal surveillance, signage, interiors, security and maintenance.

e Developed by applicant and Police and must be recommended by the Police.

2. Design Elements Benefiting Public. Project must include one or more of the following design elements
that benefit the general public in addition to any design review or other development requirement.

e Parks or public open spaces such as landscaped plaza.
¢ Public meeting rooms and offices.

e On-site day care open to general public.

e Enhanced transit or pedestrian access facilities.

e Ground floor commercial use which serves residents, neighbors and transit riders (can be vertical
or horizontal mixed use -- if commercial in separate building must be on-site, connected by a
pedestrian facility and clearly integrated with residential).

e Other design elements benefiting the public determined by Council.

3. Housing accessible to a broad range of the public (required by State statute). Project descriptions are
- guiding principles also meeting City goals for the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood districts and the area
as a Region 2040 regional center.
= In the Downtown Plan District
‘ e Mixed use projects of residential with ground floor commercial that serves residents, neighbors,
transit riders and visitors.
| e Home ownership housing with at least 20% of the units affordable to households earning 100% or
| less of the median family income.
e Special needs housing projects for households which include persons with special needs such as
mentally or physically disabled or as defined by the Federal Fair Housing Act.
= In Civic Neighborhood and Other Affected Areas:

e Mixed use projects of residential with ground floor commercial that serves residents, neighbors,
transit riders and visitors.

e Home ownership housing with at least 20% of the units affordable to households earning 100% or
less of the median family income.

e Mixed income projects where 60% to 80% of the rental housing is market rate and the balance is
: affordable to households eaming 60% or less of the median family income.

o Projects with residential density of at least 50 units pef acre.
e Market rate rental projects with on-site day care open to general public.

o Special needs housing projects for households which include persons with special needs such as
mentally or physically disabled or as defined by the Federal Fair Housing Act.

= The Council may approve other projects that result in residential units accessible to a broad range of the
public and which further the goals of the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood Plan Districts.

4. Demonstrate that property tax exemption is necessary to achieve the proposél including the costs incurred
due to requirements of the program.

5. Relates to and enhances transit.

June 2, 1998 Hearing
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Application

e Council approval.

Exemption Duration

e Projects granted exemption must be constructed by 2006. Once constructed the tax exemption is allowed
for ten years at the end of which the property goes on tax rolls. Improvements only, not land is exempted.

Implementation

e Directs staff to request Multnomah County endorsement.

e Specifies tax exemption would apply, in addition to Gresham, only to Multnomah County, Educational
Service District, Port, Tri-Met, and Metro. Excludes K - 12 & Mt. Hood CC school districts.

e Directs staff to include in the Rockwood Action Plan consideration of extending the program to Central
Rockwood within the next year.

June 2, 1998 Hearing
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Proposed new language is double-underlined -underlined;
proposed language to be déleted 15 swcken

Commentary is for information purposes only CB 23-97

ORDINANCE NO.

AN AMENDMENT TO GRESHAM REVISED CODE CHAPTER 10, BUILDINGS AND
HOUSING, RELATING TO PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR NEW, TRANSIT
SUPPORTIVE, MULTIPLE-UNIT HOUSING OR MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT.

THE CITY OF GRESHAM DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

Commentary:

Section |. Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of
the Gresham Revised Code is amended as follows:

Article 10.50. PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR NEW, | The State enabling legisiation (ORS 307.600) for

TRANSIT SUPPORTIVE, MULTIPLE-UNIT RENTAL the City’s current program allowed the property
e ] tax exemption only for Iotzat!arfs in Cftj?“’coms

HOUSING OR MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

appfy to mult:pIMmf %o -sale”as well as rental
housing and to apply to ground floor commercial
uses: and structured pmkin *\devatopad as part of

Attachment 2
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Section 2. A new section 10.50.015is
added to Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham
Revised Code as follows:

10.50.015. Purpose.

The purposes of this property tax exemption are to
encourage transit supportive multiple-unit housing and
mixed use projects affordable fo a broad range of the
general public on vacant or underutilized sites within the ublic on vacant c:rr unaeru{dizea sites within the
ity core and within wa istance o rail or lxe
route fransit service, ana fa enhance the eﬂecﬁveness of
the liaht rail or fixed route transit service. It also requires
design, public benefits and a crime prevention plan that

eﬁucienﬁi uses and reduces ﬁscai §eman§s on g;g faci[iﬁea '

and services,

The property tax exemption permitted by this article is
intended fo benefit grogecfs; that emphasize:

(1) The development of vacant or underutilized sites |
in light rail station areas, transit oriented areas or core

areas, rather than sites where sound or rehabilitafible
multipie-unit nousing exists.

(2) The development of multiple-unit housing,
with or without garli‘mg. in structures that may include

: grouna level commercial space.

(3) The development of multiple-unit housing,
with or without parking, on sites with exisfing single-story

commercial structures.

4) The development of multiple-unit housing,
with or without Qaﬂimg, on exysfmg surface garﬁmg Jots.

Section 3. . A new section 10.50.025 is
added to Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham
Revised Code as follows:

- 2 = ORDINANCE NO.

Having & purpose statement is a way of relating
the City ordinance to the State legislation as it
was amended in 1995 as well as to local goals.
ORS 307.600.1 & 2 applies the exemption:
program fto “transit supportive multiple-unit
housing’ in City cores, light rall station areas and
tmnsitm‘anie“d areas. Also, the ardinance will

Attachment 2



10.50.025. Definitions.

For purposes of this article the following mean:

Affordable rent. The rental rate and utilities paid by renter
do not exceed 30% of the monthly gross income fora

armi

Area median family income. The annual income for the
ortland Metropolitan Area for a family of one person (for a

studio aiaﬁmeni—fcr a one bedroom
aiaﬁmenﬁ—, ree persons for a @0 Eei room ap_artment}

or four persons (for a three bedroom apartment) as
determined annuaﬂg Ex the U.S. Degaﬂmenf of Fiousing
and Urban Development or its successor agency.

Light rail station area. An area defined in regional or local

Eransgoi tafion gfans to be within a one-half mile radius of an

existing or planned light rail stafion.

Market rental rate. The rent stated in the most recent
McGregcr Millette R‘egmﬁ, or its successor, for 'seasoned"

units tor Gresnamy i routdale.

Median purchase price. The sale price listed for a
condominium unit or a single-family attached dwelling

whichever is proposed) in Multnomah County as
established Bx the U.S. ﬁagaﬁmenf of Housmg and Urban
Ueva¥ogmeni for the purpose of determining FHA Toan
Wﬁwmww

quatncaton.

Transit oriented area. An area defined in regional or local
fransgofiabon glans fo be within ona;guaﬁer mile of a fixed
WWWW

route transit service,

Section 4. Section 10.50.010 of Chapter
10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered and
amended as follows:

10.50.040035. Eligible Rroperty Projects.

To be an eligible project for the property tax exemption
provided for by this article, a strusture project must meet all
of the following criteria:

3 - ORDINANCE NO.

This definition of measurement of household
income is a technical standard used in the City of
Portland’s Transit Oriented Tax Exemption
program and in Gresham’s recent housing policy
study.

This definition of measurement of area median
family Income is a technical standard used in the
City of Portland's Transit Orfented Tax Exemption
program and-in Gresham’s recent housing policy
study:

This definition is in ORS 307.605.2. Much of the
Civic Neighborhood and Downtown Plan District
areas are ina light rail station area.

This dek nltion of market rental rate is a technicaf
standard suggested by Gresham's recent housing
policy study.

This definition of median purchase price is a
technical standard used.in the City of Portland’s
Transit Oriented Tax Exemption programand in
Gresham’s recent housing policy study. Home
owner units can be either condominiums or
single-family attached dwellings (row houses)
which are on their own lot. .

Qaﬁnfﬂmis in ORS 307.605.4.

For :':lwity this existing secﬂon is broken into the
types of projects (10.50. 035) and the location of
projects (10.50.055) ihat can qualify for the
exemption.

Attachment 2



(1) Be a-multiple-unit housing structure having
ten or more ertakdwelling units that include design
elements benefiting the general public as described in this
article and approved by the council, including newly
construction constructed structures, stories and other other

additions to existing sfructures and SXisting structures and structures converted in
wﬁole or part ?mm Ofﬁer uses,-but-mt—dwgmdrus-sd—or

m@-’te#s Mu ttg e»umt housmg maz be in structure3 whmh
nc lude ground level commercial uses.

(Z)MMMMW
The project

maz not be designed, used or mtended to be used as
fransient accommodations, hotels or motels.

(3)—Bo-located-within-tho-descrbed-area-shewn
on-the-attached-Map-A The project may or may not include
structured parking.

(4) : :
u-ewﬁmd% or gmgacts whtch dc: not incl ude grounc}

level commerc:a! uses, iﬁe minimum res@enﬁa! §en5@

shall be 35 rental or or-sale dwelling units per net acre,

or the minimum density for the Tand use district, whichever

is greater. If the grogecf encompasses differentTand use
istricts, the overall project density shall be at ieas

rental or 24 for-sale dwelling units per net acre and meet

the minimum densities of each land use district.

*
Ll b g dies AT a8 L

(5) For mixed use projects containing ground

shall be a 0.25 floor area ratio and the minimum residential
densTty shall be 20 rental or 18 Tor-sale dwelling untts per

whichever is greafar. [fthe pr Q[QE{ encompasses different

§an§ use §is§n§s, g! i& over aﬂ §ro§e¢;§ g@ﬂﬁtgi 5! !&“ §e a§ !east 3

a U.£0 commercial nioor area ratio an reniai or or-
sale awe!hng units per net acre and meet the minimum
densifies of each land use district. Minimum commercial

densily 18 only required It the minimum density requirea 1or

sug'&eéiwn ZEZ a@ove 18 ﬂOE meg.

(6) The project shall meet the approval criteria of
10.50.045.

4 - ORDINANCE NO.

ORS 307.600 allows the program to be forboth
rental and for-sale units.

Added fanguage Is from the definition of muitiple-
unit housing in ORS 307.608 and provides the
housing added fo-an existing structure can be
gualifiad for the property tax exemption.

Ground level commercial is allowed by ORS
307.600.3.

Requirement of ORS 307.605.3.b.

Pazkiag aspart of the pmie(:tallawad by ORS
3076003,

Cross mféwndeifm the approval criteria.
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(7) The eligible project shall be constructed,
added or converted after May 5, 1998, and completed on or

before January 1, 2008.

Section 5. Section 10.50.050 of Chapter
10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered and
amended as follows:

10.50.850045. Approval Criteria.

An application may be approved only if the reviewing body
finds that the eligible project:

) Includes a Crime Prevention Plan which has
been reviewed and recommended by the Police

Department. The Crime Prevention Plan shall incorporate
components to enhance safety and security as defailed in
fRe Crime Prevention Plan Criteria and Standards Checklist
Document. The Document shall be maintained in the Police
and Community Development Departments and shall be
used as the basis for and fo assist in the development of

e Crime Prevention Plan. The Crime Prevention Flan
shall be in addition fo requirements of the Standards
volume of the Community Development Plan. The Crime
Prevention Plan shall include project design which
incorporates enhanced Crime Prevention Through
which provides for enhanced security on siteandon

which provides Tor enhanced securntly on site and on

adjacent public streets and transit facilities, and a

maintenance glan for confinued success of the Crime
revention Fian, an

(42)—The-construstion-iincludes one or more
design elements specified in and complies with section

10.50.040085; and

(23 )—TFhe-construction-praject-wWill, at the time of

completion, conform with the provisions of the Gresham
Community Development Plan, and other applicable

ordinances. Applicable permits shall be obtained before the |
tax exemption takes place;and |

(4) Demonstrates that property tax exemption is

reguir eé §0 86!?(6\(6 economic !eas@!@ !or ﬂ §e res@en@a! or
mixed use, faEmg into account the additional costs incurred

5 -~ ORDINANCE NO.

The 1995 State legislation extended the date of
this prograem (ORS 307.691).

This provision requires the developerto work with
the: Police Department to develop a Crime
Prevention Plan. A Crime Prevention Plan will
include both Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED) features, an
active security program and a maintenance plan.
A separate document (which:is included in the
hearing packef) has detailed criteria-and a
checklist of possible design, management and
maintenance responses that an applicant can
inciude in their Crime Prevention Plan. -The
document will be used as a template for the:
Crime Pravention Plarvand to evaluale specific
proposals and highlight missing features. The
document incorporates current techniques in
Crime Prevention as reported in reference
materials such as Safe Citles, Guidelines for
Planning, Design and Management (Gerda R.
Wekerle & Carolyn Whitzman, 19985) and Physical
Environment and Crime (U.S. National Institute of
Crime; May, 1996).
Having a Crime Prevention Plan that uses
appropriate site design and building management
Lis Intendad ta increase security and decrease:
crime:: This in tum will decrease police resources
d otherwise be expected for the new
residential and mixed use development thatls
‘encouraged under this tax exemption program -

This references the design elements which Is &
requirement of ORS 307.605.3.c..

appucaly i
Obtaining permits

ORS:307.610.3 requires a defermination that
multiple<unit housing which meets the
qualifications regarding required design and
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by the design elements, crime prevention plan and housing

acilities required in return for the exemption incentive
allowed Dy the arucie, an

5) Includes housing that complies with article
10.50.095; and

6) Is physically or functionally related to a light
rail line or mass fransgoﬂafion wsfem and enhances the

effectiveness of a light rail line or mass transportation
system: an

(7) Justifies the elimination of, or provides a plan
for the relocation of existing sound or rehabilitatible
housing, if any; and

(38 )—The-applicant-shallcompiy-Complies with all

requirements of this article.

Section 6. A new section 10.50.055 is
added to Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham
Revised Code as follows:

10.50.055. Eligible Sites.

Eligible sites must be within the described area shown on
the atfached Map A and within fhe Tollowing Tand use
dsticts: ...

ISICts!.

6 .~ ORDINANCE NO.

public benefits would not otherwise be built in the
tesignated area without the exemption. The
added language clanfies that the intent is to
promote not just the housing but the housing with
design and public benefits. An applicant does not
have to prove that a certain number of units can
only be bullt if the exemption is granted but that
the cerlain number of units with the design and
housing elements required by this Article can anly
be built with the exemption.

References the requirement that the program
provide housing for a broad range of the general
public in ORS 307.600.4.

This language is in ORS 307.606.3.d. and
stresses the development is supportive of transit.

This Is a requirement i 0&&30761 G4a:

tricts - as was provi
legislation. The 19
am oxt
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(1 in the Downtown Plan District except that
e DR-12 subdistrict are not eligible.

sites in

(2) In the Civic Neighborhood Plan District.

(3) In the Transit Development District.

4) In the High Density Residential-60 District.

The city shall periodically review the areas eligible for the
exemption granted 1o transit supportive development in

response to fransgoi fation and/or compr ehensive p_lanning
and policy iritiatives which indicale Ine need 10 encourage

esired development in other light rail station areas or
transit oriented areas as defined in this article.

Section 7. A new section 10.50.065 is added to
Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code
as follows:

10.50.065. Pre-Application Conference;

M A mandatory pre-application conference is
required prior to submission of an application.

2 The applicant shall submit to the manager

Bttt e

the following:

(a) Pre-application conference fee
established by council resolution.

7 -~ ORDINANCE NO.

Map A includes all of the Downtown Plan District.

This section excludes the DR-12 subdistrict
because the maximum 12 units per acre densify
allowed in this subdistrict is not enough to be
considerad transit oriented. This amends the
existing Map A which included DR-12,

Map A includes alf of the Civic Neighborhood
District. The current Map A includes all of the
Civic Neighborhood District,

Map A is amended fo include the following TD
parcels that are-located on the east sidé of
Eastman Parkway: 1S3E4DD #100, #101, #200,
#300, #400, #500, #600, #700, #800, #900,
#1000, #1100, #1200, #1300, #1400, #1500, and
#1600. These parcels are contiguous and
located within % mile of a light rail stop and within
the 2040 Reyional Center designation.

Map A is amended to incltide the following HDR-
80 parcels that are located on the-north side.of
Division Stregt: 183E3CD #1400, #1600, #1601,
#1602, #1603, #1700, #1800, #1900, #2606 '
#2700, and #2800. These parcels are contiguous
and located within % mile of a light rail Stop and -
within the 2040 Regionat Center designation.

ORS 307.610.2 allows new areas to be added. In
the future areas within Central Rockwood {for
example; around the light rail stops) could be
added.:

A pmppﬁa&ti&n conferaace would be manda ted
because the.
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(b) Ten copies of a preliminary site plan
drawn to scale, including existing structures and the mago

features and dimensions of the QFOQO@BB BGV&IOER‘%@V)E and

its location.

(¢) Ten copies of a narrative statement
describing the gragosal Useful information to include

wOou el

ﬁ ) the number, size and type of
individual dwelling uni s

(i) the size of structured

parking, if any,

iii) the size and type of ground
floor commercial, if any,

(iv) a preliminary pro forma

showing expected rents or Qufcﬁaae prices of the Bwellmg
units;

v) a description of the design

elements proposed,

(vi) its physical and functional
connection to the nearest fransit service;

(vii) any additional information
that would demonstrate ﬁa egiﬁiﬁiiiﬁ cbf Eﬁe §ro§ec§ for gﬁe

rope ax exempton,

(3) The conference shall be held within 20 days

of the request, if all of the requirements of subsection
apove are met.

(4) The purpose of the pre-application
conference is o agguamf the agghcanf with the provisions

of this arficle. Prior to the meeting, the manager sha
review the information provided and contact, for the
purposes of facilitating the application process, other
agencies which may be affected by, or have an interest in,
the proposed development.

8 -~ ORDINANCE NO.

The map requirement is similar as is required for
a development pra-application conference.

The section requires a narrative and lists those
ftems that would be useful in obtaining Cily
feedback but recognizes that an applicant may
not know .what they want fo do and may be “off
the street.”
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(5) The manager shall provide the applicant a
written summary of the conference within 30 worEmg Ea}gs

of the conference. The summary shall include the
recommendations aes:gﬂea fo assist the a;gghcant in the

preparaflon of the exempf;on apphcahan,

Section 8. Section 10.50.020 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.020075. Application Procedure.

A person seeking an exemption under this article, shall
apply to the manager not later than Septermber February 1
of the calendar year immediately prior to the first
assessment year for which the exemption is requested.
The application for the exemption shall be on forms
prescribed by the manager and include the applicable fee

and deposit established by council resolution and ten
cgies of the Tollowing information:

(n The applicant's name, address and
telephone number,

(2) A legal description of the property and
property account number;

(3) A description of the existing use of the
property, including a justification for the elimination of, or a
plan for the relocation of existing sound or rehabilitatible
housing located on the property;

(4) A site plan and supporting drawings, drawn

to a minimum scale of one inch equals 50 feet, which shows |

the development plan of the entire project, streets,
driveways, sidewalks, pedestrian ways, off-street parking
and loading areas, location, dimension and elevation of
structures, use of land and structures, and major
landscaping features and design of structures,

(5) A description of the project, setting forth the
grounds supporting the requested exemption and

consistency with the approval criteria of 10.50.045,
including the number, size, and type of dwelling units,

including bedroom mix; intended occupancy of the units,

type of construction; expected rents or purchase prices of
the dwelling units; and ofther uses of the sfructure if a

9 - ORDINANCE NO.

The data requiremnents are infended fo provide
the information that will be necessary to show
compliance with the approval criteria; The
deadiine is set by ORS 307.640.

Rather than specify fees in the Aricle the fee will
be specified by separate council resolution.- This
is the City’s standard practice for fees and allows
the fees fo be adiusted without amending the
Arlicle.

OR& ”7 600.4 amended the State legislation so

ale unm are an etiglbt& form of housing.

- ORS 307.600 added pmmg as an eligible:

ImpmVement
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mixed-use structure is planned or if structured parking is
planned; and any addi tmna | information that would

amonstrale (he sugion e project for the property tax

exemption, Inciuding s p zsxca or functional connecuon 1o

e nearesl ransit service,

(6) The Crime Prevention Plan recommended
by the Police Degaﬁmenf;

(67) A description including drawings of the public
benefits d"ésxgn elements which the applicant proposes to
include in the project;

(#8)  Information on the construction costs,
sources of financing for the housing, operafmg cost and
income analysis and other information required by the city
to demonstrate the applicant's economic need for the tax

exemption including a-eepy-copies ofany-bank-lam all
nancmg commitments relafing fo the project; and

(89)  Any other information required by state or
local law or requested by the city.

Section 8. Section 10.50.030 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is repealed as
follows:

10.50.030. Application-Fee Repealed

10 - QRDINANCE NO.

ORS 307.605 added a requirement faor the
physical or functional connection when the project
is within & light rail station area or transit onentad
area.

Design elements are required by ORS 307.805.
and 307.610.

Rather than apecifyf‘aes Wtfm Atticle thie fee will
be specified by separate council resolution. This:
is the City’s standard practice for fees and allows
the fees to be adiuated witha amandim ﬂx&
Article. , .
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Section 10. Section 10.50.040 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.040085. Rublic-Bonefits Design Elements.

A project must include one or more of the following design
] ts benefiting th [public. D I f

elements benelun e general pu esign elemenis
reguireg unaer resnam communi evelopment Plan
regulations cannol be used 10 saus 18 stanaar

(21)—RParks and recreational facilities or gubhc y

accessible open spaces such as a laﬁascaged plazaor
public urban plaza ublic urban g!aza, or

(32)—Cpon-spaces; Public common office space

or

LA
v

Rublic-meeting rooms for community
organizations; or

(63)—BOn-site day care facilities available to
general public; or

(wwmmwmgmm

pedestrian-access; Transit facilities and transit or pedestrian
design elements such as benches, bus shelters, directional

signs, or an off-site 1mgrova3 pu ublic walE"w"a! ccnneEfmg the

QFO[QCf to the nearest fransit 5{02 or sfation; or k

(#5)—SGround floor service or commercial use

which is permified and Aeeded-at-the-projest-but-not
available-for-econemic-reasons; serves project residents,

neighboring residents and employees, fransit riders and
visitors. 1T in a structure segarafe from the muﬁtg!e-unf

.imusmg the service or commercial use must be on the

11 - ORDINANCE NO.

QRS 307.610.4 requires the Cily to promulgate
standards and guidelines goveming the basic
requirements for, among other things, design
elements. ORS 307.650.1 states *include.one or
more of the following design elements benefiting
the general public.” What follows are those listed
design elements and baslc guidelines or
examples to provide direction for the applicant
and the Council.

The language “parks and recreational facilities
and open spaces”isin ORS 307.650.1: The
downfown and civic naighbwtzmd areas can
benefit from public: open spam areas..

The fanguage "common maeting rooms” Is in
ORS 307.650.1. Public common office spaces or
rooms can be used by community groups;.
charitable groups, efc. and support the vitality of
the neighborhood.

The language “day care fac:ilffies" is in ORS
07, -0 “ which is: open fo the:

buildings. The buiﬁdings can be sida by sm‘e or

connected by a pedestrian facility {o help ensure
Attachment 2



same site and clearly imtegrated with the multiple-unit

ousing and connected to multiple-unit housing by a
edestrian facili e proposed use must be a fransit
supportive use and shall not be an aufo-dependent use or
drive through use. Transit supporfive use, auto-dependent

use and drive through use mean as defined in Secfion

: of Volume 4 of the Gresham Communi
Development Plan._Floor area of ground floor commercial
uses in a separate structure than can qualify for

roperty tax exemption shall be no more than a floor area

eguai to 0.5 of the residential floor area or

{8)——-Dodication-forpublc-1es,-of

(86)  Other design elements benefiting the public
benefits-approved by the-plannmgcommission-andthe

council.

The council shall specify the design elements benefiting the
public berefitwhich isare to be included in the proposed

project. If the applicant Tails to agree to include the design
elements benefiting the public berefit-as specified by the
council, the application shall be denied. The council shall

also find that the public benefits from the project  project exiend
eyond the period of the exemption.

Section 11. A new section 10.50.095 is
-added to Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham
Revised Code as follows:

10.50.095. Housing

A purpose of this Article is to ensure the construction,
addition or conversion of dwelling units at rental rates or for-

sale rates which are accessible fo a broad range of the

general public. in adaition, itis intenae O stimuiaie

geveioﬁmengs giag !us g‘ Eﬁf’ ﬂ E& gig § VISIons O! g ie
Downtown and Civic Netgl borhood Plan District areas as

mixed use, pedestrian oriented and fr ansit supportive
IStcLs. e LAY'S 1SIoN envisions inese areas as

mixed use residential and commerciai with a ensi

cownfown core. And it is intended fo h&'g advance the area

12 = ORDINANCE NO,

that the commercial is clearly integrated with the
residential. Projects can have both vertical and
Horizontal mixing. Qualifying commercial uses in
separate structures should be simitarto what
would oceur'in a vertical mixed use development,
Hence, the uses shall not be auto-dependent
such as g carwash ora drve through use such
&s a drive through fast food place.  The limit on
how much commercial Aloor area can qualify for
the property tax exemption when in a separate
structure is directly related to the residential floor
area and is similar-to the floor area that might
occur when the commercial and residential are in
the same sfructure.

Thig-language from the existing Cily ordinance
provides no guidance.  Dedication to accomplish
oneof the design elements listed in the section
would be implicitly included in determining the
public benefit calculation.

This allows market changes in which other design
elements that also have a public benefit can be
proposed and approved by the Council; As will
be noted later in this document it Is suggasfad
that Planning Commission i pig not

ORS 307.610.4. requires that the city “shall
promulgate standards and guidelines to be
utilized in considering applications and making
determinations to establish basic requirements”
for a number of listed ifems. That the public
benefit extend heyond the period of exemption is
one of those requirements. (ORS 307.610.4.d).

Required by ORS 307.600;
307.610(4)(c).

range ' ~

ambﬂslﬁng gu!delines and standards for
goveming basic requfmmems ‘mmat rataa or
sales prices.” [ORS 307.

307 5510{4} ch]

The area affected by this Article (as shown on
Map A of the Article) encompasses the Downtown
and Civic Neighborhiood Plan Districts. The Plan
disftm were the result of an intensive planning
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as a Region 2040 Growth Concept regional center. As a
mgtanal center, the area is the focus of comgacf

evelopment and a ni Uai
muitimodal sireet netwo

ransit service and

e recommended density of

housing and employment is 60 persons per acre.

In order to accomplish these purposes, the following project
descriptions shall provide guiding principals for proposed

Ero;ecfs to address:

(1

In eligible sites (section 10.50.055) in the

Downtown Plan Disfrict the lOHOWan Emgecis shall be
emgf asized.

(A) Mixed use projects that include ground floor
service and commercial uses and residential housing that

are consistent with the ground floor commercial design

eatures Of se

ion

(B)

Home ownership projects that contain

dwelling units for individual purchase. Such projects will

include within the EYQ[QCE and for the term of the exemgfion

eas

0 O

e units avallable al an inial purcnase
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process. A primary purpose of the Downtown
Plan District was to carry out the 2020 Vision and
Final Gresham 2020 Action Plan. An objective was
to “provide for mixed-yse zoning promoting
residential use within commercial buildings” with &
guiding principal to “Permit and encourage the
mixing of residential and commercial uses in all
areas.” The Civic Neighborhood Plan District, also
inspired by the 2020 Vision, is planned as a super-
block that will “maximize potential fransit idership
through an appropriate mix and densily of uses.”
Land use objectives included development at
densities that can capitalize on the light rait and
bus services with a compatible mix of land uses
and with a civic urban character. The two plan
districts are consistent with the fact that the Map A
areg is one of nim«p!anmd regional centersin the:
Portland Metro ama

Belowearea numb&t’o! prdiggtl»i{ewdpﬁans that:
promote a variety of housing fypes and features for:
a “broad range of the general public.” Additionally
these projects will advance redevelopment of the -
Downtown and development of the Civic: o
Neighborhood. Over time, as these transit orfented
areas develop, these provisions should both. . ;
eawumge a mix amfbe ﬂexfbfe in ailawing;faeded'
housing.

Some-of these guidelines have been adapted from:
the City of Portland which adopted a Transit
Oriented Tax Exemption p m along the east.
side light rail up to its bm{erwxﬂw Gresham in
Oc:fober; 1896, : ;,

In the: Downtown: emphasized: projects are mixed.
use commercial and housing and for-sale housing..

nta! andfar fomala

mquidng some. the un be affam‘able o |
households at or below 100% of the median family .

Attachment 2




price which does not exceed 95% of the median purchase | income. This provision is consistent with the City's
fice for a condominium or single-family attached dwellin Home Ownership Housing Policy. It is similar fo a

rovision in Fortland’s ordinance.
—wTouse) unitin Multlnomah County. The unit mustbe | P * hee

sold to a housenold earning no more than o Of (e area | tr-Met's model ordinance noted that the for-sale
median family income 1or a family of four as es ablished by | housing would have & maximum purchase price of

the U5 1 Segaﬂmenf of F{Qumng and Urban 1 Sevelggmenf $111,000 for a family of four in 1996-7.
ori ils sLCcCessor agemﬁ:g aut”mg ﬂ e !aaf Oi Satﬁ In Urae to
§ua}l!2 ‘ E! ie Eax exem@ilon, SUC” unfgﬁ mus{: §9 owner-

OCCUQl&a aunng the term of exemgﬂon. Should any unit
become available aurmg the term of exemghon, it must be

sold to a household earning no more than v Of the area

median family income auring the year of saie in oraer 1o
retain s prope ax exempt siaus.
PR S R i e

(C) _ Special needs housing projects with units Special needs housing is promoted by the

&d during the term of the exemption by covenant Housing Policy. An example of a special needs
dedicated cuning tne Bl o 2 Ly project is Gresham Supportive Housing, a 23-unit

h holds which include p th special d ;
cuseholds which include persons with special needs, such apartment serving severe mobility impaired
as mentally or physically disabled or other categories of residents, typified by quadriplegia and paraplegia.

ersons as defined by the Federal Fair Housin They are located a block from the downtown MAX
Amendments Act of 1088 - station so that residents would have access to the
e light rail line.
2 In eligible sites (section 10.50.055) in the Projects in the Civic Neighborhood and high
Civic Neighborhood Plan District and the High Densi density parcels in the Regional Center shall

emphasize a variety of projects that should result in

esidential-60 and Transit Development Districts the a wide range of available housing. Projects
following shall be empt asized. emphasized are mixed use, for-sale, mixed
income; higher densiy and residential with on site
tay care.

(A) _ Mixed use projects that include ground floor | Mixed use projects include rental and/or for-sale
service and commercial uses and residential housing that | fousing and ground floor commercial uses. s

are consistent with the ground floor commercial design stl: stgh%%%f gmnii:mlwme
feature of section 10.50.085. approved under Portland’s transit oriented

axemption program is the Hazelwood davaiopment.
It is providing 119 mixed income elderly housing
units over ground floor retail.. The housing units are
located between a department store and grocery
store; Tenants are able fo take an efevator to the:
ground level and fravel undara covered walkto the

ﬂm&

(B) Home ownership projects that contain
dwelling units for individual gurEﬁaae. Such gmiecfs will

include within the project and for the ferm of the exemption
at least 20% of the units available at an inifial purchase
rice which does not exceed 95% of the median purchase
rice for a condominium or single-family aftached dwellin Housing Policy.
Fow Hodse) unit It WUTiorah Courty. The G mustbe | #oeen n Potends anance
sold o a household earning no more than 100% of the area
median family income for a family of four as establishe
e U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development,

requiring some the units fo be'affordableto
households at or below 100% the median famﬂy ,

Attachment 2
14 -~ ORDINANCE NO.



or its successor agency, during the year of sale. In order to

uaiily Tfor the 1ax exem

10, such units must be owner-

occupied during the term of exemption. Should any unit
Become available during the ferm of exemption, it must be
sold o a housenold earning no more than 100% of the area
i ian family income durin
retain its property tax exempt status.

ear of sale in oraer 1o

C) Special needs housing projects with units
dedicated during the term of the exemgfuon 52 covenant to

ouseholds which include persons wiih special needas, such
as mentally or physicall disabled or other categories of
ersons as defined by the Federal Fair Housin

£ 18 S
B8 (or SUCCESSOrs).

D) Mixed income rental projects that include a
mix of both market rate and assisted units. In a mixec both market rate and assisted units. In a mixed

income rental project a minimum of BY 7 DUL NO MOTE al! rental project a minimum of 60% BUE no more than

Amenaments ACL O

BU% of the units shall be markef rate unifs. The 58‘8!‘!0& on
the units shall for the ferm of the exemgfronmcluae umfa for

rent at rates which are affordable to households earnin

50% or less of the area median !amtlz income or 10% below
the market rental rafe, whichever is less. The units must be
anfaa to households whose incomes do not exceed 60% of

the area median income upon initial occupancy of the umf

SUBS&QUQHE momfonng of the incomes of these households
is not regunrea until the affordable unit again becomes
available for rent, at which fime it must be rented fo an
income guahhea household earmning 60% of the area

median lamriz income for the remaining term of the proper Ey
tax exemption, unless anof! er unit has subsequenfly been

rented at an egmvalenf affordable rate toa guabﬂea
household so that the gro[ea continues to comg!y_‘ with all

provisions or this articie.

(E) Mixed rental units and units for individual
purchase projects follow the guiding Qrmciga!s for rental and

ome ownership as provided in subsections (B) and (C)

apove,

) Higher density residential projects that have

a unit per acre densi

or at ieas

15 - ORDINANCE NO.

uniis per net acre

Special needs housing Is promoted by the
Housing Policy: An example of a special needs
project is Gresham Supportive Housing, a 23-unit
apariment serving severe mobility impaired
residents; typ:fied by quadﬁptegfa and paraplegia.

Attachment 2



(G) Market rate rental projects that have on-site

dav care facilities avallable 10 ine generai pudiic. roject

that uses this provision for com;sfencx with 10.50.095 shall

not use the day care 1acility 10 De consisient wi =
required agesign e emenis o 20, .
hkache b i et~ s eGSR S

3 The Council may approve other projects which the

ouncll ings.

(A) Results in the construction, addition or
conversion of dwelling unifs at rental rates or for-sale rates

which are accessible to a broad range of the general public

an

B) Supports the goals of the Downtown or Civic
Neighborhood Plan Districts.

4 All projects must meet the minimum residential and
commercial density requirements of section

Section 12. Section 10.50.060 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.0601m__9_§. Review of Application.

) Within 60 days from the date the application
is filed, the manager shall review the application for
completeness, compliance with the approval criteria of
section 10.50.050045, economic feasibility and recommend

to the plannmgmmmmeouml that the application be
approved, denied, or approved subject to conditions.

@) Wit : 50.d ‘ ﬁ.” ot £4

16 - ORDINANCE NO.

ordinance and by Portland Ordinance,

This section would only be applicable to the TDM-
C, TDH-C and HDR-C in Clvic Neighborhood -
none of these districts has a maxirmum density and
the CUC and DT in the Downtown District ~ the
CUC has no maximurm and the DT has a 60
dwelling unit per acre maximum and the HDR-60
which has a 60 dwelling unit per scre maximur.

On-site day care assists households in obtaining
work and education by reducing travel time and
costs of day care. On-site day care can satisfy
gither housing or desigreelements but not both;

cé to the minimum density :
mqulmmantsaf all pr

Attachment 2



(32)  The council shall review the application
within 180 days of the date of application and approve,
deny, or approve subject to conditions. Copies of the
application shall be supplied to the council at least 14 days
prior to council consideration. Final action upon the
application shall be in the form of a resolution that shall
include: the owner's name and address; a description of the
subject multiple-unit housing; the legal description of the
property and the county assessor's property account
number, and all conditions imposed and upon which
approval of the application is based.

(43)  If the application is denied, a notice of denial
shall be sent to the applicant, at the applicant's last known
address, within 10 days following the denial. The notice
shall state the reasons for denial.

(84) If the application is approved, the manager
shall, on or before the ensuing April 1, file with the county
assessor a copy of the ordinance or resolution approving
the application.

Section 13. Section 10.50.070 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.0103_1Mg. Exemption Duration and Exclusions.

w T - AWMALZIN

i o0
utiple-unit-housing (1) An eligible project for which
an exemption has been approved under this article shall be
exempt from ad valorem taxation for re-srere-than 10
successive years. The first year of exemption shall be the
assessment year beginning January 1 of the year
immediately following the calendar year in which
construction, addition or conversion is completed,
determined by that state in the construction process when,
pursuant to ORS 307.330, the improvement would have
gone on the tax rolls in the absence of the exemption
provided in this article.

(2)  The exemption shall not include the land

S
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These amendments are in ORS 307.630.1 and
are technical changes concerning how the State’s
property tax system works:.

This language modified in-this section is from
Attachment 2



upon which the project is located, nor any improvement
astunless part of the multiple-unit housing or mixed use

dev&iogmant or part of structured parking consfructed as
part of the multiple-unit housing construction, adaition or

conversion. _improvemenis

public-benefitas specified in sestien the design elements of
10.50.840085 are exempt improvements. This exemption

shall be in addition to any other exemption provided by law.
However, nothing in this article shall be construed to

exempl any prope eyon ercent of its real market

value. Inthecaseofa structure to which stories or other

improvements are added or a structure that is converted in

whole or in part from other uses to mulffiple family, only the

increase in value attributed to the addition or conversion
shall be subject to the exemption.

Section 14. Section 10.50.080 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is repealed as
follows:

10.50.080. Duration-of-Tax-ExemptionRepealed

, Section 15. Section 10.50.090 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.000&. Termination.
If, after an application has been approved under this article,

the city finds that the work was not completed on or before
January-1,-4888 2006; that any provision of this article has

ORS 307.630.1, ORS 307.600.3 and 307.600.2.
Land is not included in the exemption. Improve-
ments are included only if they are housing,
structured parking for the housing, qualified
ground floor commercial use as part of a mixed
use development or a designed element.

This language is from ORS 307.630.3.a.

This language s from ORS 307.630.3.b.

This existing language provided for a five year fax
exemption perfod with additional five years if the
applicant demonstrated an economic need. ORS
307.630.1-allows the-exemption from ad valorem
taxation for-no more than 10 years:

Deleting this section provides for a ten year
exemption period. A straight ten year program is
proposed because it provides more cartainty for a
developer and thus the incentive to use this
program as envisioned; the five year renewal
causes unnecessary administrative costs both for
the: City and for the developer; and a ten year
period (as opposed to five) means that the
applicant will need to provide more benefit to the
public.

Date extended by ORS 307.670 and ORS
307.691.

not been complied with; or that any agreement by the owner

18 ~ ORDINANCE NO.
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or requirement imposed by council is not being satisfied, the
manager mayshall send a notice of proposed termination of
the exemptior to the owner's last known address, and to
any known lender, mailed to the lender's last known

address.

M The notice shall state the reasons for the
proposed termination, and shall require the owner to appear
hefore the council at a specified time, not less than 20 days
after mailing the notice, to show cause, if any, why the
exemption should not be terminated.

(2) If the owner fails to appear and show cause
why the exemgflon should nof be terminated, the manager

shall further notify every known lender and shall allow the
lender a period of not less than 30 days, beginning with the
ate that the notice of Tailure to appear and show cause is
mailed fo the lender, fo cure any noncompliance or fo
provide assurance that is adequate, as determined by the
council, to assure the council that the noncompliance will be
remeded.

remedaied.

(23)  If the owner dees-not fails to appear o+

appeass-and fais-te-show cause why the exemption should

not be terminated, and a lender fails to cure or give

adequate assurance that any ncncomghanca will be cured,
the council will adopt a resolufion terminating the

exemption. A copy of the resolution shall be filed with the
county assessor and a copy sent to the owner at the
owner's last known address and to any lender at the
lender's last known address, within 10 days after its
adoption.

19 -~ ORDINANCE NO.

QORS 307.670.2. This provides noticing to a
ownerand lender in the case where @
development no longer complies with the onginal
approval,

ORS 307.670.3. Technical noticing requirements.

Attachment 2



(34) If the owner does not seek review of the
termination of an exemption pursuant to ORS 34.010 to
34.100, upon final adjudication, the county officials having
possession of the assessment and tax rolls shall correct the
rolls in the manner provided for omitted property under ORS
311.216 to 311.232, to provide for the assessment and
taxation of any property for which exemption was
terminated by the city or by a court, in accordance with the
finding of the city or the court as to the tax year in which the
exemption is first to be terminated. The county assessor
shall make such valuation of the property as is necessary to
permit such correction of the rolls. The owner may appeal
any such valuation in the same manner as provided for
appeals under ORS 311.216 to 311.232. Where there has
been a tailure to comply with ORS 307.670, the property
shall become taxable beginning January 1 of the calendar
assessment year in which the noncompliance first occurred.
“Any additional taxes becoming due shall be payable
without interest if paid in the period prior to the 16th of the
month next following the month of correction. If not paid
within such period, the additional taxes shall be delinquent
on the date they would normally have become delinquent if
timely extended on the roll or rolls in the year or years for
which the correction was made.

(45) The exemption may also be terminated as
set forth in ORS 307.675.

Section 16. Section 10.50.100 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered
and amended as follows:

10.50.4-00&. Extension of Deadline.

Notwithstanding the provision of section 10.50080115, if
the city finds that the construction, addition or conversion of
the multiple-unit housing was not completed by January 1,
4998 2006, due to circumstances beyond the control of the
owner, and that the owner has been acting and could
reasonably be expected to act in good faith and with due
ditigence, the city may extend the deadline for completion of
construction for a period not to exceed 12 consecutive
months. '

Section 17. Section 10.50.110 of
Chapter 10 of the Gresham Revised Code is renumbered

20 - CORDINANCE NO.

ORS 307.680. Provides an appeal process prior
fo placing a development on the tax rolls for non
compliance with original approval.

ORS 307.650 and ORS 307.681: extends to 2006
the date by which consfrugtion must ceeur.
Construction can be addition or conversion and
well as new from the ground up construction.

Attachment 2



and amended as follows:
10.50.440145. Implementation.

(1) The manager shall establish procedures and
prepare forms for implementation and administration of this
article. The manager shall require the owner to submit an
annual financial and operational report for each approved
property tax exemption. The manager shall review each
report and provide a summary to the council.

(2) Staff is directed to request formal
endorsement from the Multnomah Caunfx Board of

ommissioners in orger nat tne prope ax exemption
apply fo the ad valorem taxation of the Tollowing taxin
istricts in adaiion 10 the City of Gresnam: Muiinoma

County, Educational Service District, 1ri-Mef, Metro and the
Port of Portland.

Section 18, A new section 10.50.155 is
added to Article 10.50 of Chapter 10 of the Gresham
Revised Code as follows:

10.50.155. Continuation of Prior Exemption.

Any project granted an exemption prior to July 16, 1998,
shall not be affected by the amendments o Article 10.50

21 ~ ORDINANCE NO.

ORS 307.610(1) provides that the tax exemption
would only apply to the City portion of property
taxes unless by resolution or ordinance other
taxing districts (in Gresham) whose property fax
rate when combined with the Cify's property fax
rate is.equal to af least 51% of the combined tax
rate levied on the property. Combining Grasham
and Multnomah County is about 58% of the fax
rate of the combined taxing districts,

If endorsed by Multnomah County, ORS
307.610(1) provides that upon request by the City
that the property tax exemption shall apply fo the
ad valorem of alf faxing districts. The proposed
article would apply the properly tax exemption
only to those taxing districts that share with
Gresham the $10 tax rate cap allowed under
Measure 5: Gresham, ESD; Tri-Met, Metro and
the Port. The combined estimated permanent tax
rate is $10.01 (1997-98 reprasentative property
tax rate).

The K=12 School Districts and MHCC would not
be included In the property tax exemption. The
school districts have a separate cap under
Measure: 5. The estimated permanent tax rate for
K=12 schiools in Grosham is $6.43 and for MHCC
is $0.57 (1997-98 representative property tax
rate).

The City of Portland’s transit oriented tax
exemption program was endorsed by Multnomah
County and the tax exemption does apply to all
taxing districts:

The language is required by ORS 307.691 and

describes that an already approved project is and

will continue to be subject to- Article 10.50 as it
Afttachment 2



and shall be subject to provisions in effect at the time the was prior to the proposed amendments. There is
exemption was granted, and for this purpose those one project, Gresham Central Apartments, that
Srovisions of Arlicle T0.50 (Ord. No. 1370] shall continue to | " 2/ Under s provision.

be in effect and shall continue to apply fo the project and
exemption as if the amendments made to Aricle 10.50 on
July 16, 1998, were not'in effect.

Yes:

No:

Absent:

Abstain:

City Manager Mayor

Attachment 2
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MEMORANDUM
City Of Gresham

Community Development Department
Project & Policy Development Team

Long Range Planning
STAFF REPORT
COUNCIL HEARING

To: City Council
From: Jonathan Harker, AICP, Long Range Planner III }f}.\(\r
Hearing Date: June 2, 1998 /
Report Date: May 14, 1998 »
RE: Property Tax Exemption for New, Transit Supportive Multiple-Unit Housing or

Mixed Use Development.

Proposal: To amend Gresham Revised Code (GRC) Article 10.50 concerning property tax
exemption for multiple-unit housing.

Recommendation: Staff recommends approval of the proposed amendments.

The 1995 Oregon Legislature passed a bill revising ORS 307.600 to allow cities to grant limited
ten year property tax exemptions for transit oriented residential and mixed use development. In
passing this bill, the Legislature determined “that it is in the public interest to promote private
investment in transit supportive multiple-unit housing in light rail station areas and transit
oriented areas in order to maximize Oregon’s transit investment to the fullest extent possible and
that cities and counties of this state should be enabled to establish and design programs to attract
new development of multiple-unit housing, and commercial and retail property, in areas located
within a light rail station or transit oriented areas.”

In essence this legislation allows Gresham to provide an incentive for high quality multi-family
and mixed use development in the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood District areas.

In October, 1996 the City of Portland adopted an ordinance based on the revised ORS 307.600
and has applied it to the light-rail stations and pedestrian districts east of the Central City to the
Gresham border. The ordinance was based in part on a model ordinance drafted by Tri-Met.
Portland’s ordinance was endorsed by the Housing and Community Development Commission
and by the Tri-Met Board of Directors. Portland’s ordinance was also endorsed by the
Multnomah County Commissioners. This endorsement means that property tax levied on a
property by all taxing districts, not just Portland, is exempted. This is allowed under ORS
307.600.

Page 1 Staff Report
Amendments to Article 10.50
5-14-98 Attachment 3



In response to the State legislation, which amended ORS 307.600 - .690, City staff has drafted
amendments to GRC Article 10.50 — Property Tax Exemption for New, Multiple-Unit Rental
Housing. These amendments continue and expand a program that allows the Council to grant
limited tax exemption for multiple-unit residential and mixed use developments in the
Downtown and Civic Neighborhood districts. The proposal will require approved developments
to include a Crime Prevention Plan, design elements that benefit the general public and good
connections to the transit. A variety of housing projects are emphasized including mixed
residential and ground floor commercial; home ownership housing; mixed income housing;
higher density housing and housing with on-site publicly accessible day care.

Attachment 2 is the proposed changes to Article 10.50, Gresham Revised Code. Adjacent to
each proposed change is a commentary column with an explanation of the change. The proposal
reflects the revised ORS 307.600 as well as local concerns on crime prevention, housing policy,
the impacts of Measure 50 and the goals of the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood Districts and
the City’s 2040 Regional Center. The City of Portland’s program and a Tri-Met model
ordinance were utilized in drafting the proposal.

What follows below are the key issues and elements concerning the proposal.

Current Article 10.50

In August, 1995 the City enacted GRC Article 10.50. Article 10.50 allows the Council to
approve an exemption to the City portion of property taxes for the improvement value of
multiple-unit rental housing in the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood areas. Main provisions
for the current Article 10.50 are:

e Council approval requires that the applicant demonstrate that the exemption is required to
achieve economic feasibility for the project.

e That the project provide one or more of the following public benefits: Rental units accessible
to a broad income range of the general public; recreational facilities; open space; public
meeting rooms; day care facilities; light rail transit supportive facilities; service or
commercial uses permitted and needed but not available for economic reasons; dedication for
public use; or other approved benefits. There are no other guidelines for the required public
benefits and housing is included as one of the possible public benefits.

e Approved projects must be constructed by January 1, 1998 which means that the program has
expired.

e Council may approve the exemption for an initial five year period. An additional five year
extension can be approved if the applicant can demonstrate an economic need for the
extension.

One project, Gresham Central Apartments (800 NE Roberts), has been approved for the
exemption. A public benefit provided by the 90 unit apartment project was a pedestrian
promenade and plaza adjacent to the MAX line.

Page 2 Staff Report
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Revised ORS 307.600

Since enactment of GRC Article 10.50 the State enabling legislation (ORS 307.600 - Attachment
7) has been revised. Key changes to ORS 307.600 are:

e Adds for-sale multiple-unit housing, ground floor commercial space (mixed use
development) and residential structured parking as improvements that be exempted from
property taxes. Previously only the improvements associated with rental housing could be
exempted. '

e Adds transit oriented areas (such as light rail stations) as areas where the program can be
applied (previously only allowed in a City core area).

e Extends the required construction date to January 1, 2006 thus continuing the program.

e The project must show connection and support of transit if in a transit oriented area.

e Technical changes such as noticing requirements and tax year date.

The proposal makes these changes.

City of Portland

Portland has approved three projects and had a pre-application conference for an additional
project since they adopted their transit oriented tax exemption program in October, 1996. Three
of the projects are located within a % mile of an east side MAX station. The other project is
within the Gateway Plan District. The Gateway Plan District is a 2040 Regional Center which is
the same designation as Gresham’s Downtown and Civic Neighborhood district areas.

Two of the approved projects (Hazelwood and Floyd Light) are considered mixed income for
purposes of the transit oriented tax exemption program. A mixed income project includes some
housing affordable to households at or less than 60% of the median family income (MFI) with
the rest of the housing being market rate rents. The third approved project (Russellville) has all
market rate rental units (no units at 60% or less MFI) and on-site child care.

Other public benefits found in these projects include community meeting room; public green
space; mixed use (retail and housing) and affordable for-sale rowhouses.

As these projects are at locations similar to the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood areas they
are examples of the type of developments that could be approved under this proposal. Below is a
summary of each of the four projects.

1. Russellville School Project (approved) '
e 102™ and Burnside: within Y mile radius of light rail station
e 282 housing units: 36 units per net acre, 106 two-bedroom, 26 three-bedroom
o All market rate units: “Significant percentage” moderate rate units (affordable to
families earning less than 80% of median family income); without tax exemption rent

Page 3 Staff Report
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for all unit would be $110/unit/month higher which would not be feasible from a
market standpoint
On-site child care facility
Meeting room for community organizations
Green space open to public (bounded on three sides by public roads)
e Pedestrian access from project to post office
2. Hazelwood Apartments (approved)
e NE 122™ and NE Glisan: Bus line; within %4 mile light rail station
e 119 units congregate care retirement facility: 68 dwelling units per acre; 100%
special needs housing: 24 studios, 71 one-bedroom, 24 two-bedroom
e Mixed income: 40% affordable to 50% or less median family income; Without tax
exemption rent would be $100/unit/month higher which is not achievable in the
market area
e Mixed Use: Constructed over small retail shops between national anchor tenants
e Low (0.5/unit) parking ratio creating low traffic impact
3. Floyd Light Apartments (approved)
e 106" and Cherryblossom: Within Gateway Plan District
e 51 units: 35 units per acre
e Mixed Income: 40% at 60% of median family income; without tax exemption
affordable units (21) would be $45 unit/month higher and not affordable
e Public open space with covered seating
4. 60™ & Glisan Project (pre-app)
Within % mile of light rail station
172 units senior affordable rentals (60% median family income)
56 units market rate rental
60 units family affordable rental (48 at 60% MFI & 12 at 30% MFI)
2,700 square foot day care facility
24 for sale row houses (not to exceed 95% condo median sales prices & sold to 100%
median family household

Crime Prevention Plan

Under the proposal a Crime Prevention Plan will be required for all projects. The Crime
Prevention Plan will need to meet criteria so that the development is designed to avoid dangerous
situations, increase visibility and increase being helped. The plan must include provisions for
enhanced Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED), a security program and a
maintenance plan. Each plan must utilize a checklist of “state of the art” provisions that detail
lighting, sightlines, entrapment areas, informal surveillance, signage, interiors, project security
and maintenance. The Crime Prevention Plan is developed by the applicant and the Police
Department and must be recommended to the Council by the Police Department. A Crime
Prevention Criteria and Standards Document is Attachment 5 of Council agenda packet.

A Crime Prevention Plan addresses a concern about the City’s ability to provide police services.
Property taxes collected for new development help pay for police services that might be needed
at the new developments. Due to Measure 50 the amount of property tax exempted by this
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program is not collected. A development that implements a Crime Prevention Plan has value for
the community by prevention of crimes and will lessen the normal impact on police services by
reducing the need for police response incidents. See Attachment 6 of this Council agenda packet
from the Police Department.

Design Elements

Each project must include one or more design elements that benefit the general public. These
features are required by ORS 307.600. It also requires the City to establish standards and
guidelines for these features. The proposal provides more description than the current Article
10.50. The design elements are:

They are in addition to any design review or other development requirement.
Parks, public open spaces such as landscaped plaza or public urban plaza.

Public meeting rooms or offices.

On-site day care open to general public.

Transit or pedestrian access facilities.

Ground floor commercial use which serves residents, neighbors and transit riders.
Other design elements benefiting the public determined by Council.

Housing

ORS 307.600 requires that the program results in development of housing that is accessible to a
broad range of the general public. The current Article 10.50 includes in the list of public benefits
(design elements) that an application must choose from: “Rental units at rental rates which are
accessible to a broad income range of the general public.” The proposal instead requires an
application to follow project descriptions that serve as guiding principles for meeting City goals
for the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood districts and the area as a Region 2040 regional
center. The projects emphasized are:

In the Downtown Plan District:

e Mixed use projects of residential with ground floor commercial that serves residents, neighbors,
transit riders and visitors.

e Home ownership housing with at least 20% of the units affordable to households earning 100% or
less of the median family income.

e Special needs housing projects for households which include persons with special needs such as
mentally or physically disabled or as defined by the Federal Fair Housing Act.

In Civic Neighborhood and Other Affected Areas:

e Mixed use projects of residential with ground floor commercial that serves residents, neighbors,
transit riders and visitors.

e Home ownershlp housing with at least 20% of the units affordable to households earning 100% or
less of the median family income.

e Mixed income projects where 60% to 80% of the rental housing is market rate and the balance is
affordable to households earning 60% or less of the median family income.
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e Projects with residential density of at least 50 units per acre.

e Market rate rental projects with on-site day care open to general public.

e Special needs housing projects for households which include persons with special needs such as
mentally or physically disabled or as defined by the Federal Fair Housing Act.

The Council may approve other projects that result in residential units accessible to a broad range of
the public and which further the goals of the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood Plan Districts.

The provisions should result in a variety of housing projects resulting in units for a broad range
of the general public. The provisions allow for additional affordable housing units, home
ownership units and units as part of a mixed use development. It will help achieve a mix of
incomes in Gresham'’s transit and pedestrian Downtown and Civic Neighborhood districts.

Mixed-income Developments

Mixed income development is one of the housing projects that are emphasized. Mixed income
projects have 60% to 80% market rate and 20% to 40% affordable to households with incomes at
or less than 60% of the median family income. Three questions have been raised about having a
maximum number of affordable units allowed under this project description: 1) why have any
maximum, 2) will a maximum prevent use of certain State tax programs and 3) if there is a
maximum what should be the proper percentage?

Having a minimum/maximum allowance of affordable units encourages mixed-income housing
development. A recent (1997) issue of Cityscape!: A Journal of Policy Development and
Research focused on mixed-income housing. It reviewed successful mixed income projects and
recent literature. Key points of these articles include:

e Mixed-income housing is a deliberate effort to construct a multifamily development that has
a mixing of income groups as a fundamental part of its financial and operating plans.

e Mixed-income housing attempts to attract higher income households to developments that are
also occupied by poor households. It has become a strategy responding both to the growing
awareness of the social problems connected to concentrated poverty and to the economic
burden of warehousing the very poor in large developments.

e Proponents of mixed-income housing have a belief that it is preferable to housing in which
large numbers of low-income residents are clustered together. It can be seen as a tool to
address issues of the “culture of poverty.” Benefits of a mixture of incomes may include:

* The behavior pattern of some lower income residents will change because they will
emulate their higher income neighbors. This quality of living environment will lead
to upward mobility.

! Cityscape is published by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) and “strives to share
HUD-funded and other research on housing and urban policy issues with scholars, government officials, and other
involved in setting policy.”
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' Non-working lower-income tenants will finds jobs because they will observe social
norms of people going to work or school and because they will have an informal job
network with employed neighbors.

Crime rate will fall because higher income households demand a stricter and better
enforced set of community ground rules.

The article also suggested what makes successful mixed income development. One conclusion is
that mixed-income housing works best when it emphasizes the basics of real estate development

and management:

e Location. People who rent market rate units are most influenced by location.

e Design quality. Superior design is critical to success.
| e Excellent management and maintenance. Successful projects were professionally
| managed.

e Financial viability. Projects require a great deal of time in the predevelopment
process in order to secure financing from a range of sources and ensure the project’s
long term viability.

e Mixed-income housing will work only where there are sufficient units aimed at the
higher income population to create a critical mass.

e Mixed-income housing works best when the income mix is not emphasized in
marketing and there are no differences in the nature and quality of units being offered.

Attachment 9 is a letter from the Oregon Housing Community and Services Department. Two
important points the letter makes are:

1. Tax exempt bond financing and Low Income Housing Tax Credits are only available if at
least 40% of units are affordable to households at 60% or less median family income. Or
at least 20% of units are affordable to households at 50% or less median family income.

2. For equity and cash flow reasons mixed-income projects will generally do projects with
40% affordable to households at 60% of less median family income.

Conclusions of this research and the additional information from the State are that mixed income
projects should be encouraged under this proposal and that a minimum of 20% to a maximum of

- 40% provides the best flexibility in accomplishing mixed income developments. The letter
indicates support of the proposal.

Other Changes

e Maintains the program applying to the Downtown and Civic Neighborhood districts and adds
contiguous High Density Residential (HDR)-60 parcels on the north side of Division and
contiguous Transit Development (TD) parcels on the east side of Eastman Parkway. The
parcels are located near light rail stops and transit streets and with the Downtown and Civic
Neighborhood districts are part of the 2040 Gresham Regional Center. The sites are shown
on Map A included as part of Attachment 2.
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e Eliminates Planning Commission hearing as program is not a land use action. A condition of
approval will be obtaining all required permits.

e Must demonstrate that the property tax exemption is necessary to achieve the proposal
including the costs due to requirements of the program. This means that the amount of the
tax exemption goes into the value of development.

¢ Changes the current five year exemption period with an additional five years allowed when
the applicant demonstrates an economic need with a ten year exemption period as provided
for in the ORS.

Extending the Exemption Beyond the City Portion

Currently the exemption applies only to the property tax levied by the City. The exemption can
be applied to property taxes levied by other taxing districts when the tax rate of the City added to
the tax rate of any taxing district that formally endorses the program equals at least 51% of the
combined tax rate of all property tax levied on the property.

The proposal includes asking for formal endorsement by Multnomah County which would
achieve the 51% figure. Multnomah County has endorsed the Portland transit oriented tax
exemption program which applies to Portland light rail stations up the Gresham border. The
proposal specifies that the tax exemption would apply, in addition to Gresham, only to the
property taxes levied by Multnomah County, Educational Service District, Port, Tri-Met, and
Metro. These are the taxing districts which are included in the Measure 5 $10 cap. Exemptions
would not be given for the property tax levied by K - 12 school and Mt. Hood CC districts.

The 1997-98 representative property tax rates as provided by the Tax Supervising and Conservation
Commission are City of Gresham $4.04, Multnomah County $4.89, Education Service District
$0.46, Metro $0.39, Tri-Met $0.16 and Port of Portland $0.07 for a total of $10.01. Adding the
County and others would provide a greater incentive and thus a more effective program.
Additionally, because the value of the exemption goes into the development its value to Gresham is
enhanced.

~ The 1997-98 property tax rates for the two districts for which an exemption would not be given are
Gresham-Barlow School District $6.43 and Mt. Hood Community College $0.57.

Portland, in adopting their program, made a finding regarding the State statute requirement that the
property tax exemption is necessary to promote the type of desired development near transit
facilities. They noted a lack of development along targeted light rail station along the east side
MAX corridor. They also did pro-forma studies that showed, even with the property tax
exemption, gaps between costs and rents when development included affordability setasides or
when a day care facility was included. Their conclusion was that “The property tax exemption was
not in itself sufficient to fund the type of desired higher density project without additional public or
private subsidies in the current market. The tax exemption, however, is one of the incentives the
City can provide to make some of the projects more economically feasible.” As noted earlier
Portland’s program exempts all the allowed property tax levied on an approved project.

Page 8 Staff Report
Amendments to Article 10.50
5-14-98 Attachment 3



Metro Regional 2040 Growth Concept

The area encompassed under the proposal (Map A in Attachment 2) is designated as a Regional
Center. A regional center is defined in the Urban Growth Management (UGM) Functional Plan
as “the focus of compact development, redevelopment and high-quality transit service and
multimodal street networks” and has a guideline density of 60 persons per acre. The elements
required for any project that is approved for the property tax exemption will ensure the type of
desired development so that this incentive program will help carry out Metro Regional 2040.

Community Development Plan and 2020 Vision

The proposal support both the Downtown Plan District and the Civic Neighborhood Plan
District. Objectives for both of these districts were to reduce automobile trips by capitalizing on
transit opportunities, encouraging more intensive development near the light rail stations, and
encouraging a mix of residential and commercial uses. The transit oriented tax exemption
proposal is intended to result in developments that will increase and enhance the use of transit
and the mix of residential and commercial uses.

The City has recently adopted a Central Rockwood plan. Central Rockwood includes a 2040 ..
Growth Concept town center and several light rail station areas. The City is now engaged in a
Rockwood Action Plan to formulate strategies to achieve the goals of the plan. Included in this
action plan will be consideration of extending this transit oriented tax exemption program to the
Central Rockwood area. This consideration is expected to happen within the next year.

Vacant and Underutilized Sites

The State statute provides that the program shall emphasize the development of vacant or
underutilized sites in light rail station areas, transit oriented areas or core areas, rather than sites
where sound or rehabilitable multiple-unit housing exists. Tri-Met has identified vacant and
underutilized development opportunity sites in its light rail station area development profiles.

Measure 50

Amending Article 10.50 has been complicated by Measure 50. Before the measure the dollar
amount of exempted taxes was collected by the City by raising rates of non-exempt properties.
The City collected the same amount of property tax dollars with or without the exemption
program. Measure 50 changed this. Because there is a cap on assessments the tax rate cannot be
increased to collect the revenue that is exempted. The City will not be able to collect the
property tax dollars that are exempted. A detailed financial report is included as Attachment 4 to
the Council agenda packet.

Policy Issues

At an August 5, 1997 Council meeting staff outlined basic policy issues concerning the proposal
and asked for direction as outlined in the policy issues below. The direction by Council was to
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continue the program, have stronger guidelines on housing and public design benefits and ask for
Multnomah County endorsement.

Should this program be extended so that other new projects can be approved? This
requires amending the Article to have a required construction date of July 1, 2006.
Measure 50 means that exempt property tax will not be collected by the City unlike
before Measure 50 when exempt taxes could be collected by increasing tax rates. An
assumption of the program is to ensure that a desired range of residential and mixed use
development at densities and with design benefiting the public occur in the City’s core
and transit oriented areas. Without the exemption program such development may not
occur.

The State statute requires the City to have standards and guidelines concerning sale and
rental rates accessible to a broad range of the general public. One way to do this is to
have inclusionary housing provisions for a range of housing such as for affordable
housing, special needs housing, family size housing, higher density housing and mixed
use development. Both minimums and maximums can be considered to ensure a “mix.”
If the program is continued should it include providing for for-sale units, mixed use
developments and residential structured parking?

In the future, after the Central Rockwood Plan is adopted, should Central Rockwood
transit oriented areas in Central Rockwood be considered for this program?

The proposal addresses these policy issues as was directed by the Council.

Next Steps After Council Adoption

e Staff reccommends that once the ordinance is adopted that the City gain formal endorsement
from the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners.

e Staff reccommends monitoring the program via periodic Council Memorandums updating the
Council on applications and developments done under this program. The purpose of the
monitoring is to help determine if the program is working, needs modification, needs a quota
limiting the number of approved projects or should be eliminated.

¢ Consideration of extending the program to Central Rockwood will be an element of the
Rockwood Action Plan.

Other Correspondence

1. Attachment 8 is two memorandums from Tri-Met. They were in response to an earlier
November 4, 1997 draft. Tri-Met supports adoption of the proposal but raised a few
concemns: '

The proposal requires a minimum 24 dwelling units per acre density. Tri-Met
recommends 30 or 35 dwelling units per acre minimum for the proposal and notes that
the market will produce 24 dwelling units per acre without subsidy. Staff response: Staff
agrees that the program is an incentive for higher densities and recommends 35 dwelling
units per acre for stand alone rental projects and 24 dwelling units per acre for sale
projects. All of the projects approved under Portland’s program have been at least at 35
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dwelling units per acre. For sale projects are proposed for a lower density minimum as
those units are often larger and thus may not be able to accommodate the higher density
and as noted by Tri-Met 24 dwellings units pre acre is transit supportive.

e Affordable Housing. Tri-Met support mixed-income housing but suggests that the 30%
maximum might be too low. Staff response: The current proposal raises the maximum to
40% so that 60% to 80% will be market rate thus ensuring mixed income projects.

e Child Care. Tri-Met suggests that child care be one of the options to satisfy housing
criteria. It noted that the Russellville project (described earlier in this report) would not
have been approved under the November 4, 1997 draft. Staff response: This proposal
adds day care as a housing option. Day care supports households by reducing travel time
and costs associated with off-site day care. This can be important for training and work
opportunities. This proposal also allows day care to be a public design benefit if another
housing option is proposed. This provides greater flexibility than the first dratft.

2. Attachment 10 is a letter from Carolyn Piper of Human Solutions. This was in response to
the November 4, 1997 draft. The concern was that a maximum percentage of affordable units
would affect non-profit developers use of low income tax credits. Staff response: The
maximum has been raised to 40%. According to the letter from the State (Attachment 8) low
income tax credits are available at 40%. Projects currently approved in Portland could all be
approved under Council Bill 23-97.

Conclusion

The proposed amendments to Article 10.50 are consistent with revised ORS 307.600, the
Community Development Plan, the 2040 Growth Concept and with the direction provided by

Council.

Recommendation

Staff recommends adoption of the proposed amendments to GRC Article 10.50.

End Of Staff Report
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Community Development Department

City of Gresham
To: City Council
From: Max Talbot, Community Development Director
Date: May 14, 1998
RE: Financial Report Conceming Property Tax Exemption for New, Transit
Supportive Multiple-Unit Housing or Mixed Use Development (Amended
GRC 10.50)- :

What follows is financial report produced by Charles Kupper. Mr. Kupper is an economist and a
principal of SPENCER & KUPPER. SPENCER & KUPPER is a private planning and
development service business. :

The purpose of the report is explain how the program would operate under the recently passed
Measure 50; the potential financial impact of the exemption and how that potential relates to City
property tax revenue.

The report has be reviewed by the Financial & Information Technology Department (principal
reviewers Terry McCall, Director and Jay Guo, Budget Analyst) and by the Community
Development Department (principal reviewer Jonathan Harker, Community Planner). City staff
agrees with the assumptions and conclusions presented in the report.

PLEASE NOTE: Since this report was prepared in October of 1997 Gresham’s permanent tax

rate has been established as $3.62 per thousand. The figure used in the attached report was
$3.49. Replacement tables will be provided at the June 2" hearing. As collected property taxes
are also at the higher rate the potential amount of forgone revenue would still represent less than
1% of the total estimated property tax revenue. '

Also in the staff report (Attachment 3, page 8) the tax rate that can be exempted is reported as

$4.04 per thousand. The $0.42 difference is bond debt paid by property taxes. This amount
would be collected by the City spread out among all other property tax payers.
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SPENCER & KUPPER
PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
Portland, OR 97212
503 284-0342

Date: October 13, 1997

From:  Charles Kupper

To: Max Talbot

Re: Gresham Property Tax Exemption Program

BACKGROUND OF THE TAX EXEMPTION PROGRAM

Gresham'’s property tax exemption program is authorized by State of Oregon legislation‘(ORS 307.600).
Legislation authorizing property tax exemption for multi-family housing in “core” areas was first approved in 1975,
but initially was limited to Portland and Eugene. In 1995, the tax exemption legislation was expanded to allow tax
exemptions for Transit Oriented projects. Portland has had the most experience with this property tax exemption
program. To date, 26 projects, providing 3,723 housing units have received tax exemptions under Portland’s
Downtown Housing program. Currently, nine projects, totaling 1,068 housing units, are receiving exemptions
under the Downtown program. There are three projects with pending applications under Portland’s new Transit
Oriented exemption program, and two, totaling about 800 units, are expected to be approved soon.

The Gresham City Council adopted a property tax exemption program for multi-family rental housing on August
16, 1995. The stated purpose of this program was to encourage the new construction of low, moderate, and middle-
income rental housing in areas of the central City where the price of land discouraged new housing production, or
where City policy encouraged housing production. Since the exemption program was adopted, one multi-family
housing project has applied for, and received the exemption benefit. That project is Gresham Central Apartments.
Gresham Central is a 90 unit market rate housing development at NE Roberts and NE Hood Ave. The project was
opened in September, 1996. The developers of a project currently in the planning stage in the Gresham Civic
Neighborhood have stated their intention to apply for the property tax exemption. The project as planned will
contain 400 rental units.

THE EXEMPTION PROGRAM UNDER BALLOT MEASURE 50

The tax relief granted to eligible properties under the tax exemption program is provided by exempting from
taxation the value of building improvements on those properties. Prior to the passage of Ballot Measure 50, changes
in overall property values in a community caused changes to the property tax rate. Unless that tax rate exceeded ‘
$10 per thousand, no governmental revenues were lost. Under Measure 50, which essentially converts Oregon to a
tax rate system, reductions or exemptions to property values can result in revenue losses. The property tax
exemption program will result in reductions to total property valuation in Gresham during the life of the exemption
program.

The purpose of this report and the following data is to provide information to the City Council about potential
impacts and benefits of carrying out the tax exemption program under the property tax system created in Ballot
Measure 50.
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AN ESTIMATE OF PROPERTY TAX REVENUE IMPACTS

a. Introduction

As noted above, under Measure 50, reduced property values result in lower property tax revenues. By granting
exemptions which limit taxable values, a taxing body foregoes revenue which otherwise might be available to it.
The following data is City staff’s estimate of the potential property taxes foregone by the City of Gresham if the tax
exemption program is continued.

b. Factors and assumptions used in estimating revenue foregone

The estimate of property tax revenues foregone as a resuit of offering property tax exemptions is based upon several
factors. Those factors are listed below, along with the assumption used by staff in doing its revenue impact
analysis.

1. The estimated number of housing units and commercial space eligible for the exemption.
(Assumption - Metro data and City staff estimates indicate that a total of 2,926 housing units, and 500,000
square feet of commercial space are potentially eligible for the exemption.)

2. The estimated number of housing units and commercial space which actually will receive the exemption.
(Assumption - Staff estimates that a total of 1,200 housing units, and 200,000 square feet of commercial space
will receive the exemption over the next ten years. 960 of the housing units are estimated to be apartments, and

240 units are townhouses.l)

3. The estimated taxable value of the improvements which will be subject to tax exemption.
(Assumption - The combined average 1997-98 market value for residential units, apartments and townhouses, is
estimated at $51,200, adjusted down to take into account effects of reductions imposed before Measure 50. The
market value of commercial development is estimated at $88 square footage also adjusted to take before
Measure 50 reductions into account.

4. The estimated property tax rate which would apply to the improvements.
(Assumption - Revenues foregone are for the City of Gresham only. Itis assurned that the City of Gresham’s
share of the new combined permanent rate will be $3.49 per thousand.

5. The estimated phasing of construction of the improvements.
(Assumption - It is assumed that the housing units and commercial space receiving exemptions will be
constructed over the ten year period beginning in 1998. The 400 unit project in planning is an exception, not
the norm. Portland’s program has averaged about 180 units exempted per year. Staff believes an average of
80-90 unit per year is a likely figure for Gresham.)

6. The estimated duration of the property tax exemption on each property.
(Assumption - Each property will receive full exemption for a ten year period. Thus, properties which are
granted exemption in year 10 will continue to receive exemption though year 19.)

The results of the assumptions and estimates listed above are shown in graphic form in the figure on the following
page. As noted in item b.6 above, the projection period spans nineteen years, to fully account for exemptions
granted in the tenth year of the program.

! Constraints imposed by eligibility requirements, and by adequately sized building sites in the eligible areas will limit
the number of units which qualify for exemption. This figure assumes 900 of the 1,200 units projected to be built in the
Gresham Civic Neighborhood in the ten years will take advantage of the exemption and that 300 units built in the downtown
area will take advantage of the exemption. Staff also considered the average annual units exempted in Portland’s twenty year
history with the exemption program. After the 400 unit project mentioned earlier, staff believes an average of about 85 units per
year is a likely exemption figure for Gresham’s two eligible areas.
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c. Estimated Taxes Forgone Gréphic

Estimated Property Taxes Forgone
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d. Explanation of the Graphic

The graphic shows the estimated total property tax revenue foregone by the City of Gresham only over the forecast
period. For instance, in the year 1998, it is assumed that the value of property abated will be approximately $9.44
million. Based upon the estimated permanent tax rate of $3.49 per thousand, the year 1 (1998-99 tax year) revenues
foregone by Gresham are approximately $21,331.

In future years, new values added in each year are indexed upward by 3%, while the permanent tax rate remains
steady at $3.49. As the graphic shows, the total taxes foregone increase in a relatively constant way each year,
peaking out at $351,761 in 2007, year 10 of the program. From 2007 on, values start coming back onto the tax

. rolls, and the foregone taxes become less in each succeeding year. During the 19 year life of the program, the total
property tax revenues foregone by the City of Gresham are estimated at $3,472,501. During the 19 year period, that

produces an annual average of $182,763 in property taxes foregone.2

Summary of Graphic Data:
Duration of program period - 19 years

Maximum amount of taxes foregone in a year - $351,761 in year 2007
Total Property taxes foregone during the period - $3.47 million

Average annual amount of taxes foregone during the period - $182,763

2 All estimates of revenues foregone are expressed in constant 1997 dollars. No discount rate is used.
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Pertinent data on which the figure is based also is shown in tabular form in Appendix A

Discussion of Benefits of Exemption Program

It is comparatively easy to quantify the revenues foregone by adopting the exemption program. One could make
different assumptions which would produce higher or lower levels of revenue foregone, but staff believes the
assumptions used here represent a realistic case scenario.

The potential benefits of the program are harder to quantify. Many of the benefits of providing tax exemptions are
related to community goals, and quality of life, matters to which it is difficult to assign a dollar figure. To try to
find some dollar figure benefit, staff looked at ways of estimating the percentage of the estimated 2,926 housing
units which would not be built without the benefit of exemption. There was no reliable means of making that kind
of forecast. However, it seems possible, even likely, that the exemption program will stimulate the development of
more housing units and commercial space than would be built without the program. Portland’s Downtown
exemption program certainly has had an effect on the level and pace of production of multi-family housing in the
core area. The exemption program can create those same effects, and offer these other benefits to Gresham, and its

residents:
e Provide an incentive to encourage development at higher densities, consistent with Gresham Civic
Neighborhood and Metro 2040 goals.

¢ Requires development with Crime Prevention (Safe Cities) design features. These features can increase
security in these developments, and decrease the need for protective services.

e  Provide more housing at higher densities in central Gresham. This will help stabilize the downtown customer
base, and encourage the growth of downtown businesses, jobs, and property values.

e Provide an incentive to produce more multi-family housing, and produce it more quickly. This can help keep
the supply of housing in balance with Gresham’s rapid growth in jobs, and make Gresham a better place to

work.

e  Accelerate the time frame for construction of the Gfesham Civic Neighborhood light rail station, which is tied
to levels of housing production.

e  Provide more housing close to Gresham’s job centers, reducing vehicle miles traveled, and increasing public
transit ridership potential. :

e  Encourage mixed use development in the Gresham Civic Neighborhood and downtown Gresham, consistent
with community goals and visions for those areas.

¢ Encourage developments that meet community objectives for design, affordability, and pedestrian amenities.

The benefits noted above are real, but not easily quantified. To help put the exchange of costs and benefits into
- perspective, it is helpful to look at the taxes foregone from Figure 1 as a percentage of the total property taxes
Gresham might receive during the exemption period. The table on the following page provides that information.
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COMPARING TAXES FOREGONE TO TOTAL TAXES COLLECTED.

The Legislative Revenue Office estimates the 1997-98 level of total property values in Gresham at $3.789 billion,

adjusted for before Measure 50 effects. At the assumed permanent tax rate of $3.49, these values will produce
$13,233,840 in revenue (before delinquencies) for the City in 1997-98. By contrast, the property tax revenue

assumed to be foregone in 1997-98 is $21,331. The taxes foregone represent .0016 of total property tax revenues,
one-sixth of one percent. The table below illustrates how the foregone taxes relate to estimated total property taxes
in Gresham over the projection period.

(a) Total values are increased 4.5% annually.

(b) From Figure 1, and Appen

Recommendations

Year ending
June 30
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016

Total Value
In City (a)
$3,789,066,449
$3,959,574,439
$4,137,755,289
$4,323,954,277
$4,518,532,219
$4,721,866,169
$4,934,350,147
$5,156,395,904
$5,388,433,719
$5,630,913,237
$5,884,304,332
$6,149,098,027
$6,425,807,438
$6,714,968,773
$7,017,142,368
$7,332,913,774
$7,662,894,894
$8,007,725,165
$8,368,072,797

Average Percent Foregone

dix A

Revenue at Revenue % of Rev.
$3.49/1000 Foregone (b) Foregone

$13,223,842 $21,331 0.161%
$13,818915  $101,917 0.738%
$14,440,766  $127,604 0.884%
$15,090,600 $154,741 1.025%
$15,769,677  $183,392 1.163%
$16,479,313  $213,622 1.296%
$17,220,882  $245,501 1.426%
$17,995,822  $279,100 1.551%
$18,805,634 $314,494 1.672%
$19,651,887  $351,761 1.790%
$20,536,222  $333,047 1.625%
$21,460,352  $236,215 1.101%
$22,426,068 $212,889 0.949%
$23,435,241  $187,951 0.802%
$24,489,827 $161,324 0.659%
$25,591,869  $132,931 0.519%
$26,743,503  $102,689 0.384%
$27,946,961 $70,513 0.252%
$29,204,574 $40,877 0.140%

0.955%

* The previous section listed eight benefits which the tax exemption program can provide to the City. Those benefits

are real, but they are primarily quality of life benefits, and not easily quantified. The taxes foregone can be

quantified. As the preceding table shows, they represent only a minor portion of the total property tax potential for
the City during the period of the exemption program. In addition, there are various controls the City can impose on

the program to ensure that taxes foregone do not become a serious problem. It is recommended that the City

approve the proposed extension of the City’s property tax exemption program.

Gresham Property Tax Exemption

Report
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Appendix A - Figure 1 data in Table Form

Yeadousing Unit€omm. sf
Exempt (a)Exempt (a)
1998 85 20,000
1999 . 485 40,000
2000 570 60,000
2001 - 655 80,000
2002 740 100,000
2003 825 120,000
2004 910 140,000
2005 995 160,000
2006 1080 180,000
2007 1165 200,000
2008 1080 180,000
2009 680 160,000
2010 595 140,000
2011 510 120,000
2012 425 100,000
2013 340 80,000
2014 255 60,000
2015 170 40,000
2016 85 20,000
2017 0 0

(a) Figures in this column are cumulative, not annual.

Gresham Property Tax Exemption Report

Total Value

Exempt (a)
$6,112,000
$29,202,560
$36,562,858
$44,338,491

- $52,547,755

$61,202,671
$70,344,009
$79,971,318
$90,112,957
$100,791,119
$95,600,836
$67,383,499
$60,999,754
$53,854,068
$46,224,742
$38,089,187
$29,423,897
$20,204,409
$10,405,270
30

Revenue Foregone Revenue added

In this year

$21,331
$101,917
$127,604
$154,741
$183,392
$213,622
$245,501
$279,100
$314,494
$351,761
$333,647
$236,215
$212,889
$187,951
$161,324
$132,931
$102,689

$70,513

$40,877

Back (a)

$18,114
$115,546
$138,872
$163,810
$190,437
$218,830
$249,072
$281,248
$310,884
$351,761
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CRIME PREVENTION PLAN CRITERIA AND

STANDARDS CHECKLIST DOCUMENT
ARTICLE 10.50 PROPERTY TAX EXEMPTION FOR NEW, TRANSIT
SUPPORTIVE MULTIPLE-UNIT HOUSING OR MIXED USE DEVELOPMENT

Purpose: Article 10.50.045(1) of the Gresham Revised Code (GRC) requires all projects
approved for property tax exemption allowed under this article to have a Crime Prevention
Plan. GRC 10.50.045(1) requires that the Crime Prevention Plan be recommended by the
Police Department. Also required is that the Community Development and Police
Departments maintain a criteria and standards checklist document to assist the applicant in
developing the plan. The document is to outline the components and sections that are to be
included in the Crime Prevention Plan and to have a checklist of standards that are details
that can be incorporated into the Crime Prevention Plan.

Below are the criteria for the Crime Prevention Plan and a checklist of site and building
design elements and active security methods that can reduce opportunities for criminal
activity. This document will be provided to an applicant who will then work with the Police
Department to develop a Crime Prevention Plan. The Criteria outlines the components and
sections that the Crime Prevention Plan is to include. Not all the standards of the checklist
will necessarily be part of a Crime Prevention Plan and there may be other details
proposed in the Crime Prevention Plan that are not listed. The standards of the checklist
reflect the most recent suggestions for Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design
(CPTED) and active security methods. It is anticipated that as the state of the art increases
that the checklist will be updated.

As a reference the checklist also includes current relevant Community Development Plan
site design requirements for multi-family developments. A Crime Prevention Plan is to
incorporate details that exceed these already required standards.

The Crime Prevention Plan along with the Police recommendation would be included in the
application considered by the Council.

CRITERIA

A. The Crime Prevention Plan shall incorporate the following components to enhance
safety and security:

1. An awareness of the environment so that the design and layout of the place is
understandable. Dangerous situations can be avoided by adequate lighting, clear
sightlines, and elimination of entrapment spots; and
Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50

10-16-97
Page 1
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A.

2. Visibility by others so that a person using a building or space will not be
isolated. In order for people to feel and be safe, it is critical that they know people
who might help are “keeping an eye on them”; and

3. Finding help so that a person can receive assistance from others. This
includes the provision of clearly marked avenues of assistance such as emergency
exits, alarms and phones and the ability to escape, communicate, or find help
when in danger, through improved signage and a more clear site layout.

A submitted Crime Prevention Plan shall include the following three sectiohs:

1. A project design which incorporates enhanced Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED) standards. CPTED standards are the physical
design features and the management of these design features such as lighting,
sightlines and visibility (informal surveillance), which provide for passive
security.

2. A project security program which provides for enhanced security on site, and
on adjacent public streets and transit facilities. A security program involves
active security with human activities that may or may not involve specialized
equipment, such as security patrols, intercoms, and signed emergency telephones
or alarms.

3. A maintenance plan so that design elements continue to be successful after
implementation.

STANDARDS CHECKLIST

Lighting — some studies describe lighting as the “single most important CPFTED

(Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design) security feature. Design review
standards for multi-family development includes lighting requirements.

3.1120(A)X8)Xd) Except for single family attached dwelling structures, the following
areas shall be illuminated during the hours of darkness: driveways; open parking lots and
carports; on-site pedestrian circulation walks and walks that connect units to parking
spaces, the public street and shared common areas; and entry ways to units and recreation
and laundry buildings. Lighting shall be designed so as not to shine directly into
residential units by the use of cut-off features. Lighting devices shall be protected by
weather- and vandalism- resistant covers.

Lighting is also required for bicycle parking spaces:

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
10-16-97

Page 2
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3.0321(C)(1) Required bicycle parking must have a minimum lighting level of 3 foot
candles.

Enhanced CPTED features for lighting would include:

Provide pedestrian scale lighting. Pedestrian scale lighting would provide a
minimum illumination of 4 foot candles at face height and allow a face to be
identified at 15 yards.

Provide consistent lighting so that there are few or no areas with shadow or
glare, in order to reduce contrast between shadows and illuminated areas.

Provide proper placement for lighting so that it shines on pedestrian pathways
and on possible entrapment spaces rather than on the road or driveway or into
lower floors of residential buildings.

Illuminates inset doorways, alcoyes, and above- or below-grade entrances.
Lights should be placed high enough to prevent being taken out or vandalized.

Take into account vegetation, including mature trees, and other potential
blocks.

If mixed use development, provide that the ground floor commercial areas
mount lights on store fronts to increase pedestrian level street lighting.

Required Development Standards above include “vandalism-resistant covers.”
Examples are wired glass or a lantern-style holder.

The maintenance plan should specify that lighting fixtures will be maintained
in clean condition and promptly replaced if bumned or broken. There should
be signage that tells residents who to call in case of bumed-out or vandalized

lights.

If the development includes a parking structure use a white stain on the

concrete as a cost-effective way of increasing general brightness which,
combined with beam soffits, reflects light increasing uniformity.

B. Sightlines. The inability to see what is ahead along a route because of sharp
comers, walls, earth berms, fences, buses or pillars is a serious impediment to feeling and
being safe. The ability to see what is ahead and around is known as “visual ’
permeability.” Enhanced CPTED features for sightlines would include:

Essential routes should have clear sightlines. Avoid large columns, tall
privacy fences, overgrown shrubbery, and other thick barriers adjacent to
pedestrian paths which could shield an attacker. Avoid impermeable
landscape screens and long fences that serve to cut off access to means of
escaping a place. Instead, use low hedges or concrete planters, small trees,

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50

. 10-16-97
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wrought-iron or chain-link fences, transparent reinforced glass or plastic,

lawns or flower beds, benches and lampposts. These all denote boundaries

while allowing users to see and be seen. Barriers (such as fences) along paths
" should be visually permeable.

e Avoid sudden changes in grade that reduce sightlines on pathways.

e Avoid sharp corners, especially on stairs or in corridors, where movement can
be predicted.

e Avoid hidden or inset entrances.

e Provide good sightlines in stairwells of parking garages, lobby entrances to
high-rise buildings and to laundry rooms and storage areas.

e Locate office or superintendent’s apartment near the building entrance.

e In spaces or paths where sightlines are impeded, use hardware such as security
mirrors to make it easier to see.

e Locate laundry rooms and storage areas near high activity locations such as
adjacent to a front door or in a courtyard.

e Avoid landscaping materials that will become a screen or barrier to an
unimpeded view along pathways when they mature.

e Avoid landscaping, berms and structural features that impede views into
playgrounds, small parks or plazas located adjacent to the sidewalk.

e Locate playgrounds to enhance the number of units with natural surveillance
of the playground.

e Use low growing plant species (36 inches maximum height) next or near (with
48 inches) ground floor windows and entry door.

e Use barrier plants (prickly, spiny, thorny) under ground floor windows.

C. Entrapments. Entrapment spots are small, confined areas, adjacent or near a
well-traveled route, that are shielded on three sites by some barrier such as walls or
bushes. Examples are elevators, storerooms, fire stairs, dark recessed entrances that may
be locked at night, gaps in tall shrubbery, curved or grade-separated driveways, or
loading docks off a pedestrian route. Design review standards for multi-family
development includes standards related to avoiding entrapment spots.

3.1120(A)8)e) Any individual stair landing may serve a maximum of six units per

landing. The area of railings on stair landings shall be a minimum of 50% open. The

area of railing is the height of the railing times the length of the railing. This
requirement does not apply to single family attached dwelling structures.

(11)  Outdoor storage facilities shall be provided for articles such as barbecues,
outdoor furnifure, etc., except for single family attached dwellings. The storage facility

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
10-16-97
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shall be a minimum 6’-0” high and 24 square feet in area. The facility shall be
connected to each unit, completely enclosed and capable of being locked.

Enhanced CPTED features for entrapment spots would include:

e Avoid entrapment spots adjacent to a pedestrian path. Avoid elements such as
insets adjacent to paths which could serve as entrapments spots.

¢ If an entrapment area is unavoidable, make sure it is well lit. Consider using
aids to sightlines such as convex mirrors.

e Use dead bolts for storage areas off pedestrian routes.

o In parking structures the layout shall consider methods (such as speed bumps)
to reduce speed when exiting the structure.

D. Informal surveillance. Informal or natural surveillance creates visibility and
increases the opportunity to observe and discourage intruders by the juxtapositions of
dwelling interiors with exterior spaces and placement of windows to allow residents to
naturally survey exterior and interior public areas of their living environments. Police
and other security personnel provide formal surveillance, but cannot see all places at all
times. Informal surveillance from adjoining commercial and residential buildings help
mitigate a sense of isolation.

Design review standards for multi-family development includes informal surveillance
requirements.

3.1120(A)(8)(a) For complexes of twenty or more units, except for single family
dwellings: All common areas shall be visible from at least three units. Common areas
are shared open spaces, laundry, recreation, pool and similar common facilities,
children’s play areas, walkways and parking areas. A unit meets this criterion when at
least one window of a frequently used room, to include kitchens, living rooms and dining
rooms, but not bed or bath rooms; faces the common areas.

3.1120(A)(8)(b) For complexes of twenty or more units, except for single family
dwellings: At least four units shall have a unit entrance or at least one window of a
frequently used room, to include kitchens, living rooms and dining rooms but not be bed
or bath rooms, facing each abutting street right-of-way. There shall be no intervening
building between the units and the abutting street nght-of-way

3.1120(A)(15)(b) Blank, windowless walls are prohibited when facing a public street
unless required by the Uniform Building Code. Blank walls are discouraged in all other
situations. Where the construction of a blank wall exceeds 400 sq. ft. it shall be
articulated or intensive landscaping shall be provided. If shrubs and trees are selected,

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
10-16-97
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they shall be of a variety that will grow to screen, at maturity, 25 percent or more of the
wall area and reach a height at least 50 percent of the wall height.

3.1120(A)(2). Front Facades. All primary ground floor common entries or individual
entries of street frontage units shall be oriented to the street, not to the interior or to a
parking lot. Projecting features such as balconies, bays and dormer windows are also
encouraged for structures facing a street.

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
10-16-97
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Enhanced CPTED features for informal surveillance would include:

~ Exceeding the standards stated above and especially providing those elements

that are encouraged but not required.

Providing for informal surveillance as provided above [3.1120(A)(8)(a & b)] for
developments that are less than 20 units.

Providing opportunities for informal surveillance on the street, such as having
porches and balconies, small stores (mixed use development) and community
gardens.

Providing places on the street where adults can clean cars, sit on benches, or
engage in other casual social and recreational activities.

Placing building and areas of activity near adjacent transit stops so that the
transit stop is not an isolated place.

Emphasize overlooking (informal surveillance) of the routes to and from
parking lots or garages.

E. Signage and other information. Knowing where you are and which way to turn
contributes to a feeling of security.

Design review standards for multi-family development includes signage requirements.

(c) An addressing system shall be provided and shall consist of the following:

(i) Building addresses shall be clearly visible from the abutting public street right-of-
way or from the abutting driveway, at least 4 inches in height, of a contrasting color to
the background to which they are attached and illuminated during the hours of darkness.
Building addresses shall be clearly visible on all sides of the buildings. -

(ii) For complexes of twelve or more units, except for single family dwellings: there
shall be positioned at each driveway, an illuminated representation of the complex which
shows the location of the visitor and the unit designations within the complex. The
sign(s) shall be free-standing, have a 3’-0” to 5°-6" height, a 7 to 32 square foot area, and
be located a minimum of 20 feet back from the property line at the street access point.

(iii) Except for single family dwellings, each individual unit within the complex shall |
display a unit number or letter which shall be at least 4 inches in height and illuminated
during the hours of darkness. Each breezeway shall be posted with appropriate unit
numbers for the breezeway.

Enhanced CPTED features for signage and other information would include:

o Locating signs strategically at entrances and near activity nodes such as
intersections of corridors or paths.

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50

10-16-97
Page 7

Attachment 5



Having signs that indicate where to go for assistance or help; location of
telephones; location of washrooms; and orient uses to nearest busy street.

- Having signs that indicate how and where to report maintenance or vandalism

problems.

Routes that are clearly marked so that users can exit quickly and by the most
direct route.

Access to individual buildings clearly visible from adjacent streets and
entrances that are locked.

F. Interior of multi-unit housing. Elements of CPTED can also be applied to the
interior of multiple-unit housing. Enhanced CPTED features would include:

Lighting. Provide adequate lighting of common areas such as corridors,
entrances, elevators and stairwells. Avoid areas of shadows using light
fixtures.

Have lobby be visible from interior of building or from street.
Use transparent materials and security mirrors to improve sightlines.

Use mirrored interior for elevator or have angled mirror that allows entire
interior area to be visible by a person about to enter the elevator.

Place activity generators, such as party rooms and laundry rooms, near
entrances.

Locking devices. Interior door locks at least one inch dead bolt with four 3”
to 4” screws in the strike plate. Eliminate or reinforce glass panels near doors.
Equip French doors with bars. Provide pad locks on garden gates. Change
door locks every time there is a change in tenants (this provision should be
part of the maintenance plan).

Use a ‘Charlie Bar’ on all sliding glass doors.

G. Project security program. An active security program refers to human activities
that may or may not involve specialized equipment. Security personnel, especially at
night, should be emphasized.

o Security personnel. The visible presence of uniformed officers is one of the

best crime prevention methods. Have security personnel who stay on the
property and do appropriate walk throughs.

Have superintendents, maintenance staff, or residents patrol halls, parking
garages or lots, and other common areas. Train in how to report maintenance
problems and how to respond to emergencies. (This provision should be
included in the maintenance plan.)

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
10-16-97
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H. Maintenance. A maintenance plan outlines how design features will be
maintained as well as how management will work with residents, the Police Department
and the Community on crime prevention. Elements that can be included in a
Maintenance Plan are:

e Be responsive and prompt to repair requests. This is an especially critical
element:

¢ Prominently post a phone number to call to report a maintenance emergency
such as a broken lock, window or door.

e Promptly remove from walls and sidewalks any sexist, racist or homophobic
graffiti.

e Ensure that litter is picked up.

e Management could have explicit security policies that allow for improving the
quality of the environment and fostering a sense of common purpose. This
would include a communication plan between the residents and management.

e Provide a meeting space (such as a recreation room) so that the residents can
organize and involve themselves in defining problems and creating solutions.

¢ Have an apartment watch meeting at least one a year. Once every six months
is better because of turnover of residents.

e Maintain lighting fixtures in clean condition and promptly replaced if burned
or broken. Development agreements should state who is responsible for
maintenance of lighting. A public notice indicating who to call in case of
burned-out or vandalized lights helps maintain lighting fixture.

e Regularly update management plan — the plan should include a risk audit and
proposed CPTED and active security measures.

L. High risk areas. Certain high risk areas may warrant exceptional elements.
e Possible entrapment areas can be covered by video cameras.
¢ Providing a concierge in apartment lobby.

e The use of surveillance hardware such as an adequately signed telephone,
emergency telephone, alarm or panic button; covering isolated areas with
video camera; and having staff who monitor video surveillance equipment
trained to respond to emergencies may in some cases be warranted.

Crime Prevention Plan Document
Amendments to Article 10.50
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GRESHAM POLICE DEPARTMENT

MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor Gussie McRobert
Members of the City Council
DATE:  October 9, 1997
FROM: Bernie Giusto

Chief of Police
SUBJECT: Amendments to GRC 10.50.045 (1)

Recently the Community Development Department and the Gresham Police
Department teamed up to accomplish two tasks. First, to better define “the
public interest” relating to tax properties applying for tax abatement and second,
to focus real estate developers on public safety issues within muiti-family
developments.

in developing Chapter 10.50.045 of the GRC the police department was
instrumental in providing advice and setting clear standards for developers who
will be required to include a crime prevention plan as part of the development
application. This portion of the application will be reviewed and approved by the
Gresham Police Department. The purpose of this plan is to reduce the number
of on-site police responses required at an individual development. The police
department will be encouraging developers to focus on things such as on-site
security patrols and facility designs such as pedestrian level lighting, and parking
lots within clear view of residents.

| believe this amendment is a meaningful step forward in helping to balance the
need to have properties developed that qualify for tax abatement while at the
same time encouraging and working with developers to reduce the need for
police services at these sites. This can truly be seen as being in “the public’s
interest.”

| believe the staff work by Community Planner Jonathan Harker and Community
Safety Specialist Joe Anderson will prove to be of measurable benefit to the City
in the years to come. | whole heartily support this amendment and recommend
that it be made part of the GRC.
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1997 Oregon Revised Statutes

(Multiple-Unit Housing in Core Areas, Light Rail Station Areas and Transit Oriented Areas)
307.600 Legislative findings.

(1) The legislature finds that it is in the public interest to stimulate the construction of transit supportive
multiple-unit housing in the core areas of Oregon's urban centers to improve the balance between the residential
and commercial nature of those areas, and to ensure full-time use of the areas as places where citizens of the
community have an opportunity to live as well as work.

(2) The legislature also finds that it is in the public interest to promote private investment in transit supportive
multiple-unit housing in light rail station areas and transit oriented areas in order to maximize Oregon's transit
investment to the fullest extent possible and that the cities and counties of this state should be enabled to
establish and design programs to attract new development of multiple-unit housing, and commercial and retail
property, in areas located within a light rail station area or transit oriented area.

(3) The legislature further finds that the cities and counties of this state should be enabled to establish and
design programs to attract new development of multiple-unit housing in light rail station areas, in transit
oriented areas or in city core areas by means of the local property tax exemption authorized under ORS 307.600
to 307.691. The programs shall emphasize the following:

(a) The development of vacant or underutilized sites in light rail station areas, transit oriented areas or core
areas, rather than sites where sound or rehabilitable multiple-unit housing exists.

(b) The development of multiple-unit housing, with or without parking, in structures that may include
ground level commercial space.

(c) The development of multiple-unit housing, with or without parking, on sites with existing single-story
commercial structures.

(d) The development of multiple-unit housing, with or without parking, on existing surface parking lots.

(4) The programs shall result in the construction, addition or conversion of units at rental rates or sale prices
accessible to a broad range of the general public. [1975 ¢.428 5.2; 1995 ¢.596 5.1]

307.605 Definitions. As used in ORS 307.600 to 307.691:

(1) "Lender" means any person who makes a loan, secured by a recorded mortgage or trust deed, to finance the
acquisition, construction, addition or conversion of multiple-unit housing.

(2) "Light rail station area" means an area defined in regional or local transportation plans to be within a one-
half mile radius of an existing or planned light rail station.

(3) "Multiple-unit housing" means newly constructed structures, stories or other additions to existing structures
and structures converted in whole or in part from other use to dwelling units that meet the following criteria:

(a) The structure must have a minimum number of dwelling units as specified by the city or county
pursuant to ORS 307.610(4).

(b) The structure must not be designed or used as transient accommodations, including but not limited to
hotels and motels.

(c) The structure must have those design elements benefiting the general public as specified by the city or
county pursuant to '
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1997 Oregon Revised Statutes

ORS 307.650.

(d) If in a light rail station area or transit oriented area, the structure must:
(A) Be physically or functionally related to a light rail line or mass transportation system; and
(B) Enhance the effectiveness of a light rail line or mass transportation system.

(4) "Transit oriented area" means an area defined in regional or local transportation plans to be within one-
quarter mile of a fixed route transit service. [1975 c.428 s.1; 1979 ¢.425 s.1; 1989 c.1051 s.1; 1995 ¢.596 s5.2]

307.610 Applicability of ORS 307.600 to 307.691 generally; city or county to designate areas; public
hearings; standards and guidelines for considering applications.

(1) ORS 307.600 to 307.691 apply to multiple-unit housing constructed, added to or converted in cities or
counties that adopt, after a public hearing and determination pursuant to subsection (3) of this section, by
resolution or ordinance, the provisions of ORS 307.600 to 307.691. The tax exemption provided by ORS
307.600 to 307.691 only applies to the tax levy of a city or county that adopts the provisions of ORS 307.600 to
307.691, except that the tax exemption shall apply to the ad valorem tax levy of all taxing districts when upon
request of the city or county that has adopted the provisions of ORS 307.600 to 307.691, the rates of ad
valorem taxation of taxing districts whose governing boards agree by resolution to the policy of providing tax
exemptions for multiple-unit housing as provided in ORS 307.600 to 307.691, when combined with the rate of
taxation of the city or county that adopts the provisions of ORS 307.600 to 307.691, equal 51 percent or more
of the total combined rate of taxation levied on the property which is tax exempt under ORS 307.600 to
307.691.

(2) The city or county shall designate an area within which it proposes to allow exemptions provided for under
the provisions of ORS 307.600 to 307.691. Core areas, light rail station areas or transit oriented areas may be
designated by a city. A county may designate areas as light rail station areas or transit oriented areas but may
not designate areas as core areas. A city or county from time to time may, by amending its resolution or
ordinance, add or withdraw territory from the area originally designated as a light rail station area or a transit
oriented area, but any area added must be within the boundaries of the area as limited by ORS 307.605 (2) or

4).

(3) The city or county shall, prior to passage of a resolution or ordinance electing to utilize the provisions of
ORS 307.600 to 307.691, hold a public hearing in order to determine whether multiple-unit housing meeting
the qualifications of subsection (4) of this section would not otherwise be built in the designated area without
the benefits provided by ORS 307.600 to 307.691.

(4) Prior to accepting project applications under ORS 307.600 to 307.691, cities or counties shall promulgate
standards and guidelines to be utilized in considering applications and making the determinations required by
ORS 307.650. The standards and guidelines shall establish policy governing basic requirements for an
application, including but not limited to:

(a) Existing utilization of proposed project site, including jusﬁﬁcation of the elimination of any existing
sound or rehabilitable housing. :

(b) Design elements.
(c) Rental rates or sales prices.

(d) Extensions of public benefits from the project beyond the period of the exemption.
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1997 Oregon Revised Statutes

(e) Minimum number of units. [1975 c.428 s.3; 1979 c.425 s.2; 1983 c.493 s.1; 1989 c.1051 s.2; 1991
.4595.72; 1995 ¢.596 5.3; 1997 ¢.3255.27]

307.620 Applicability of ORS 307.600 to 307.691 in cities and certain counties. In any city, or in any
county with a population of over 300,000, the exemption shall apply only to multiple-unit housing constructed,
added to or converted on land within an area designated under ORS 307.610 (2) or within a designated urban
renewal or redevelopment area formed pursuant to ORS chapter 457. [1975 ¢.428 s.4; 1989 ¢.1051 s.3; 1995
c.596 s.4] .

307.630 Duration of exemption; exclusions from exemption.

(1) Except as provided under subsection (2) of this section, multiple-unit housing that- qualifies for exemption
under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 shall be exempt from ad valorem taxation for no more than 10 successive years.
The first year of exemption shall be the assessment year beginning January 1 immediately following the
calendar year in which construction, addition or conversion is completed, determined by that stage in the
construction process when, pursuant to ORS 307.330, the improvement would have gone on the tax rolls in the
absence of the exemption provided for in ORS 307.600 to 307.691. However:

(a) The exemption shall not include the land or any improvements not a part of the multiple-unit housing,
but may include parking constructed as part of the multiple-unit housing construction, addition or
conversion. v

(b) In the case of a structure to which stories or other improvements are added or a structure that is
converted in whole or in part from other use to dwelling units, only the increase in value attributable to the
addition or conversion shall be exempt from taxation.

(2) If the multiple-unit housing is subject to a low income rental assistance contract with an agency of this state
or of the United States, the city or county may extend the exemption provided by ORS 307.600 to 307.691
through June 30 of the tax year during which the termination date of the contract falls.

©)

(a) The exemption provided by ORS 307.600 to 307.691 shall be in addition to any other exemption
provided by law. However, nothing in ORS 307.600 to 307.691 shall be construed to exempt any property
beyond 100 percent of its real market value.

(b) If property is located within a core area and within a light rail station area or a transit oriented area, or
both, and application for exemption under more than one program is made, only the exemption for which
application is first made and approved shall be granted. If property is granted exemption under ORS
307.600 to 307.691 pursuant to an ordinance or resolution adopted by a city, the property shall not be
granted exemption pursuant to an ordinance or resolution adopted by a county. If property is granted
exemption under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 pursuant to an ordinance or resolution adopted by a county, the
property shall not be granted exemption pursuant to an ordinance or resolution adopted by a city. Property
shall be granted exemption under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 only once. [1975 c.428 s.5; 1979 c.425 s.3;
1989 ¢.1051 s.3a; 1991 ¢.459 5.73; 1995 ¢.596 5.5; 1997 ¢.541 5.136]

307.640 City or county to provide application forms; contents of application form; filing deadline;
revision of application, An owner desiring an exemption under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 shall first apply to the
city or county, whichever is appropriate, on forms supplied by the city or county. The application shall describe
the property for which an exemption is requested, set forth the grounds supporting the requested exemption and
be verified by oath or affirmation of the applicant. Application shall be made on or before February 1|
immediately preceding the first assessment year for which exemption is requested, and shall be accompanied by
the application fee required by ORS 307.660. The city or county may permit the applicant to revise an
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application prior to final action by the city or county. [1975 c.428 5.6; 1991 c.459 5.74; 1995 ¢.596 5.6; 1997
c.5415s.138]

307.650 City or county findings required for exemption approval. The city or county may approve the
application if it finds that:

(1) The owner has agreed to include in the construction, addition or conversion as a part of the multiple-unit
housing one or more design elements benefiting the general public as specified by the city or the county,
including but not limited to open spaces, parks and recreational facilities, common meeting rooms, child care
facilities, transit amenities and transit or pedestrian

design elements.

(2) The proposed construction, addition or conversion project is or will be, at the time of completion, in
conformance with all local plans and planning regulations, including special or district-wide plans developed
and adopted pursuant to ORS chapters 195, 196, 197, 215 and 227, that are applicable at the time the
application is approved. o

(3) The owner has complied with all standards and guidelines adopted by cities or counties pursuant to ORS
307.610 (4). [1975 c.428 5.7; 1995 ¢.278 5.37; 1995 ¢.596 5.7]

307.660 Approval or denial of applications; city or county to state in writing reasons for denial of
exemption; application fees.

(1) The city or county shall approve or deny an application filed under ORS 307.650 within 180 days after
receipt of the application. An application not acted upon within 180 days shall be deemed approved.

(2) Final action upon an application by the city or county shall be in the form of an ordinance or resolution that
shall contain the owner's name and address, a description of the subject multiple-unit housing, either the legal
description of the property or the assessor's property account number, and the specific conditions upon which
_the approval of the application is based. On or before April 1 following approval, the city or county shall file
with the county assessor and send to the owner at the last-known address of the owner a copy of the ordinance
or resolution approving or disapproving the application. In addition, the city or county shall file with the county
assessor on or before April 1 a document listing the same information otherwise required to be in an ordinance
or resolution under this subsection, as to each application deemed approved under subsection (1) of this section.

(3) If the application is denied, the city or county shall state in writing the reasons for denial and send notice of
denial to the applicant at the last-known address of the applicant within 10 days after the denial.

(4) The city or county, after consultation with the county assessor, shall establish an application fee in an
amount sufficient to cover the cost to be incurred by the city or county and the assessor in administering ORS
307.600 to 307.691. The application fee shall be paid to the city or county at the time the application for
exemption is filed. If the application is approved, the city or county shall pay the application fee to the county
assessor for deposit in the county general fund, after first deducting that portion of the fee attributable to its
own administrative costs in processing the application. If the application is denied, the city or county shall
retain that portion of the application fee attributable to its own administrative costs and shall refund the balance
to the applicant. [1975 c.428 s.8; 1995 ¢.596 5.8] '

307.670 Termination of exemption for failure to complete construction or noncompliance; notice.

(1) Except as provided in ORS 307.675, if the city or county finds that construction of multiple-unit housing
was not completed on or before the date specified in ORS 307.691, or that any provision of ORS 307.600 to
307.691 is not being complied with, or any provision required by the city or county pursuant to ORS 307.600 to
307.691 is not being complied with, the city or county shall give notice to the owner, mailed to the owner's last-
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known address, and to any known lender, mailed to the lender's last-known address, of the proposed
termination of the exemption. The notice shall state the reasons for the proposed termination and shall require
the owner to appear at a specified time, not less than 20 days after mailing the notice, to show cause, if any,
why the exemption should not be terminated.

(2) If the owner fails to appear and show cause why the exemption should not be terminated, the city or county
shall further notify every known lender and shall allow the lender a period of not less than 30 days, beginning
with the date that the notice of failure to appear and show cause is mailed to the lender, to cure any
noncompliance or to provide assurance that is adequate, as determined by the governing body, to assure the
governing body that the noncoinpliance will be remedied.

(3) If the owner fails to appear and show cause why the exemption should not be terminated, and a lender fails
to cure or give adequate assurance that any noncompliance will be cured, the city or county shall adopt an
ordinance or resolution stating its findings terminating the exemption. A copy of the ordinance or resolution
shall be filed with the county assessor and a copy sent to the owner at the owner's last-known address, and to
any lender at the lender's last-known address, within 10 days after its adoption. [1975 ¢.428 5.9; 1979 ¢.425 s.4;
1981 ¢.697 5.6; 1983 ¢.493 5.2; 1989 c.1051 s5.4; 1991 ¢.459 5.75; 1995 ¢.596 5.9]

307.675 Termination of exemptionr upon change to unit ownership or to other than residential or housing
use; effect.

(1) If, after application has been approved under ORS 307.600 to 307.691, a declaration defined in ORS
100.005 with respect to the property is presented to the county assessor or tax collector for approval under ORS
100.110 or if the county assessor discovers that the multiple-unit housing or a portion of the multlple -unit
housing is changed to a use that is other than residential or housing:

(a) The exemption granted the multiple-unit housing or portion under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 shall
terminate immediately, without right of notice or appeal;

(b) The property or portion shall be assessed and taxed as other property similarly situated is assessed and
taxed; and

(c) Notwithstanding ORS 311.235, there shall be added to the general property tax roll for the tax year next
following the presentation or discovery, to be collected and distributed in the same manner as other real
property tax, an amount equal to the difference between the amount of tax that would have been due on the
property or portion had it not been exempt under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 for each of the years, not to
exceed the last 10 years, during which the property was exempt from taxation under ORS 307.600 to
307.691.

(2) If, at the time of presentation or discovery, the property is no longer exempt, additional taxes shall be
imposed as provided in this section, but the number of years that would otherwise be used to compute the
additional taxes shall be reduced one year for each year that has elapsed since the year the property was last
granted exemption beginning with the oldest year for which additional taxes are due.

(3) The assessment and tax rolls shall show "potential additional tax liability" for each property granted
exemption under ORS 307.600 to 307.691.

(4) Additional taxes collected under this section shall be deemed to have been imposed in the year to which the
additional taxes relate. [1981 ¢.697 s.5; 1987 ¢.158 5.45; 1987 ¢.459 5.33; 1991 ¢.459 5.76]

307.680 Review of denial of application or termination of exemption; correction of assessment and tax
rolls; owner's appeal of valuation; effective date of termination of exemption. »
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(1) Review of a denial of an application under ORS 307.660, or of the termination of an exemption under ORS
307.670, shall be as provided by ORS 34.010 to 34.100.

(2) If no review of the termination of an exemption as provided in subsection (1) of this section is affected, or
upon final adjudication, the county officials having possession of the assessment and tax rolis shall correct the
rolls in the manner provided for omitted property under ORS 311.216 to 311.232, to provide for the assessment
and taxation of any property for which exemption was terminated by the city or county, or by a court, in
accordance with the finding of the city, county or the court as to the tax year in which the exemption is first to
be terminated. The county assessor shall make such valuation of the property as shall be necessary to permit
such correction of the rolls. The owner may appeal any such valuation in the same manner as provided for
appeals under ORS 311.216 to 311.232. Where there has been a failure to comply with ORS 307.670, the
property shall become taxable beginning January 1 of the assessment year following the assessment year in
which the noncompliance first occurred. Any additional taxes becoming due shall be payable without interest if
paid in the period prior to the 16th of the month next following the month of correction. If not paid within such
period, the additional taxes shall be delinquent on the date they would normally have become delinquent if
timely extended on the roll or rolls in the year or years for which the correction was made. [1975 ¢.428 5.10;
1991 ¢.459 5.77; 1995 ¢.596 5.10; 1997 c.541 5.141] '

307.690 Extension of deadline for completion of construction, addition or conversion. Notwithstanding any
provision of ORS 307.670, if the city or county finds that construction, addition or conversion of the multiple-
unit housing was not completed by the date specified in ORS 307.691, due to circumstances beyond the control
of the owner, and that the owner had been acting and could reasonably be expected to act in good faith and with
due diligence, the city or county may extend the deadline for completion of construction, addition or conversion

~ for a period not to exceed 12 consecutive months. [1975 ¢.428 s.11; 1979 c.425 s.5; 1983 ¢.493 s.3; 1989

¢.1051 5.5; 1991 ¢.459 5.78; 1995 ¢.596 5.11; 1997 ¢.325 5.29]

307.691 Completion of construction, addition or conversion of multiple-unit housing before January 1,
2006, required for eligibility for exemption. An exemption for multiple-unit housing shall not be granted
under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 unless the construction, addition or conversion is completed on or before
January 1, 2006. [1995 ¢.596 s5.13; 1997 c.541 5.143]

Note: Section 14, chapter 596, Oregon Laws 1995, provides:
Sec. 14.

(1) Except as provided in section 13 of this Act [307.691], the amendments to ORS 307.600, 307.605, 307.610,
307.620, 307.630, 307,640, 307.650, 307.660, 307.670, 307.680 and 307.690 by sections 1 to 11 of this Act
first apply to exemptions for those structures that are completed in the calendar year 1996 or any calendar year
thereafter and first apply to tax years beginning on or after July 1, 1997.

(2) Any exemption granted under ORS 307.600 to 307.691 for a structure completed in the calendar year 1995
or a calendar year prior to 1995 shall not be affected by the amendments to ORS 307.600, 307.605, 307.610,
307.620, 307.630, 307.640, 307.650, 307.660, 307.670, 307.680 and 307.690 by sections 1 to 11 of this Act.
ORS 307.600 to 307.690 (1993 Edition) shall continue to apply to the structure and exemption as if this Act
were not in effect. [1995 ¢.596 5.14]
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™ HArKERZ [ Homa
Co. Co. T,.M
TRI-MET INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM Dept ot 529 -310%
Fax ¢ (ﬂ(’q- ‘-57(9 Fex &
DATE: October 21, 1997
TO: Jonathan Harker, AICP, Gresham
FROM: Henry S. Markus, AICP, Station Area Davelopment Coordinator W

SUBJECT: Transit Oriented Tax Exemption Draft Ordinance (10-17-97)

| have reviewed the materials that you sent me. Good job! | especially liked the
crime prevention plan requirement and the Ballot Measure 50 impact analysis. |
have the following comments.

Minimum Density -- 24 du/ac is consistent with Tri-Met's "Planning and Design for
Transit Handbook"; howaver, (1) 24 du/ac is assumed to be achievable without
pyblic subsidy and (2) Portland's minimum is 35 du/ac based on discussions with
Metro prior to adoption of the city’s ordinance in October 1996. Increasing
Gresham’s minimum to 35 du/ac would provide a consistent base density for all
eastside MAX station areas. Portland's first eastside application, the Russellville
School site at 102nd, is 36 du/ac.

Affordable Housing -- As | read it, projects with more than 20/30% affordable units
are only eligible if they qualify under another criteria -- specials needs housing, "for
sale” housing, three bedroom units, 50 du/ac, or mixed use. Tri-Met supports
mixed income housing; however, the city may want the ability to approve a project
containing more than 20/30% affordable housing without additional requirements
at some point in the future.

Child Care -- Portland’s ordinance qualifies a project based on provision of a child
care center or funding for child care services in ljey of affordable housing and other
alternative requirements. The Russellville School site project uses a child care
center as the public benefit to qualify for the tax abatement in Portland. The city
may want to consider adding a similar provision to Section 11, page 16 as #9 and
deleting Section 10, #3, page 12.

Full Cost Fee Requirement -- Resolution No. 2164, Item, end of line 4 -- Replace
"does provide for™ with "requires”; under "Budget Impact” on the same page
replace "is allowed" with "requires”; also for Council Bill No. 23-97, Budget
Impact, replace "is allowed” with “requires”. The 1996 state law requijres that the
fee cover the full cost of administering the program.

cc:  Mike Saba, City of Portland
Phil Whitmore, Metro

taxgres.hsm
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TCOLINTY METROPOU AN
( ) IRANSPORTATION DISTRICT OF ORECON

4012 5.E. 17TH AVENUE
TR]‘MET PORTI ANN OREGON 97202
(503) 238-4829

Novewber 4, 1967

Mayor Gussie McRobert
& Members of the City Counil

City of Grasham
1333 NW Eastinun Parkway
Gresham, Orcgon 7030

RE: Council Bill No. 23-97, “Property Tax Exciuplivu Fur New Transit Supportive
Multiple-Unit Housiag or Mixed Use Development”

Dear Mayor McRobert and Members of the City Council:

Tri-Met supports adoption of this incentive for transit oriented development.

City staff did an excellent job on the propnsal. Tor example, the ciiine prevention plun
requirement plows new ground in defining the importance of pedestrian “amenitica” 1o the puhlic
welfare,

We would like to share ane concesn willi you. The proposed ordinance only requires a minimwmn
of 24 housing units per acre. The suburban market is providing housing withuut licentives at 24
units per acre. Partland’s Oclwber 1996 ordinance, which was endorsed by the Tri-Mct Board
and the Mulmomah County Board of Commissioncrs, requires a minimuwm density vl 35 units
per acre. A variety of hudies amd projects have shown that up to 35 units per acre can be bunlt
without structured parking or parking ratios lowcr than acceptable in the watket pluce.

Please consider raising the minimum density to 30 units per acze. This would provide a greater
henefit to transit while preserving the other public benefits of the proposcd ordinance.

Tri-Met appreciates Gresham’s continuing lcadcrship in transtorming impurtunt public goals into
rcal prajects.

Very truly youry,

Robexl E. Stwcey, Jr,sgfve Director

Policy and Planning Divicon
cc: Ileary Markus

‘M

(503} 238 (A0E -~ MY 238-581) - MipJ/iwww.iri-met o9
TOTAL P.@2
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. ‘ Housing and Community Services Department
] reg()n 1600 State Street

Salem, OR 97310-0302

john A. Kitzhaber, M.D., Governor (503) 986-2000

|
| . FAX (503) 986-2020
TTY (503) 986-2100

April 24, 1998

SQUAL ~CAUSH

Jonathan Harker AICP
Long Range Planner III
City of Gresham

1333 NW Eastman Parkway
Gresham, OR 97030

Dear Mr. Harker

I have reviewed Gresham'’s initial property tax exemption proposal for transit supportive multiple
family housing that you shared with me. I had a few concerns about the percentage of affordable
units and how it may affect the ability of developers to use tax exempt bond financing and/or
federal Low Income Housing Tax Credits.

In paragraph (1) the proposal states “at least 20% of the units but no more than 30% of the units
rent for rates which are affordable to households earning 60% or less of median income or 10%
below the mare rate, whichever is less.” Those percentages appear not to be consistent with the
IRS requirements for both tax exempt bond financing and LIHTCs. Both of these financing tools
require that at least 40% of the project units be affordable to households earning 60% or less of
median income OR 20% of the units be affordable to households earning 50% or less of median.
Without one or both of these financing tools it would appear to be very difficult to meet your
proposed goal.

In paragraph (2), while your proposal at the high end meets the threshold of at least 20% of the
units affordable to households at or below 50% of median, without other heavy subsidies, ’'m
not sure that this mix would be financially feasible. Most of the mixed income projects that use
tax exempt financing use the 40% of units at or below 60% of median to two reasons. First, most
combine them with LIHTCs, and the project only gets credit for the units below 60% of median.
The equity on a project with only 20% of the units affordable is usually not enough to make the
project feasible. Second, the income discrepancy between a unit at 50% and one at 60% may
have major consequences on the cash flow.

Until recently the majority of tax exempt bond with LIHTCs have been 100% affordable due to
the financial consequences indicated above. The 248 unit GSL project on Powell in your city for
example, has all the units affordable to households at 60% or less of median. However, we are
starting to see developments that have mixed incomes with 40% of the units affordable and the
balance of the units ranging from 80% to 100% of median income. A current example is the
Buckman Heights project located next to Benson High School in NE Portland. That

Attachment 9



Housing and Community Services Department °
regOn 1600 State Street

Salem, OR 97310-0302
]ohn A. Kjtzhaber, MADA, Govemor (503) 986'2000

FAX (503) 986-2020
: TTY (503) 986-2100

development will have 144 units with approximately 58 units affordable to people at 60% of
median with the balance at market rates. The balance of units above the mandatory affordable E_:j
percentage may have different requirements depending on who is the issuer of the bonds. S

The proposed changes as outlined in the March 4" memo from Jonathan Harker appear to answer
the concerns that I saw in the initial proposal. In Jonathan’s description of the three projects he
indicates that Russelville has no affordable units. That phase of the project does not have tax-
exempt funding & is not seeking LIHTCS’s.

I applaud Gresham’s efforts to include affordable housing int he transit districts. [ hope this
information will help you in finalizing your ordinance. Please don’t hesitate to call me if you
have any questions.

Sincergly,

Ay s

Vince Chiotti
Community Development Officer



‘HUMAN

503-248-5201

SOLUTIONS L
| NCORPORATED pusmy . ] e

October 30, 1997

Jonathan Harker and Staff

Community Development Department - City of Gresham
1333 NW Eastman Parkway

Gresham, OR 97080

Dear Mr, Harker and All,

Human Solutions is a private non-profit agency working to improve east Multnomah County by
building affordable housing and providing services to homeless and low income people. We
recently won the 1997 Oregon Housing and Community Services Award for Excellence in Housing
for our transit zone development, Ankeny Woods.

Gresham is to be applauded for taking very important steps toward assuring that housing affordable
to all segments of the community is provided throughout the community. I’'m sure you realize that
about 40% of the residents of Gresham live at or below 50% of median family income.

I have read your proposed code section 10.50.095 Housing At Rental Rates or Sale Prices
Accessible to a Broad Range of the General Public. While it is well intended, there seems to be
some information you understandably don’t have. This is seen in your proposing a maximum on the
percentage of units which can be low income.

Defining a limit of a maximum number of low income units per development might be helpful to for
profit developers, but will not work for non-profit developers who rely primarily on low income tax
credits (LIHTCs) to fund their projects. LIHTCs are a very competitive funding source. One of the
points of competition is the number of housing units in the project for low and very-low income
households. Obviously then, any proposed code should include opportunities for non-profit
developers who can help meet Gresham needs by providing quality complexes which have mostly
low income housing. For financial reasons, for-profit developers are not likely to put in more units
than they have to, and non-profits could contirue to make use of this important source of funds and
comply with your codes also.

I would be happy to provide you with more information if you have questions. Thank you again for
your work on behalf of everyone who lives in Gresham.

Sincerely,

o fo

Carolyn Piper
Executive Director
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MEETING DATE: MAY 21 1998
AGENDA # : R-u
ESTIMATED START TIME: '8

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY)

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM

SUBJECT: Approve Resolution: Authonzing Issuance of $11,000,000 Tax and Revenue .
Anticipation Notes

BOARD BRIEFING: DATE REQUESTED:
REQUESTED BY:
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED. May 21, 1998

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED:_5-10 Minutes

DEPARTMENT: DSS DIVISION: Finance

CONTACT,_Harry Morton ' TELEPHONE #:_248-3290
' BLDG/ROOM #: 106/1430

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION__Harry Morton

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ]INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ]JPOLICY DIRECTION [X]APPROVAL [ ]OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:

Resolution Authorizing the Issuance and Sale of $11,000,000 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes.

0|2]a8 Coghes +o Haray ™Mot § Ve (‘50‘.19_@_

SIGNATURES REQUIRED:

ELECTED
OFFICIAL:

eony, o, it /@M

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENT UST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNA TURES

Any Questions: Call the Office of the Board Clerk 248-3277 or 248-5222

12/95
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£ MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES

COUNTY COMMISSIONERS FINANCE DIVISION

BEVERLY STEIN, CHAIR DIRECTORS OFFICE PORTLAND BUILDING CONTRACTS FORD BUILDING

VACANT, DISTRICT #1 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 1120 SW FIFTH AVENUE, SUITE 1430 MATERIEL MANAGEMENT 2505 SE 1™ 15" FLOOR

GARY HANSEN, DISTRICT #2 GENERAL LEDGER POBOX 14700 PURCHASING PORTLAND, OR 87202

VACANT, DISTRICR #3 PAYROLL PORTLAND, OR 972930700 PHONE (503) 2485111

SHARRON KELLEY, DISTRICT #4 TREASURY PHONE (503) 2483312 : FAX (503) 2483252
LAN ADMINISTRATION  FAX (503) 248-3292 : TDD (503) 2485170

To: Board of County Commissioners

From: },Harry S. Morton, Treasury Manager

Date: May 8, 1998

Subject: $11,000,000 Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes (TRANs)

N.B.: Requested Board Placement Date is May 21, 1998

I. Recommendation/Action:

Approve resolution authorizing the issuance of Tax and Revenue
Anticipation Notes in an amount not to exceed $11,000,000. '

II. Background/Analysis:

Under ORS 288.165, the County is authorized to issue TRANs in an amount
not to exceed 80% of the amount of revenues the County expects to receive
in Fiscal Year 1998/99. The notes represent approximately 7.5% of the
County’s 1998/99 property tax levy, adjusted for delinquencies, prior year
payments, and discounts.

The proceeds from the notes will provide the needed cashflow to the
General Fund for the period from July 1, 1998 through November.30, 1998,
prior to the collection of property taxes.

Ater Wynne Hewitt Dodson & Skerritt has been selected bond counsel,
Regional Financial Advisors has been selected financial advisor, and U.S.
Bank Trust has been selected paying agent/registrar. All were selected in
accordance with County procurement procedures. The County will issue a
Request for Proposal to select the underwriter for the issue.

ITTI. Financial Impact:

The Fiscal Year 1998/99 County budget includes $550,000 to pay the
estimated interest on the TRANs.

This TRAN issue meets all the requirements contained in Resolution 95—182,
the County’s Financial and Budget Policy.



Iv. Legal Issues:

Bond Counsel and County Counsel have either reviewed or will review all

the necessary documents.
V. Controversial Issues:

I am not aware of any related controversial issues.

VI. Link to Current County Policy:

The “Short-term and Long-term Debt Financing Policy” directs

evaluate the feasibility of issuing short-term debt
been determined to benefit the County.

VII. Citizen Participation:

None.

VIII. Other Government Participation:

None.

if the

the County to
financing has



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Issuance and Sale

of Short-Term Promissory Notes (Tax and
Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 1998)
in the Amount of $11,000,000 for the
Purpose of Meeting Current Expenses of
the County for the 1998-99 Fiscal Year.

RESOLUTION NO. 98- 64

N N N N N N

WHEREAS, the above-entitled matter is before the Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah
County, Oregon (the "County"), upon a showing by the Director, Finance Division, that, prior to the receipt
of sufficient monies from tax collections and from other budgeted and unpledged revenues which the County
estimates will be received from other sources during the fiscal year 1998-99, there is a need for the County to
contract indebtedness, not to exceed in the aggregate its estimated maximum cumulative cash flow deficit as
defined in regulations of the United States Treasury, by the issuance of tax and revenue anticipation notes (the
“Notes™) to meet the County’s current expenses for fiscal year 1998-99; and

WHEREAS, it appearing to the Board that Oregon Revised Statutes Section 288.165(3) permits the
issuance of tax and revenue anticipation notes in an amount which does not exceed 80% of the amount budgeted
which the County estimates will be received during the 1998-99 fiscal year; and

WHEREAS, prior to the sale and delivery of the Notes, provision therefor shall have been made in the
County’s duly adopted budget which shall have been filed in the manner as provided by law, and ad valorem
tax levies upon real and personal property for the fiscal year 1998-99 will be levied and in the process of
collection by Multnomah County, Oregon;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

Section 1. Issuance of Notes. The Board of County Commissioners of the County authorizes the
issuance and negotiated sale of not to exceed $11,000,000 of its Tax and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series
1998. The Notes are issued pursuant to Oregon Revised Statutes Section 288.165(3). The Notes shall be issued
in denominations of $5,000 each, or integral multiples thereof, as negotiable notes of the County and shall bear
interest at a true effective rate not to exceed six percent (6.00%). The County authorizes the Director, Finance
Division or the Treasury Manager (the " Authorized Representatives") to determine the principal amount, interest
rate, denominations and to determine the Underwriter for the purchase of the Notes, to evaluate the terms of
the Note Purchase Agreement, and to execute and deliver an appropriate Note Purchase Agreement. The Notes
shall not be issued prior to the beginning of, and shall mature not later than, the end of the fiscal year in which
such taxes or other revenues are expected to be received. The Notes issued in anticipation of taxes or other
revenues shall not be issued in an amount greater than elghty percent (80%) of the amount budgeted to be
received in fiscal year 1998-99.
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Section 2. Title and Execution of Notes. The Notes shall be entitled "Multnomah County, Oregon Tax
and Revenue Anticipation Notes, Series 1998" and shall be executed on behalf of the County with the manual
or facsimile signature of the Chair of the Board of County Commissioners and shall be attested by the Director,
Finance Division. The Notes may be initially issued in book-entry form as a single, typewritten note and issued
in the registered name of the nominee of The Depository Trust Company, New York, New York in book-entry
form. The Notes may be issued without certificates being made available to the note holders except in the event
that the book-entry form is discontinued in which event the Notes will be issued with certificates to be executed
delivered and transferred as herein provided.

Section 3. Appointment of Paying Agent and Note Registrar. The Board appoints U.S. Bank Trust

National Association, through its corporate trust office in Portland, Oregon, as Paying Agent and Note Registrar
to the County for the issuance of the Notes.

Section 4. Book-Entry System. The ownership of the Notes shall be recorded through entries on the
books of banks and broker-dealer participants and correspondents that are related to entries on The Depository
Trust Company book-entry system. The Notes shall be initially issued in the form of a separate, fully registered
typewritten note (the "Global Certificate"). The Global Certificate shall be registered in the name of Cede &
Co. as nominee (the "Nominee") of The Depository Trust Company (the "Depository") as the "Registered
Owner", and such Global Certificate shall be lodged with the Depository until maturity of the Note issue. The

- Paying Agent shall remit payment for the maturing principal and interest on the Notes to the Registered Owner

for distribution by the Nominee for the benefit of the noteholders (the "Beneficial Owner" or "Record Owner")
by recorded entry on the books of the Depository participants and correspondents. While the Notes are in book-
entry-only form, the Notes will be available in denominations of $5,000 or any integral multiple thereof.

The Authorized Representative has filed with the Depository a Blanket Issuer Letter of Representations,
dated March 9, 1995, to induce the Depository to accept the Notes as eligible for deposit at the Depository.
The County is authorized to provide the Depository with the Preliminary Official Statement, together with the

" completed Depository’s underwriting questionnaire.

The execution and delivery of the Blanket Letter of Representations and the providing to the Depository
of the Preliminary Official Statement and the underwriting questionnaire shall not in any way impose upon the
County any obligation whatsoever with respect to persons having interests in the Notes other than the Registered
Owners of the Notes as shown on the registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar.
The Paying Agent and Note Registrar, in writing, shall accept the book-entry system and shall agree to take all
action necessary to at all times comply with the Depository’s operational arrangements for the book-entry
system. The Authorized Representative may take all other action to qualify the N. otes for the Depository’s book-
entry system.

In the event (a) the Depository determines not to continue to act as securities depository for the Notes,
or (b) the County determines that the Depository shall no longer so act, then the County will discontinue the
book-entry system with the Depository. If the County fails to identify another qualified securities depository
to replace the Depository, the Notes shall no longer be a book-entry-only issue but shall be registered in the
registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar in the name of the Registered Owner as
appearing on the registration books of the Paying Agent and Note Registrar and thereafter in the name or names
of the owners of the Notes transferring or exchanging Notes in accordance with the provisions herein.

With respect to Notes registered in the registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note

Registrar in the name of the Nominee of the Depository, the County, and the Paying Agent and Note Registrar
shall have no responsibility or obligation to any participant or correspondent of the Depository or to any
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Beneficial Owner on behalf of which such participants or correspondents act as agent for the Registered Owner
with respect to:.

(i) the accuracy of the records of the Depository, the Nominee or any participant or correspondent
with respect to any ownership interest in the Notes,

(ii)  the delivery to any participant or correspondent or any other person, other than a Registered
Owner as shown in the registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar, of any notice
with respect to the Notes, including any notice of redemption,

(ili)  the payment to any participant, correspondent or any other person other than the Registered
Owner of the Notes as shown in the registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar, of
any amount with respect to principal or interest on the Notes. Notwithstanding the book-entry system, the
County may treat and consider the Registered Owner in whose name each Note is registered in the registration
books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar as the Registered Owner and absolute owner of such
Note for the purpose of payment of principal and interest with respect to such Note, or for the purpose of
registering transfers with respect to such Note, or for all other purposes whatsoever. The County shall pay or
cause to be paid all principal of and interest on the Notes only to or upon the order of the Registered Owner,
as shown in the registration books maintained by the Paying Agent and Note Registrar, or their representative
attorneys duly authorized in writing, and all such payments shall be valid and effective to fully satisfy and
discharge the County’s obligation with respect to payment thereof to the extent of the sum or sums so paid.

Upon delivery by the Depository to the County and to the Registered Owner of a Note of written notice
to the effect that the Depository has determined to substitute a new nominee in place of the Nominee then the
word "Nominee” in this Resolution shall refer to such new nominee of the Depository, and upon receipt of such
notice, the County shall promptly deliver a copy thereof to the Paying Agent and Note Registrar.

Section 5. Payment of Notes. If the book-entry system has been discontinued, then the principal of
and interest on the Notes shall be payable upon presentation of the Notes at maturity at the corporate trust office
of the Paying Agent in Portland, Oregon.

Section 6. Special Account. The County shall establish a Special Account for the Notes. The County
covenants for the benefit of the owners of the Notes to deposit into the Special Account not less than 100 percent
of all monies received by the County from its ad valorem property tax levy for fiscal year 1998-99, excluding
any paymerits received in respect of delinquent taxes from levies for prior fiscal years until the Special Account
holds an amount sufficient to pay principal of and interest on the Notes at maturity; provided that, after payment
of the Notes at maturity, any amounts remaining in the Special Account may be used by the County for any
lawful purpose. Monies in the Special Account shall not be invested in instruments which mature after the
maturity date of the Notes. Monies in the Special Account shall be used solely to pay principal of and interest
on the Notes. Additional Notes cannot be issued which will have any claim upon the monies in the Special
Account. The Special Account must be fully funded prior to establishing and ﬁnancmg any other special
account which is fundable from the 1998-99 ad valorem tax levy.

Section 7. Optional Redemption. The Notes are not subject to optlonal redemption prior to their stated
maturity date of June 30, 1999.

Section 8. Form of Notes. The Notes shall be issued substantially in the form as approved by the
County and Note Counsel to the County.
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Section 9. Negotiated Sale of Notes and Appointment of Underwriter. The Authorized Representative
~ is authorized to negotiate and execute and deliver, on behalf of the County, a Note Purchase Agreement
providing for the purchase of the Notes with an underwriter to be selected by the Authorized Representative.

Section 10. Appointment of Note Counsel. The Board aippoints the firm of Ater Wynne Hewitt Dodson
‘& Skerritt, LLP, of Portland, Oregon as Note Counsel.

Section 11. Appointment of Financial Advisor. The Board appoints Regional Financial Advisors, Inc.
as Financial Advisor to the County for the issuance of the Notes. '

Section 12. Covenant as to Arbitrage. The County covenants for the benefit of the owners of the
Notes to comply with all provisions of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the "Code") which are
required for the interest on the Notes to be excluded from gross income for federal income tax purposes, unless
the County obtains an opinion of nationally recognized bond counsel that such compliance is not required for
the interest payable on the Notes to be excluded The County makes the following specific covenants w1th
respect to the Code: :

A. The County shall not take any action or omit any acfion, if it would cause the Notes to become
“arbitrage bonds" under Section 148 of the Code and shall pay any rebates to the Umted States
which are required by Section 148(f) of the Code.

B. The County shall not use the proceeds of the Notes in a manner which would cause the Notes
to be "private activity bonds" within the meaning of Section 141 of the Code.

The covenants contained herein and any covenants in the closing documents for the Notes shall constitute
contracts with the owners of the Notes, and shall be enforceable by such owners.

Section 12. Notice of Material Events to Municipal Securities Rulemaking' Board. Pursuant to SEC

Rule 15¢2-12(d)(3), the County agrees to provide or cause to be provided, in a timely manner, to the Municipal
Securities Rulemaking Board (the "MSRB"), notice of the occurrence of any of the following events with respect
to the Notes, if material:

a. principal and interest payment delinquencies;

b. non-payment related defaults;

c. unscheduled draws on debt service reserves reflecting financial difficulties;
d. unscheduled draws on credit enhancements reflecting financial difﬁcﬁlties;
e. substitution of credit or liquidity providers, or their failure to perform; |
f. adverse ta}( opinions or events affecting the tax-exempt status of the Not‘es;
g. modifications. to rights of holders of the Notes;

h. bond calls;

1. defeasances;
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. release, substitution, or sale of property securing repayment of the Notes; and
k. rating changes.

The County may from time to time choose to provide notice of the occurrence of certain other events,
in addition to those listed above, if, in the judgment of the County, such other event is material with respect
to the Notes, but the County does not undertake any commitment to prov1de such notice of any event except
those events listed above.

Section 13. Preliminary and Final Official Statement. The County shall, if required, cause the
preparation of the preliminary official statement for the Notes which shall be available for distribution to
prospective investors. In addition, if required, an official statement shall be prepared and ready for delivery
to the purchasers of the Notes no later than the seventh (7th) business day after the sale of the Notes. When
advised that the final official statement does not contain any untrue statement of a material fact or omit to state’
any material fact necessary to make the statements contained in the official statement not misleading in the light
of the circumstances under which they are made, the Authorized Representative is authorized to certify the
accuracy of the official statement on behalf of the County. '

Section 14. Resolution to Constitute Contract. In consideration of the purchase and acceptance of any

.or all of the Notes by those who shall own the same from time to time (the "Noteowners"), the provisions of
this Resolution shall be part of the contract of the County with the Noteowners and shall be deemed to be and
shall constitute a contract between the County and the Noteowners. The covenants, pledges, representations
and warranties contained in this Resolution or in the closing documents executed in connection with the Notes,
including without limitation the County’s covenants and pledges contained in Section 6 hereof, and the other
_covenants and agreements herein set forth to be performed by or on behalf of the County shall be contracts for
the equal benefit, protection and security of the Noteowners, all of which shall be of equal rank without
preference, priority or distinction of any of such Notes over any other thereof, except as expressly provided in

or pursuant to this Resolution.

- Section 15. Closing of the Sale and Delivery of the Notes. The Authorized Representative is
authorized to execute and deliver such additional documents, including a Tax Certificate, and any and all other
things or acts necessary for the sale and delivery of the Notes as herein authorized. Such acts of the Authorized
Representative are for and on behalf of the County and are authorized by the Board of County Commissioners
of the County

ADOP I’ED thlS 21st day of May, 1998.
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SUBJECT: Animal Control Code 8.10
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CONTACT: Henry Miggins

' PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: Henry Miggins _
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[ ]INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X]APPROVAL [ ]OTHER

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE:

Multnomah County Animal Control code 8.10
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ELECTED OFFICIAL: >
(OR)
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ANIMAL CONTROL DIVISION _ BEVERLY STEIN -CHAIR OF THE BOARD

- 1700 W. Columbia River Highway VANCANT -DISTRICT | COMMISSIONER
Troutdale, OR 97060-1093 GARY HANSEN  -DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
(503) 248-3790 EXT 234 Fax: (503) 248-3002 = - VACANT -DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER

SHARRON KELLEY -DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

MEMORANDUM

TO: Board of County Commissioners

FROM: Henry C. Miggins, Director of Animal Control
DATE: May 8, 1998

SUBJECT: - - Multnomah County Animal Control Code 8.10
1. Recommendation/Action Requested:

Board to approve th}e ordinance.

2. Background/Analysis:

A single ordinance needs to be passed for all jurisdictions. The
jurisdictions have been briefed and have not raised any objection. The
BCC has been briefed on the ordinance revisions at an mformal meeting
and at a Board Staff meeting.

3. F_inancial Impact:

None.

4.  Legal Issues:

The ordinance falls in compliance with ORS. It does not conflict with any
jurisdiction or administrative procedures. Combines currently used
County ordinances into one.

5. Controversial Issues:

The Exotic section of the ordinance.

6. Link to Current County Policies:

. The proposed ordinance is consistent with current County policies.
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Citizen Participation:

The Animal Control Advisory Committee has worked on this ordinance for
the past year. A copy of the draft was sent Portiand Veterinary Medical
Association, Multnomah County Sheriff's Office, Chamber of Commerce
for Portland and Gresham, all jurisdictions, and Animal Control staff. In
addition, meetings have been held with each group. We do expect
citizen testimony regarding the ordinance.

Other Government Participation:

A draft was sent to all jurisdictions and county departments affected. In
~ addition, we met with each jurisdiction to go over-in-detail.changes made
in the ordinance.
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Multnomah County Anihal Control Code

BEFORE TH.E BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDINANCE NO.

' Ar1 ordinance amending the Multnomah County Animal Control Code
Chapter 8.10 to provide for certain new definitions, and regulations relating to
Exetic Animals, Potentially Dangerous Dogs, Dangerous Dogs, Limited Search
Warrants and State Court Enforcement. ‘\

(Languege I+ned—threugh is to be deleted; underlined language is new)
Multnomah County ordaine as follows: |
Section |. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.010 is amended and added to as follows:

(A) Animal means any non-human vertebrate.
(B) Animal at large means any animal, excluding domestic cats licersed-and

sterilized-eats; that is not physically restrained on the owner’s or keeper's

premises. {private-property{including motorized vehicles} in a manner that
physically prevents the animal from leaving that—pr-eperty the premises or

reaching any public areas; or, is not physically restrained when on bublic
property, or any public area, by a leash, tether or other physical control
~ device not te.exceed eight feet in Iengtr1 and ulnder the physical control of a .
capable person.
(C) Aggressively bites means any dog bite that breaks the skin and is
accompanied by an attack where the dog exhibits behawer—mehamng one or
more of tr1e following behavior(s), but not limited to any-efthe-following:

Page 1 of 60
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‘Multnomah County Animal Control Code’

snarling, baring teeth, chasing, grdwling, barking, snapping, pouncing,
lunging, multiple lunges, or multiple bites.

(D) Board means the Multnomah County Board of County Commissic;ners.

(E) Chronic safety nuisance is demonstrated by the issuance of two (2) or more
notice of infractions or citations for:

(1) Violation of MCC 8.10.270 relating.to the same dog, or

(2) Any dangerous animal that is not confined as required by law, or

(3) Any ofher violation of this chapter based on animal behavior that causes
a substantial risk to pubch safety.

(F) Chronic noise nuisance is demonstrated by the issuance of two (2) or more
notice of infractions or citations for violation of MCC 8.10.190(b)(5)63} and the
receipt of multiple complaints from mere—than one (1) or more households,
within a one (1) year period, in’close 'proximity to the animal’s location.

(1) Excluding all lawful commercial operation operated under appropriate

zoning.

(G) Dangerous or Exotic Animal means any ahima|, ineluding-insests, which is of

a wild or predatory nature, or which because of its size, vicious nature or

other characteristics would constitute an unreasonable danger to human life

or property. #—net—kept—mam&amed—emenﬁned—m—a—safe—and—seeure—maﬁnep

dangerous or exotic animal under this chapter shall include any of the

following animals:

Page 2 of 60
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(H) Dangerous Dog means any dog found to have engaged in any of the

Multnomah County Animal Control Code

(1) Any feline from the genera Panthera (lion, tiger, leopard, couqgar)

and Acinonyx (cheetah); -

(2) _Any monkey, ape, gorilla, hybrid thereof, or other non-human

primate;

(3) __Any wolf or canine except the species Canis Familaris (domestic

doq);
(4) _Any bear;

(5) _Any venomous or poisonous reptile;

(6) Any reptile of the order Crocodilia (crocodiles, alligators and

behaviors specified in MCC 8.10.271.

(1) Dangerous Dog Facility means any site for the keeping of one or more

dangerous animals dogs.

) & Directbr means the director of the depaﬁment—ef—enw;enmentd—semees

animal control division of Multnomah County or the director’s designee.

(K) Domestic Animal. Any animal whose physiology has been determined or

" manipulated through selective breeding and does not occur naturally in

the wild, or which may be yaccinateq against rabies with an approved

rabies vaccine and for which there is an established rabies quarantine

observation period. Examples of domestic animals include dogs. cats and

livestock.
(L) {H-Euthanasia means putting an animal to death in a humane manner.
Page 30f60
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(M) Facility is a site excluding veterinary hospitals operated or used for:
~ (1) Boarding, training or similar purposes of dogs, cats, or other animals

commonly maintained as pets for varying periods of time.
(2) Fer The purpose of breeding, buying, selling, or bartering of dogs and/or

cats, or other animals commonly maintained as pets.

(N) Harboring of a Dangerous or Exotic Animal means to knowingly allow the
animal to remain, lodge, be fed, or to be given shelter or refuge within the
person’s home, store, yard, enclosure, vehicle or building, place of
business, or any other premises in Which the person rééides or over which =

the person has control.

(O) &) Hearing officer means a person appointed by the chair to hear appeals

decisions of the director concerning violations of this ehapte#er—heense

(P) ¥ Immediate health hazard existé if at any given location there are
conditions related to animal care that the director determines warrant
immediate intervention; such conditions include, but are ndt limited to
inadequate sanitationl, untreated disease, or animals in numbérs greater
than the animal's owner or keeper can reasonably care for.

(Q) Ny Keeper means any_persoh or legal entity who harbors, cares for, -
exercises control over, or knowihgly permits any animal to remain on

premises occupied by that person for a period of time not less than 72

Page 4 of 60
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hours or someone who accepted the animal for the purpose of safe

keeping.

(R¥P)- Livestock means animals, including but not limited to fowl, horses, mules,
burros, asses, cattle, sheep, goats, llamas, emu, ostriches, rabbits, swine
and or other farm domestie animals, excluding dogs and cats.

(S)(Q-) Livestock facility means any site for the keeping of livestock.

(T) &) Minimum care has the meaning as provided in ORS 167.310(8) (1995).

(U) €8} Muzzle means a device constructed of strong, soft material or a metal

muzzle that -eemplies-with-specif ations-to-be-adepted
. rules-by-the-difestor. The-muzzic-mustbe is made in a manner that will
nqt cause injury to the dog or interfere with ite vision or respiration but
must prevent it from biting any person or animal.
(V) 68 Owner means any person or legal entity having a possessory property
right in the animal or any persoh who has been a keeper of an animal

for more than 90 days.

Page 5 of 60
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(W) & Permit, for the purpose of MCC 8.10.190, shall include human
conduct that is intentional, deliberate, careless, inadvertent, or
| negligent in relationship to an animal.
(X) & Person means any natural person, association, partnership, firm or

corporation.

(Y) €A Pet license s _a record issued by Animal Control which identifies an
animal of licensable age and the owner. Means-alicenseferany
| animalthatis-ofli by _
(Z) Pet means a domestic or other animal allowed under this Chapter to be

kept as a companion;

(AA) &9 Physical device or structure means a tether, trolley system, other
physical control device or structure made of material sufﬁcienfly strong
to adequately and humanely confine the animal in a manner that would
prevent it from escaping the premises. |

(BB) €4 Physical injury means physical impairment or as evidenced by,
scrapes, cuts, punctures, bruises or physical pain er-etherevidence-of

(CC) & Potentially Vdahgerous‘ dog means any dog that has been found to
have engaged in any of the behaviors specified in MCC 8.10.270.

(DD) ¢AA) Public nuiéance animal is an animal that has been determined by
the director to be a chronic noise nuisance, or a chronic safety
nuisance, or an animal that is subjected to an immediate health

hazard.

Page 6 of 60
05/13/98




[y

N

=]

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Multnomah County Animal Control Code

(EEXBB)-A secure enclosure shall be:
(1) A fully fenced penv, kennel or structure that shall remain locked with a
- padlock or combination lock. Such pen, kennel or structﬁre must have

secure sides, minimum of five feet high, and the director may require a
secure top attached to the sides, and a secure bottom or floor attached to
the sides of the structure or the sides must be embedded in the ground no
less than one foot. The structure must be in compliance with the
jurisdiction’s building cod.e.

(2).A house or garage. When dogs are kept inside a house or garage as a
secure enclosure, the house or garage shall have latched dobrs kept in
good repair to prevent the accidental escape of the dog. A house, garage,

patio, porch or any part of the house or condition of the structure is not a

secure enclosure if the structure would allow the dog to exit the structure
on Q_f its own volition;g
(3) Eor a Dangerous Doq, a fully fenced pen, kennel or structure at least six |
feet in height, installed beneath the ground level or in concrete or
- pavement, or a fabricated structure to prevent digging under it. Either
ehclosure shall be designed to prevent the entry of children or
- unauthorized persons and to prevent those persons from extending
' appendages inside-the enclosure and be equipped with a self closing and
self latching gate. A “Dangerous Dog” sign prescribed by the directof
mﬁs_t be posted at the entry to the owner’s or keeper's premises.
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(FF) €66) Serious physical injury means any physical injury which creates a

substantial risk of death or which causes significant disfigurement, significant

bedy-part-or-bedily-ergan or protracted loss or impairment of health or of the

function of any body part or organ.

(GG) (DD-) Service animals-an-animal-thatis-professionally-trained-to-provide

degs: means any guide dog, signal dog or other animal individually trained to
do work or perform tasks for the benefit of an individual with a disability,
including, but not limited to, quiding individuals with impaired vision, alerting

individuals with impaired hearing to intruders or sounds, providing minimal

protection or rescue work, pulling a wheelchair, or fetching dropped items.

Service animal shall also mean trained animals used by government agencies

in police and rescue work.

(HH) EB) Sexuélly unreproductive means being incapable of reproduction and

certified as such by a licensed veterinarian.
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(1) Wolf-Hybrid means any animal which is either the result of cross breeding a

purebred wolf and a dog or an existing wolf-hybrid'with a dog.

[Ord. 156 § Il (2) (1978); Ord. 379 §§ 1--3 (1983); Ord. 480 § 1 (1985); Ord. 517
§ 2 (1986); Ord. 591 § 1 (1988); Ord. 732 §§ 1--3 (1992); Ord. 850, § 1 (1996)]

~ Section Il. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.020 is amended as follows:

The board of county commissioners recognizes that ORS Chapter 609
constitutes state law for the regulation of dogs but may be superseded in home
rule counties which provide for regulation by ordinance. The board finds that it is
necessary to establish and implement.a program for the licensing and'fegulation
of dog.sv and other animals and facilities which house them;; thaf animals require
legal protection;; that the property rights of owners or keepers and nonownérs of
animais shoUld be protected and that tﬁe health;; safety and welfare of the
people residing in Multnomah County would best be served by adoption of such
an ordinance..

Section Ill. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.035 is amended as follows:

(A) Whenevér a county animal control officer or person designated by the
difectof has reasonable grounds to believe that an animal or facility is in
violation of this chapter, that officer or designee shall be authorized to issue

~ the owner or keeper notice of civil infraction containing the following

information:
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(1) The name an.d address, if known, of the owner or person in violation of
- this chapter and description of the animal, if applicable; and

(2) The Code section allegedly violated plus a brief descriptive statement of
fhe nature of the violation; and

(3) A statement of the amount due as a civil fine for the infraction and notice
that the animal is to be impounded if impoundment-is authorized
hereunder. . |

(4) A statement éxplaining all fines are due within 30 days of service of the
notice;

(5) A statement advising that if any civil fine is not timely paid, the failure to

comply may lead to enhancement of the original fine or additional fines; . &

- (6) A statement that the determination of violation is final unless appealed by

filing a written notice of appeal ineluding with a-$25.00 non-refundable fee

| with to the director of animal control division within 20 days of the date of -

the notice of infraction was served.
(7) A statement that an admission of infraction would be on record and could
lead to the enhancement of fine on any subsequent infraction issued

under this chapter as provided under MCC 8.10.900 (B).

[Ord. 732 § 4 (1992); Ord. 850, § 4 (1996)]

Section |V. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.036 is amended as follows:
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The notice of infraction shall be served on the owner or keeper of the

animal or facility in violation of this chapter by personal service or by régulér and

certified mail with return receipt requesfed.

Section V. AMENDMENT

(A)

| [Ord. 732 § 5 (1992); Ord. 850, § 5 (1996)]

MCC 8.10.038 is amended as follows:
Any party who is issued a notice of infraction for any offense listed under
MCC 8.10.900(A) may, in lieu of requesting a hearing, admit the infraction

and submit the fine as stated on the notice of infraction to the animal control

. diVision.» The party may attach a written explanation of mitigating

(B)

(C)

(D)

circumstances with the payment of the fine.

Any written explanations submitted under subsection (A) shall be reviewed
by the »hea'ring}s officer. The hearings officer shall have discretion to reduce
the submitted fine and refund any pon_'tion not retained based on the written
explanation. |
Whén a peréon issued a notice of infraction for violation of any 'of the
following sections of this chapter: MCC 8.10.190(B)(2), (5) {63, (10) ¢+,
(11) (-4-2) or (_1_2) #3); or MCC 8.10.19{1 (A), the violation may‘be
compromised as provided at MCC 8.10.038('D).

If the person injured, damaged, or btherwise detrimentally impacted by the
commissioq of the violation; acknowledges in writing ahy time before the final

decision of the director, hearings officer, or a court of requisite jurisdiction,
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- thétvthe'person has réceived satisfaction for the injury damage of detrimental
impact, the director hearings officer or court may in their discretion, on |
payment of any cost or expense incurred, 6rder the notice of infraction
dismissed. |

(1) The director, hearings officer, or court when issUing an order to dismiss
under this section, may impose additional conditions or requirements upon
the party issued ‘the violation, if in their defermination the additional
requirements are necessary to further protect the public health or safety.

(2) Any condition or requirement imposed pursuant to MCC 8.10.038(D)(1)
shall be complied with pribr to the entry of fhe final order dismissing the
notice of infraction(s).

(E) The order authorized by MCC 8.10.038(D) when made and entered by the
director, hearings officer or court is a bar to another enforcement action for
the same violation. | |

[Ord. 732§ 7 (1992)‘;.Ord. 850, § 6 (1996)]

Section VI. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.040 is amended as follows:

(A) The director shall operate, maintain or provide for an adequate facility to
receive, care for and safely confine any animal delivered to the director’s
custody under provisions of this chapter, which facility sha-ll_be accessible to
the public during reasonable hours for the con_duct of necessary business

concerning impounded animals.

Page 12 of 60
05/13/98



10

11

12

13 -

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

2

23

Multnomah County Animal Control Code

(B) Any animal may be impouhded and held at the facility when it is the subject
of a violation of this chapter, when an animal requires protective custody and
| care because of mistreatment or neglect by its owner or keeper or when
otherwise ordered impounded by a court, a hearings officer, or the director.
(C) An anifnal shall be considered impounded from the time the director or the
director’s designee takes physical custody of the animal.
(D) ‘Im’pbundment is subjelct to the following holding period and notice
requirements:
| (1) An animal bearing identification of ownership shall be held for 144 hours
from time of impoundment. The director shall make reasénable effort

within24-hours-of-impoundment by phone to givé notice of the

impoundment to owner or keeper and, if unsuccessful, shall mail written
notice within48-hours-of-impoundment to the last known address of the
owner of keeper advising of the impound‘ment, the date by which
redemption must be made and the fees payable prior to redemption_
release. | |

(2) An animal deg for which no identification of ownership is known or
reasonably determinable shall be héld for 72 hours from time of

~impoundment before any disposition may be made of the animal.

(3) Animals held for periods prescribed under this section., or as otherwise
required by ORS 433.340 or 433.390, and not redeemed by the owner or
keeper, shall be subject to such means of disposal as the directbr

considers most humane.
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(4) Animals‘d_elivered for impoundment by a peace officer who removed the
animal from possession of a person in cusfody of the peace officer shall
be held for the period prescribed in paragraph (1) of this subsection. ‘A |
receipt shall be given fhe peace officer, who shall deliver the receipt to the
person in custody from whom the animal was taken. The receipt shall
recite redemption requirements and shall serve as the notice required by
this section.

(E)(1) Any impounded animal shall be released to the owner or keeper or the
owner’s or keeper's authorized representative upon payment of
impdundment, care, rabies, vaccination deposits, license fees, past due fines,
and ail fees and deposits related to potentially dangerous dog regulations
with the addition of the following condition.s: |
(a) Any animal impounded by court, hearings officer’s or director’s order shall

be released to the owner or keeper or the oWner's or keeper’s authorized
representative upon payment of all fees.required in subsection (E) (1) of

this section, and upon receipt of a written order of release from the court

of competent jurisdiction or the heérings.ofﬁceror the director i_ssuihg the
order.

(b) Any classified potentially-dangerous dog shall be released to the 6wner or
keeper or the owner’s or keeper’s authorized representative upon
payment of all fees required in subsection (E)(1) of this section, and upon
verification of satisfactory compliance with the regulations required in

MCC 8.10.270 to 8.10.280. Failure to be in satisfactory compliance with
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the potentially dangerous dog regulations. within ten-days-6f twenty days
after the date of impoundment shall result in the owner or keeper forfeiting
all rights of ownership of the dog to the county.

(2) An animal held for the prescribed period and not redeemed by its owner or
keeper, and which is neither a dangerous or exotic animal Rorin a |
dangereus unhealthy cbndition ef—health may be released for adoption

subject to the provision of MCC 8.10.045.

(3) The director shall dispbse of animals held for the prescribed period without

rederhptioh or adoptioh only by humane means ef—euthaﬁasia—pfewded-

(4) At any time the director may euthanize any unlicensed and feral animal,

or any unhealthy or iniurea animal by humane means without regard to

“the holding period specified in (D)(1)(2) above, provided the animal’s

iniuries rhust be determined to be life threatening or if the animal is

unhealthy the animal’s condition must be found to present a health threat

o the other animals in the shelter.
{5) Any device attached to any animal upon impoundment shall be retaiﬁed,
~ 30 days, by the director should the animal be disposed of as provided in
paragraph (3) pf this subsection. Otherwise, the device Shall accompany
the animal when redeemed or adopted.
[Ord. 156§ i (2)} (1977); Ord. 276 §2(1981), Ord. 379 §§ 5, 6 (1983); Ord. 591

§ 4 (1988); Ord. 732 § 3 (1992); Ord. 580, § 7 (1996)]
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Section VII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.041 is added as follows:

(A)Whenever a person in possession of an animal, which has been used in the
commission of a violation of this Chapter. and which is the subject of a lawful
order of impound, refuses to voluntarily release said animal to an Animal
Control 'Ofﬂcer‘ upon timely and reasonable request, the Director shall
determine the need to procure the animal's immediate impoundment.

(B)A limited search warrant authorized under this section shall be sought by the
Division after the Director has determined thé animals immediate .
impoundment is necessary based on one or more of the following factors:

(1) The public's health and safety is at risk by the subject animal remaining in.
the possession of the owner. ' |

(2) The health and welfare of the subject animal is at risk by the animal

remaining in the possession of the owner or keeper.

(3) The Owner/Keeper has failed to comply with requirements specified in

_ MCC 8.10.192. .

(C) The Director sha.ll regueét the assistance of the Sheriff to procure and
execute the limited search warrant. The Sheriff shall prepare fhe application
for the wérrant including the afﬁdavit in_support thereof. The Sheriff shall
obtain the warrant in comgliancé with the procedures and pfacfices
authorized under State law for the seizure of property pursuant to a search

‘warrant. The Director and the Sheriff shall coordinate with the Office of
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County Counsel to review the affidavit for compliance with all the provisions

herein stated.

Section VIII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.045 is amended as follows:

~ (A) An animal may be released for adoption or transferred to another adoption

agency, approved by the director, subject to the following conditions:

(1) The adoptive owner erkeeper shall agree in writing to furnish proper care
to the animal in accordance with fhis chapter;

(2) Payment of required fees; however, animals transferred to another
adoption agency are exempt from the requirement of .paying adoption
fees; |

(3) In the case of a fertile dog or cat, the adoption agency must obtain prior to

transfer from the adoption agency to the adoptive owner a surgical

unreprodustive—and-written agreement by the adoptive. owner erkeeper to

render any adopted dog or cat sexually unregroductive within 30 days of
adoption or upon the animal attaining sexual maturityv . Whichever event
last occurs, togetherIWith a fee not to exceed $45 refundable upon |
furniéhing evidence fhe animal has been rendered sexually unproductive.
Failure to perform the agreement shall be a forfeiture of the amount

depdsited under this paragraph and the director may require return of the
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adopted doq or cat to the shelter. It is unlawful fo fail to return an adopted |

animal as required by the director.

(B) The director may decline to release an animal for adoption under any ef

the-follewing circumstances including but not limited to:

| (1) The prospective adoptive owner erkeeper has a history of violations of the
animal control ordinance or has been convicted of an animal-related
crime.
(2) The prospective adoptive owner erkeeper has inadequate or ’.
inappropriate facilities for confining the animal and for providing proper
care to the animal as set out in MCC 8.10.190;
'(3) The existence of othervcircumstances which in the opinion of the director

would éndanger the welfare of the animal or the health, safety and welfare

of the people residing in Multnomah County. lr-making-a-desisienunder
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(4) The animal is classified as a dangerous dog animal or a potentially

dangerous dog.

(C) For purposes of this section “adoption agency” shall mean any government,

association, corporation or similar entity approved by the director and capable
of caring for animals gending final adoption placement.

[Ord. 275 § 4 (1981); Ord. 379 § 7 (1983); Ord. 732 § 3 (1992); Ord. 850, § 8

(1996)]

Section IX. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.054 |s amended as follows:

8.10.054. Appeals,—fee. ' |

(A) Any party served a notice of infraction or director’s decision or order under
this chapter may appeal the infraction or director’s decision by submitting a
notice of appeal in writing along with the $25.00 heaﬁng—fee to the aAnimal
eControl dDivision within 30 days of the date the notice of infraction or
director’'s decision or order was served on the party.

(B) Any party whose application for a facility license 6r dangerous anirhal facility
license was denied, revoked or issued subject to conditions may appeal the
license denial, revocation or conditional approval by submitting a notice of

appeal in writing along with the $25.00 hearing-feeto the aAnimal eControl
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dDivision within 20 days of the date the denial or conditional approvél was
mailed to the applicant by certified mail.

[Ord. 732 § 9 (1992); Ord. 850, § 10 (1996)]

Sebtion X. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.055 is amended as follows:

(A) The board shall adopt procedural rules goveming the conduct and
scﬁeduling of the appeal hearings under this chapter.

(B) Upon the receipt of a timely appeal, animal control division shall set the
matter for hearing on the next available date scheduled for animal control
hearings. |

(C) Any party appealing a notice of infraction or license denial/revocation or
director's decision or order under this chapter shall be given a writteh noticé
of the hearing date no less than ten days prior to the scheduled hearing.

(D) The hearings officer shall hold a public hearing on any timely appeal from a
notice of infraction, director’s decision or order, or the denia'I/revocation of a
facility license. The party who brought the appeal or any other person having
relevant evidence concerning the nature of the infraction or license

“denial/revocation shall be allowed to present testimony and documentary
evidence at the hearing. The hearings officer may consider mitigating or
extenuating circumstances presented on behalf of a party.

(E) If the hearing is held to address a notice of infraction or director's decision

issued under MC 8.10.275 or 8.10.290, the hearings officer shall determine
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1 whether the infraction cohtained in the notice did occur. The hearings officer

2 shall have the same authority as the director under MCC 8.10.275 when

3 conducting potentially dangerous dog hearings.

4 (F) If the hearing is held to address a facility license condition, denial or

5 revocation, the hearings ofﬁcer shall determine whether the license conditions
6 were rightfully imposed or the license was rightfully denied or revoked as

~

provided under MCC 8.10.120.

=]

(G) The hearings officer shall issue a written decision containing findings of fact

9 . addressing the allegations contained in the notice of infraction, the director’s
10 decision, or the license dehial/revocation under MCC 8.10.100 through

11 8.10.145. The decision shall clearly state the hearings officer's conclusion
12 | and the reasoning based on the findings of fact. The decision shall r)e signhed
13 ‘and dated by the hearings officer and shall be served by personal service or
14 reguler and certified mail to the Iest known address of the party who filed the
15 appeal. The decision shall be final on the date of personal service or three

16 (3) days after mailing.

17 (H) In all appeal under this chapter fhehearihgs officer shall have discretion
18 - ordering conditions, restrictions and penalties.

19 (I) Failure of a party to file an appeal as provided in this section or unexcused

20 failure of a party to appear at a duly scheduled hearing shall constitute a

21 waiver by the party of any further appeal under this chapter. Upon the entry
22.‘ ~ of a waiver in the record, the last decision issued by the animal control

23 division sharl become final.
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[Ord. 732 § 10 (1992); Ord. 850, § 11 (1996)]

SECTION XI. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.060 is amended as follows:
'8.10.060. Dogs and cats subject to pet licensing.
(A) The provisions of MCC 8.10.060 to 8.10.090, shall apply to dogs and cats
not covered under a facility subject to licensure under MCC 8.10.100 to
- 8.10.140.

(B)Y Any animal declared by its owner or keeper to be a wolf-hybrid shall be -

. considered a dog under this chapter and subject to all provisions reléting to-
. dogs under state law and this chapter with respect to_the possession,—

ownership and licensing of the animal, including the requirement to vaccinate:

~ the animal against rabies.

(C) As a condition of the issuance of a license to a wolf-hybrid owner or keeper,

and notwithstanding that person’s obligation to vaccinate the animal against
- rabies under MCC 8.10.060(B). any such owner or keeper shall agree in
writing to immediately release the animal for euthanization upon demand of

the County Health Officer or the Director, if the animal has bitten a person or

has been exposed to a rabid animal. This condition, consenting to release.

shall be effective for the life of the wolf-hybrid or until such time as va rabies

vaccine is approved and certified by the Oregon State Department of

Agriculture for use in wolf-hybrids.
[Ord. 156 § IV(1) (1977); Ord. 480 § 2 (1985); Ord. 850 § 13 (1996)]
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‘Section Xil. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.070 is amended as follows:

(A) Dogs and cats shall be licensed within 30 days of obtaining the age of six _
months or withjn 30’days of obtaining residency iﬁ the county or within 30
days of acquisition by the owner or keeper, whichever‘ occurs later.

(B) Licenses shall be valid for one, two or three years from date of issuance, at

the option of the pet owner or keeper and, for dogs and cats, shall require a
current rabies inoculation for Iicénsing periqd selected and shall be issued

upon payment of the fee required by MCC 8.10.220.

(C) Licenses issued under prior existing Multnomah County ordinances shall

remain valid until expiration.

(D) The person who licenses an animal becomes the owner or keeper of record
and is responsible'for the action or behavior of his or héranimal including
those resgonsibiliﬁes of an owner as provided in MCC 8.10.190 (A).

[Ord. 156§ IV(2a) (1977); Ord. 480 § 3 (1985); Ord. 732 § 3 (1992); Ord. 850,

§ 14 (1996)]

Section Xlll. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.080 is amended as foIIowé:
(A) Pet license tags shall be securely diéplayed upon animals at all times, except

| when‘ the animal is confined to the owner's or keeper's premises or displayed

in an exhibition. Pet-ewners-erkeepers-shallbe-allowed-to-choose-the-means
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anethe#e#m—eﬁde%%eaﬂe#m@h%he—pet—heeme—mmbemn—ﬁ—) A pet license
tag, with pet license number, shall be iésued by the director. Any additional
expenses is are to be borne by the pet owner or keeper. |
(B) A pet license is not transferable to another animal. The pet license number
shall be assigned to the animal and shall remain with the animal upon transfef

. to another owner or keeper for the life of the animal.

(C) An animal displaying a current license from jurisdictions outside Multnomah

County, but within the State of Oregon, shall not require licensing under this
chapter until expiration of the current license. |
(D) Animal control may inspect the premises with-five-er-mere where animals are

kept to insure that owners or keepers are providing minimum‘care and
facilities.
[Ord. 156 § IV(2b) (1977); Ord. 195 § 11 (1979); Ord. 480 § 5 (1985); Ord. 732 §

3 (1992); Ord. 850, § 15 (1996)]

Section XIX. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.090 is amended as follows: |
(A) License Efees shall be waived for licenses-issuedfor any dog used grirﬁarily
‘as a service animal upon presentment the owner of keeper establishing the |

service animal’s function as an assistance animal under the Americans With

Disabilities Act, 42 USC § 12101 et seq..ofan-ABA-affidavitby-the-animats
I : n . . Il- I Ill l.IF || | I. |I I
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(B) License fees for dogs and cats owned by persons aged 65 or older and
persons deemed by the director to be under financial hardship-shalt may be
reduced by up to 50 percent for up to two (2) animals per houseﬁold.

(C) License fees shall be waived for any dog used as a service animal by any

Local, State or Federal Government agency. This exemption shall expire

when the doq is no longer used primarily as a service animal.
[Ord. 156 § IV(2c) (1977); Ord. 480 § 6 (1985); Ord. 684 § 3 (1991); Ord. 732 § 3
(1992); Ord. 850, § 17 (1996)]

Section XV. AMENDMENT
'MCC 8.10.100 is amended as follows:
A)-A facility license or dangerous arimal dog facility Iicehse shall be granted in
accordance with procedures, standards and Iimitations provided in MCC

8.10.100 to 8.10.140, and no such facility may lawfully be opefated except

upon application and payment of prescribed fees for the.license.
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[Ord. 156 § V(1) (1977); Ord. 480 § 7 (1985); Ord. 850, § 18 (1996)]
Section XVI. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.110 is amended as follows:

(A) Application for a facility license or dangerous animal dog facility license shall
be made upon forms furnished by thé director, shall include all information

required therein and shall be accompanied by payment of the required fee.

(B) A facility license or dangerous animal dog facility license shall be valid for

one year from the date of issuance, unless revoked.

(C) The director shall inspect any facility for which a license is soughf and, upon
determination that the facility and its operation complies with all applicable
provisions of this chapter and other applicable local, state and federal laws,
shall issue a license which may include one or more conditions of approval

‘and/or operation.

(D) If the director fails to approve or deny a fully completed application within 60
days of its receipt and payment of fees, the application shall be considered
. approved for the current year, subject only to revocation as provided in MCC

8.10.120.

(E) A license shall be conspicuously displayed on the facility premises and a
| holder of a license shall keep available for inspection by the director a record

of the name, address and telephone number of the owner or keeper of each |
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animal kept at the facility, the date each animal was received, the purpose
the‘refor, the name and address of the person from whom the animal was
purchased or received, a description of each animal including species, age,
breed, sex and color and the animal’s veterinarian, if known, at the discretion

of the director. For small animal such as fish, gerbils, hamsters or similar

kinds of anihals acquired in lots, an individual record should not be required

for each animal, but the holders shall keep an adequate invoice record of the

lot acquisition.

[Ord. 156 § V(2) (1977); Ord. 480 § 8 (1985); Ord. 732 § 3 (1992); Ord. 850 § 19

1 (1996)]

Section XVIl. AMENDMENT

>

MCC 8.10.120 is amended as follows:

(A) A license required by MCC 8.10.100 to 8.10.140 may be denied or revoked

for any of the following reasons:
(1) Failure to comply substantially with any provision of this chapter.

(2) Conviction of the owner or keeper or any person subject to the owner’s or
keeper's direction or control for the violation of any provision of this
chapter or other applicablé state or federal law, rule, order or regulation

pertaining to any activity relating to animals.
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(3) Furnishing false information on an application for a license under this

chapter.

(B) The director shall refund 488 75 percent of any fee paid upon denial of a

license, provided, however, no refund shall be made upon revocation.

(C) If the director denies an application for a license or approves subject to
conditions, the determination is final unless the applicant appeals the denial

or conditional approval.

(D) The director shall investigate any complaint concerning licensed facilities
and, upon determination that a license should be revoked, shéll serve written
noticé upon the licensee of that determination by certified mail. The director’s

determination shall become final unless appéaled.

(E) Failure to file a request within 20 days shall terminate any appeal right, and

the director’s decision revoking the license shall not be reviewable otherwise.

[Ord. 156 § V(3) (1977); Ord. 732 §§ 3, 13 (1992); Ord. 850, § 20 (1996)]

Section XVIii. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.130 is arﬁended as follows:
The director shall not issue faci!ity IiCense or dangerous animat dog facility
license until a site inspection demonstratés compliance with the standards
applicable to the nature and species of any animal to be kept as set forth in this

section:
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(A) Housing structures shall bé sound and maintained in good repair to protect -
animals from injury, safely confine any animal housed fherein and prevent

~entry of other animals.

(B) Reliable and adequate electrical service and a pbtable water supply shall
serve the facility. .

(C) Storage of food supplies and bedding materials shall be designed to prevent
vermin infestation.

(D) Refrigeration shall be furnished for perishable foods.

(E) Safe and sanitary disposal facilities shall be available to eliminate animal and
food wastes, bedding, dead animals and debris and to minimize vermin
infestafion, odors and disease hazards.

(F) Cleaning facilities shall be available to animal caretakers énd handlers.

(G) Interior ambient}temvperature Shall be maintained above 50 degrees

Fahrenheit for animals not acclimatized to lower temperatures.

(H) Adequate ventilation shall be maintained to assure animal comfort by such

means as will provide sufficient fresh air and minimize drafts, odors and
moisture condensation. Mechanical ventilation must be available when
ambient temperatures exceed 85 degrees Fahrenheit, if appropriate.

(1) Interior areas shall have adequate natural or artificial lighting provided,
however, that primary enclosures for animals shall‘ be protécted from
excessive illumination.

(J) Interior building surfaces shall be so constructed and maintained to permit
sanitizing and prevent moisture penétration.

)
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(K) Drainage facilities snall be available to assure rapid elimination of excess
water from indoor housing facilities. The design shall assure obstruction-free
flow and traps to prevent sewage back-flow.

(L) Outdoor facilities shall provide protective shading and adequate shelter areas
designed to minimize harmful exposure to weather conditions for those
animals not acclimatized to the envir_onment, if appropriate for the species.

(M) The primary enclosure shall be of sufficient size to permit each animal
housed therein to stand freely, sit, turn about and lie in a comfortable normal
position as appropriate for the species. An exereise area or means to provide
each animal with exercise shall be provided on the premises. .

(N) When restraining devices are used in connection with a primary enclosure
intended to permit movement outside the enclosure, tne devices shall be
installed in a manner to prevent entanglement with devices of other animals
or objects and shall be fitted to the animal by a harness or well-fitted collar,
other than a choke type collar, and shall be of reasonable length.

(O) Animals shall be fed, as often as necessary, a diet of nutritionally-adequate

and uncontaminated foods.

- (P) Potable water shall be continuously available, unless otherwise

recommended by a veterinarian in a particular situation.

(Q) Cages, rooms, hard-surfaced pens, runs and food and watering receptacles

shall be sanitized daily to prevent disease retHess-thar-once-very-twe-weeks
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steam. Prior to the-intreduction-of housing animals in inrte empty enclosures
p{-'ewe&sly—eeeapied the enclosures shall be sanitized. Animals shall be
removed from the enclosure during the cleaning process and adequate care
shall be taken to protect animals in other enclosures.

(R) Excrement shall be removed from primary enclosures a minimum of every 24

| hours, or more often if necessary as to prevent contamination, reduce
disease hazards and minimize odors.

(S) Animals housed together in primary enclosures shall be maintained in
compatible groups with the following restrictions, except in a fesidential
dwelling or otherwise appropriate for the species:

(1) Females |n season (estrus) shall not be placed with males except for
breeding purp'oses;‘ |

(2) Animals exhibiting vicious behavior shall be housed separately;

(3) Animals six months or less of age shall not be housed with adult animals
other than with their mothers, as appropriate for the species;

(4) Animals shall not be housed with other non-compatible species of
animals; and

(5) Animals under quarantine or treatment for any communicable disease
shall be separated from other animals.

(T) Programs of disease control and prevention shall be established and

maintained.

Page 31 of 60
05/13/98



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

2

23

Multnomah County Animal Control Code

(U) Each animal shall be seen at least once per 24-hour period by an animal
caretaker.
(V) Owner or kéeper shall comply with the provisions of MCC 8.10.190(B)(6)}#

and (B)(8}9).

[Ord. 156 § V(4) (1977); Ord. 850, § 21 (1996)]
|
|

Section XIX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.140 is amended as follows:

(A) Exotic;-wild or dangerous animal regulation faeility-license.

It is unlawful to harbor and/or own an exotic or dangerous animal. Any-faeility
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(B) The following facilities, institUtions. persons, entities, associations and

government agencies are exempt from compliance with 8.10.140(A):

(1) _Any facility accredited by the Association of Zoos and Park_s and

Aquariums (AZPA):

(2) Any Iic'_ensed or accredited research or medical institution. including any

such institution dedicéted to the training of exotic primates for service
animals;

(3) License or.accredited educational institutions;

(4) Veterinary clinics in possession of exotic animals for treatment or

- rehabilitation purposes.

(5) Traveling circuses or carniVaIs;

(6) Persons temporarily transpbrting exotic animals through the county
provided that the transit time shall .not be more than three (3) days.

_(7) Any person or facility licensed as an exhibitor or breeder by the United

States Department of Agriculture (USDA) under the Animal Welfare Act.

(8) Persons owning or keeping a trained exotic primate as a service animal

and who have submitted a sworn affidavit affirming the need for the

service animal in their personal dwelling.

director-underMCG-8-10-420- Any person, not otherwise exempted., in

possession of an exotic animal prior to and upon July 1, 1998, shall be
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eligible to request an Exemption Permit from Compliance with MCC

8.10.190(B)(14) by submitting a written petition to the director. The petition

must address each of the following elements:

(1) What, if any, financial hardship will be caused by the removal of the
animal;
(2) Description of the animal including species, age, size, weight, coloring; .
| (3) Proof of liability insurance, minimum $50,000, or. bond for $5,000 covering
the animal; |
(4) History of Compliance With All Exotic and bangerous Animal Facility
~ Regulations under any applicable federal or state law.
(D) The director shall evaluate whether any petition submitted under subsection- -
(E) herein merits the exotic animal‘ to be allowed to be maintai.ned at the

facility for the duration of the animal’s Iif_e. Said determination shall be based

on comparison of the risk to public health and safety by the specified animal
remaining in the facility and getitioner"é fresg" onse to the four factors
addressed in the petition.

(E) Any Exemption Permit issued under this section shall only be available to the
original permit holder, and shall be non-assignable and nontransferable. An
exemption permit shall be subject to annul renewal and routine periodic
inspection of the faci'lity. Insgeétion of the facility wherein the animal is kept
shall be for the purposes of evaluating' the adequacy of the facility to protect
the public from the animal as well as for the care and treatment of the ahimal.

The Exemption Permit shall:
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(1) Terminate upon death of the animal;

(2) Terminate upon the death of the petitioner:

(3) Shall be subiect'to revocation and the animal shall be subject to

immediate impoundment upon any notice of infraction being issued to the

ermit holder; -

" (4)_Provide that upon termination of the permit for any reason. and if the

animal has not been otherwise disposed of at such time, that the permit

holder, or his or her heirs or successors in interest shall either:

(a) Immediatelv release the animal to impound by the Animal Control

Division, or

(b) immediately transfer the animal to lawfully exempted agency as
_provided in subsection (.D) herein, that has agreed in writing to accept

the animal, proof of which shall be provided to the Animal Control

Division prior to the transfer.

(F) Any dangerous or exotic animal found in Multnomah County in violation of

this section and not otherwise exempt under MCC 8.10.140(B) or (C) shall be
subject to immediate impoundment by Animal Control and disposition

through any lawful and humane means available to Animal Control.

{Ord. 156 § V(5) (1977); Ord. 850, § 22 (1996)]

Section XX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.160 is amended as follows:
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(A) Any person who finds and harbors an animal without knowing the animal
owner's or keeper’s identity shall notify the director and furnish a description
of the animal within 5 days after the date of finding the animal.’

(B) The finder may surrender the animal to the director or retain its possession,
su'bj'ect to sUrrender upon demand of the director. |

(C) Records of reported findings shall be retained for six months by the director
and méde available for public inspection. |

(D) If the finder chooses to fetain‘possession 'of the animal, the finder shall,

| within 15 days, cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation in
the county a notice of the finding once each weék for fwo consecutive weeks.
Each such notice shall state the description of the animal, the Iocatipn where
the animal was found, the name and address of the finder and the final date
before which such animal may be claimed. If the finder does not wish to have
his or her name and address appear in the notice, he or she méy obtaina
case number from Multnomah County Animal Control and have that number
pﬁblished in the newspaper along with the phone number for aAnimal
eControl for contact.

(E) If no person appears and claims oWnership of the animal prior to the
expiration of 98 180 days after the dateiof the notivce to the director under
subsection (A) of this section, the finder shall be declared the owner of the
animal. Any person becoming owner of any animal under the provisions of
this subsecti‘on shall assume the responsibilities of an owner under this

chapter.
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(F) If within three-months 180 days of the finder’s notice to the director the

animal’'s owner does appear and establish ownership of the animal, the finder
shall éurrender possession of the animall to ‘that owner, provided, hoWever,
that the owner first tender to the finder payment for all of the finder's
reasonable actual costs incurred for giving of notice, proViding urgent

veterinary care and keeping of the animal.

(G) Any dispute as to ownership or right to possession of the animal, or as to the

amount of the finder's costs, shall be submitted to the director in writing, who
shall premptly decide the matter in writing within 30 days. Any party
aggrieved by the director’s decision may appeal the decision under MCC

8.10.054 through 8.10.057.

(H) Notwithstandirig any other provision in this section, any person who prior to

December 31, 1995 found and harbored any dég or cat and who notified the
director and furnished a description of the animal shall be the animal’'s owner

if, prior to the expiration of three—men%hs 180 days after the director was

-notified, no person appeared and claimed ownership of the animal. Any

person becoming owner of any animal under.the provisions of this subsection

shall assume the responsibilities of an owner under this chapter.

Section XXI. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.170 is amended_to read as follows:
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\

Any person in physical possession or control of any animal off the
premises of the animal’s owner or keeper shall immediately remove excrement or

other solid waste deposited by the animal in any public area erprivate-property.

- [Ord. 156 § VI(3) (1977); Ord. 850, § 26 (1996)]

Section XXil. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.190 is amended as follows:

(A) For thelpurposes of this secﬁon, unless ofhenNise limited, the owner is
ultimately responsible for the behavior of his or her animal regardless of
whether the owner or another member of the owner’s household or a
househdld visitor permitted the animal to engage in the behavior that is the
subject of the violation.

(B) It is unlawful for any person to:

(1) Permit an animal to be an an‘imél at large.

(2) Permit an animal to trespass upon property of another.

(3) Weep—a—wae&s—ammal— Fail to comply with requirements of this
chapter which apply to the keeping of an animal, or d_angerous‘animal or
any facility whe'ré such animals are kept.

(4)_ (6} Permit a dog in season (estrus) to be accessible to a male dog not in
the person’é ownership except for intentional br_eeding purposes.

(5) ¢6) Permit any animal to unréasonably cause annoyance, alarm or noise
disturbance to any person or neighborhood by at-ary-time-ofthe-day-or
night-byrepeated-barking, whining, screeching, howling, braying or other
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like sounds which may be heard beyond the boundary of the owner’s or

keeper's property under conditions wherein the animal sounds are shown

to have occurred either as repeated episodes of continuous noise |astingv
for a minimum period of ten minuteé or repeated egisodes of intermittent
noise lasting for a minimum period of thirty minutes. It shall be an.
affirmative defense under this subsection that thé animal was intentionally
provoked by a party other than the owner to make such noise. Provided,
8.10.1 96(8)(5) shall not be applicable to any lawful livestock owner or
keeper; kennel or similar facility, wherein the presence of livestock or the
operation of a kennel or similar facility is authorized under the applicable
land use and zoning laws and regulations. |

(6) €A Leave an animal unattended for more than 24 consecutive hours
without minimum care.

(7) €8) Deprive an animal of proper facilities or care, including but not limited
tQ the items prescribed in MCC 8.10.130. Proper shelter'sheu—my_s_t_‘
irclude-a-structure-that-dees-neteakwill provide protection from the
weather and is maintained in a coﬁdition to protect the animals from injury.

(8) £33 Physically miétreat any animal eit‘her byv abuse or neglect or failure to

- furnish minimum care.

(9) €40} Permit any animal to leave the conﬁnes of any officially prescribed
quaranﬁne area. |

(10) 44 Permit any dog to engage in any of the behaviors described in MCC

8.10.270(A) or (B).
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(11)d2) Permit any dog to engage in any of the behaviors described in MCC

8.10.270(C) through 8.10.270 (D).

- (1243} Permit any dog to engage in the behavior described in MCC

8.10.271.

(13) To harbor a dangerous or exotic animal that is not otherwise exempted

under MCC 8.10.140. Provided, any person who is keeping or owning a

dangerous animal on the effective date of this Ordinance in their

iurisdiction_ shall have 60 days from that date to provide for the animal’s
disposition outside of the County.

(C) For the purpose of this sectibn “owner” shall mean either owner or keeper as

defined under this chapter.

(E) Notwithstanding, MCC 8.16.190(8)(10), (11) and (12), any dog that has been - P

found to have engaged in behaviors as described at MCC 8.10.270 or

8.10.271, shall be classified, regardless of whether it is established by i

preponderance of the evidence that the dog owner, keeper or other person g

permitted the dog to engage in the behavior. If in any such caSe, it is not

established by a preponderance of the evidence that the person cited

permitted the dog to engage in the behavior,‘no fine shall be imposed against

that person. but the dog owner or keeper shall be subject to all other

restrictions and conditions I‘awfully-imgosed by the director or a heérings

officer pursuant to MCC 8.10.280(B) and 8.10.055(H) respectively and;

(1) In_any case, wherein the citing officer or the director baéed upon his or her
investigation_and review of such case, determines there is insufficient

\
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evidence to establish the responsible party permitted the dog to engage in

the violative behavior, may in lieu of issuing a Notice of Infraction for

violation of MCC 8.10.190(B)(10), (11) or (12) issue a Notice of Infraction

citing this subsection and the specific subsection of MCC 8.10.270 or

8.10.271 directly applicable to the dog’s alleged behavior.
(2) Any Notice of Infraction issued pursuant to 8.10.190(E)(1) shall not be

subject to the imposition of a fine against the person cited, upon issuance

or afﬁrmation‘bu't that person shall be subject to all other restrictions and

conditions lawfully imposed by the director or a hearings officer pursuant

to MCC 8.10.280(B) and 8.10.055(H) respectively.

[Ord. 156 § VI(5) (1977); Ord. 517 § 4 (1986); Ord. 732 §§ 3, 14 (1992); Ord.
850, § 28 (1996)] '

Section XXIlIl. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.191 is amended as follows:

(A) The failure to comply with any conditions or restrictions lawfully imposed
- pursuant to a notice of infraction or director's decision not .otherwise stayed
under MCC 8.10.056 is a violation of this chapter. Failure to pay the civil fine
shall be an infraction ﬁnder this section. A notice of infraction issued under
this section for failure to comply shall be of the same classification as the
original infraction.” The first notice of infraction issued under this section shall

not be construed as a second offense under MCC 8.10.900(B).
(B) Except as provided in .MCC 8.10.191(0), all enforcement actions under this

section shall be brought before a hearings officer.
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(C) Any enforcement action for a Class A infraction failure to comply wherein the

ey

2 circumstances of the failure to comply by the party in violation are
3 detérmined by the director to: |

4 (1) Be a substantial risk to public safety; or

5 (2) Be a substantial risk to the care and treatment of the subject animal(s); or
6 (3) Be a failure to pay past-due fines on three or more infractions within a 20
7 month period;

8 shall be brought in the state court as provided under ORS 203.810 aﬁd ORS
9 | 30.315.

10 (D) Notwithstanding subsection (A) of this section, a notice of failure to comply
11 issued under this section that is based solely on the failure to pay the annual
12 classified dog fee under MCC 8.10.280(G), shall be a Class C infraction.

13 [Ord. 732 § 15 (1992), Ord. 773, § 2 (1993); Ord. 850, § 29 (1996)]

14 (E) In addition to any other remedies allowed by law, judgment may be éntered
15 under this Section in state court against any person issued a citation under
16 subsection (C) of this section by reason of that person failing to appear at the
17 time and date set for arraignment or other.required appearance provided that
18 such '|udgmeﬁt shall only be allowed if the notice of infraction served on the

19 erson contains a statement notifving the person that a monetary judgment

20 may be entered against the person up to the maximum amount of fines,

21 assessments, and other costs allowed by law for the infraction if the person
22A fails to appear at the time, date and court specified in the notice of infractibn
23 or subsequent hearing notice from the court. -
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Section XXIV. AMENDMENT
~ MCC 8.10.192 is amended as follows:

(A) Whenever a public nuisance ahimal, as determined by the director under this
chapter is found. on any bremises within the jurisdiction of the county, a
written order may be given to the owner or keeper of the animal(s), or to the
owner, occupant, person in possession, person in charge, or person in co‘ntrol
of the premises where the animal(s) is (are) located, or a written order may be
‘posfed at such premises when none of the above people can be found at the
premis.es. Such order shall be signed by the director and shall give the
person or persons to whom it is directed no less than 72 hours (three days)

- nor more than 120 hours (five days) to remove and abate the nuisance.

(B) If, aﬁer the time given to comply with the notice has passed, the nuisance h‘as
not been abated, the director may summarily abate the nuisance by ordering
impoundment of thé animal(s) and assess thé cost of such abatement against -
the owner or keeper of the animal(s), or the owner, occupant, ‘person in .
possession, person in charge, or person in control of the premises where the
animal(s) is (are) located, to be collected by suit or otherwise, in addition to
the penalties for the violation thereof.

(C) It shall be unlawful to fail to comply with an order to abate a nuisance issued
as provided in subsection (A) and shall be construed as+nte#erenee—wuth—the
d#eeteHmdeF-MGG—&-‘l-O—%OéD-) a Class A Infraction.

(D)(1) Any party served a written order to abate a nuisance as provided in

subsection (A) of this section, may appeal the order as provided under
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MCC 8.10.054. The appeal under this section may be consolidated with
any underlying infraction still pending eligible for appeal under this
chapter. Provided, any challenge to an enforcement action brought under
subsection (C) of this section, including issués relating to the validity of the
‘order to abate the nuisance, shall be joined ih one state court proceeding,
and there shall be no further administrative review or ‘appeal except as
directed by the court. |

(2) Any animal impounded pursuant to the order to abate shall not be
released until such time as the director, hearings officer, or court of
competent jurisdiction. orders such release. |

(E) (1) Any enforcement action first brought under MCC 8.10.191(C) shall bar
any enforcement actidn brought under this section in relation to the same
event or series of events subject to regulation and enforcement under this
chapter.

(2) Notwithstanding MCC 8.10.191(C), any enforcement action first brought
under this section shali baf ény enforcement action brought under MCC
8.10.191(C) in relation to the same event or series of events subject to
regulation and enforcement under this Chapter.

[Ord. 850, § 30 (1996)]

Section XXV. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.200 is'amended as follows:

It is unlawful for any person in Multnomah County to:

. (A)Harbor, keep, possess, breed or deal in gamecocks: or
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(B) Knowingly and intentionally, whether for amusement of self or others, or for

financial gain, cause any animal to fight or injure any other animal, cause it to

be fought or injured by any other animal or to train or keep for the purpose of

training any animal with the intent that the animal shall be exhibited

combatively with any other animal. Anyone who permits such conduct on

premises under that person’s control, and any person present as a spectator ;

at that exhibition, shall be considered a violator of this subsection and subject

to punishment upon conviction.

Section XXVI. AMENDMENT

'MCC 8.10.270 is amended as follows:
Classification of a dog as potentially dangerous shall be based upon specific
behaviors exhibited by the dog. For purposes of MCC 8.10.265  through
8.10.285, behaviors ‘establishing various levels of potentially dangerous dogs are
as follows:
(A) Level 1 behavior is established if a dog at large is found to menace, chase,
| display threatening or aggressive behavior or otherwise threaten or endanger
the safety of any person %demeshe—amai
(B) Level 2 behavior is established if a dog while at large, causes physical injury
to any domestic animal. |
(C) Level 3 behavior is established if a dog, while confined in accordance with
MCC 8.10.010(B), aggressively bites er—eauses—any-physical-injury—to any

person.
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. (D) Level 4 behavior is established if:

(1) A dog, while at large,
(a) aggressively bités—er—eauses—physieal—in}&w—%e any person; or
(b) kills or causes the death of any domestic animal or livestock; or
(2) A dog classified as a Level 3 potentially dangerous dog that repeats the
behavior in subsecﬁon ©) of this section after the owner or keeper
receives notice of the Level 3 classification.
(E) Notwithstanding subsection (A) th'rough (D) of this section, the director shall

- have discretionary authority to refrain from classifying a dog as potentially

dangerous, even if the dog has engaged in the behaviors specified in
subsections (A) through (E)rof this section, if the director det"ermines' that the.
behavior was the result of the victim abusing or tormenting the dog or was

directed towards a trespasser or other similar mitigating or extenuating |

circumstances.
[Ord. 517 § 3 (1986); Ord. 591 § 2 (1988); Ord. 732 § 3 (1992); Ord. 850, § 36

(1996)]

Section XXVII. AMENDMENT -
MCC 8.10.271 is amended to as follows:
(A) Classification of a dog as a dangerous dog animat shall be based upon the
| dog engaging in anvy of the following behaviors:
(1) A dog, whether or not confined, causes the serious physical injury or

death of any person; or
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(2) A dog is used as a weapon in the commission of a crime :ex.

(B) Notwithstanding subsection (A) of this section, the director or hearings officer
shall have discretionary authority to refrain from classifying a dog as a
dangerous dog animal, even if the dog has engaged in the behaviors
specified in subsection (A) of this section, if the director or hearings officer
determines that the behavior was the result of the victim abusing or
tormenting the dog or was directed towards a frespasser or other extenuating
circumstances that‘ esfablishes that the dog does not constitute an
.unreasonable riék to human life or property. |

(C) If a dog is classified under this section as a dangerous dog animal, and the
owner regueﬂsts to kéeg the dog, the direcfor shall have discretion to order thé
dog not be euthanized prOvided the dog is placed in a certified dangerous

~ animal facility as defined under this chapter.

(D) The director in making a determination under MCC 8.10.271(C) méy consider
any relevant evidence that addresses one or more of the fdllowing’ factors:

(1) Whether the dog constitutes an ’unr_evasonable risk to human life or
property if housed in a dangerous. dog facility; or

(2) Whethe'r‘ the dog has successfully completed the certified America
Temperament Testing Society and/or Pet Partners as ‘deemed appropriate

Page 47 of 60
05/13/98



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

22 .

23

Multnomah County Animal Control Code

reasonable likelihood of no repeated behavior by the animal in violation of

this chapter.
[Ord. 850, § 37 (1996)]

Section XXVIIl. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.275 is amended to as follows:

- (A) The director shall have authority to determine whether any dog has engaged

in the behaviors specified in MCC 8.10.270 or 8.10.271. This determination

may be based Upon an investigation that includes observation of and .

testimony about the dog's behavior, including the dog's upbringing and the
owner's or keeper's control df the dog, and other relevant evidence as
determined by the director. These observations and testimony can be
provided by Multnomah County aAnimal eControl egfﬁcers or by other
witnesses who personally observed the behavior. They shvall sign a written
statément attesting to the observed behavior and agree td pfovide testimony
regarding the dog’s behavior if necessary.

(B) The director shall have the discretion to increase or deqrease a classified
dog’s restrictions bésed upon releVant circumétances.

(C) The director shall givé the dog’vs‘ owner or keeper written notice by certified
mail or personal service of the dog's specified behavior, of the dog’'s

classification as a potentially dangerous dog or dangerous animal, of the fine
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1 imposed, and of the restrictions applicable to that dog by reason of its
2 classification. If the owner or keeper denies that the. behavior in question
3 occurred, the owner or keepevr may appeal the director's decision to the
4 hearingé ofﬁcér by filing a written request for a hearing with the director as
5 provided under MCC 8.10.054.
6 (D) Upon receipt of notice of the dog's cléssiﬁcation as a Level 1, 2, 3, or 4
7  potentially dangerous dog or dangerous animal pursuant to subsection (C) of
8 this section, the owner or keeper shall comply witﬁ the restrictions specified in
9 the notice unless reversed oln appeal. Failure to co‘mply with the specified
10 réstrictions shall be a violation of this chapter for which a fine can be
11 | ‘imposed. Additionally, the director shall have authority to impound the dog
- 12 pending comp|etioh of all appeals.

13 (E) If the director’'s decision or the hearings officer's decision finds that a ddg has
14 ~ engaged in dangerous animal behavior, the dog shall be impounded pending
15 ‘the completion of a dangerous animal facility application or any éppeals.

16 (F) Any dog classified as a Level 4. that is found to have repeated Level 4

17 behavior as_defined under this code shall be impounded pursuant to'MCC
18 18.10.192 .if not already impounded. The dog shall not be released to the
19 owner or be made available for adoption until either thential recipient of the
20 dog has established arrangérhents for accommodating the animal consistent
21 with all the security and safety requirements ordered by the director or the
2 hearinqs‘ officer. |
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[Ord. 517 § 3 (1986); Ord. 550 §§ 2, 3 (1987); Ord. 591 § 3 (1988); Ord. 732 §§
3, 16 (1992); Ord. 850, § 38 (1996)]

Section XXIX. AMENDMENT -

MCC 8.10.280 is amended to as follows:

In addition to the other requirements of MCC Chapter 8.10, the owner or keeper

ofa potenti_ally dangerous dog shall conﬁplxy with the following conditions:

(A) Dogs classified as Level 1 dogs shall be restrained in accordance with MCC
8.10.010(B) by a physical device or structure, in a manner that prevents the
dog from reaching any public sidewalk, or adj.oining probérty and must be
located so as not to interfere with the public’s legal access to the owner’s or _-
keeper's premises, whenever that dog is outside the owner's or kéeper’s
home and not oﬁ a leash.

(B) Dogs classified as'Le\)eI 2 dogs shall be confined within a secure enclosure
whenever the dog is not on a leash. The secure ehclosure must be located
so as not to interfere with the public’s legal access to the owner's or keeper's
premises. In addition, the director niay require the owner or keeper to obtain
and maintain proof of public liability insurance. In addition, the owner or
keeper may be required to complete a responsible pet ownership program as
prescribed by the director of a hearings officer.

(C) Dogs classified as Level 3 or Level 4 dogs shall be confined within a secure
enclosure whenever the dog is ndt on a leash. The secure enclosure must be

located so as not to interfere with the public’s legal access to the owher’s or
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keeper’sipremise‘s., and the owner or keeper shall post warning signs, which
are provided by the director, on the premises where the dog is kept, in
conformance with rules to be adopted by the director. In addition, the director
may require the owner or keepér to obtain and maintain proof of public liability
insuraﬁce; The owner or keeper shall not permit the dog to be off the owner’s

or keepers premises unless the dog is muzzled and restrained by an-

‘adequate leash and under the cbntrol of a capable person. In addition, the

director may require the owner or keeper to satisfactorily complete a pet

ownership Iprogram.

10 (D) Ddgs classified as a da'ngerous animal as described in MCC 8.10.271 shall

be euthanized o‘r placed in a dangerous anima_l facility as détermined by the
dfrector or hearings officer. A dog classified as a dangerpus animal shall be
cohﬁned withih a secure enclosure with a double security gate and sha_ll meet
the requirements in subsectibn (C~) above. In addition, the director or
hearings officer may suspend, .for' a period of time specified by the director or
hearingé officer, that dog owner’s or keeper’s right to be the owner or keeper
of any dog in Multnomah County, including dogs currently ‘owned by that

person.

(E) All dogs classified as dangerous animals, and determined by the director or

hearings officer to be euthanized shall be euthanized at any time not less

than 20 days of the date of classification.. Notification to the director of any

appeal to the hearings officer as provided for in MCC 8.10.054(A) or to any

court of competent jurisdiction shall delay destruction of the dog until a date
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not less than 15 days after a final decision by the hearings officer or final

judgment by the court.

(F) To insure correct identification, all dogs that have been classified Ias

potentially dangerous or dangerous animals shall be marked with a
permanent identifying mark, micro-chipped, p‘hotographed, ef and may be
fitted with a special tag or‘ collar as determined by the director, at the owner’s
expense. The director shall adopt rules specifying the type of required

identification.

(G) In addition to the normal Iicensihg fees established by MCC 8.10.220(A)(2)

and (2), there shall be an annual fee of $50.00 for dogs classified at Level 1;
and $100.00 for dogs classified at Level 2 and 3 and; $150.00 for dogs -
classified as Level 4; and 5300.00 for dogs claésiﬁed as Dangerous Animal.
This additional fee shall be imposed at the time of classification of the
potentially dangerous dog, and shall be payable within 30 days of notification
by the director. ‘Annual payment of this additional fee shall be due‘ and

payable within—30-days-of-netification-by-the-direster upon the anniversary

date of the.c_lassiﬁcation.

(H) The owner or keeper of a potentially dangerous dog or dogs classified as

dangerous animals shall not permit the warning sign to be removed from the
secure enclosure, and shall not permit the special tag or collar to be removed
from the classified dog. The owner or keeper of a potentially dangerous dog

or dogs classified as dangerous animals shall not permit the dog to be moved
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to a new address or change owners or keepers without providing the director

with ten days’ prior written notification. -
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[Ord. 517 § 3 (1986); Ord. 850, § 40 (1996)]

Section XXX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.285'is amended as follows:

MCC 8.10.285 Declassification of potentially dangerous dog.
Declassification of potentially dangerous dogs or dogs classified as a Dangerous

Animal. A $40.00'bec|assiﬁcation Fee will be assessed when the classification

period begins. Declassification will be automatic pursuant to this section. Ary

(A) The following conditions must be met:

Page 54 of 60
05/13/98




10

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

22

23

Multnomah County Animal Control Code -

(1) Level 1 or Level 2 dogs have been classified for one year without vfurther

incident, and two years for Level 3 and Level 4 dogs: and
(2) There have been no violations of the specified requlations; and

(3) Any other condition ordered by the director or hearings officer at the time

of classification.

(a) The owner _or _keeper provides the director wifh written _certification of

satisfactory completion of obedfénce training fof the dog classified, with
the owner or keeper.
- (b) In addition, the director may require the dog owner or keeper to provide
. written veriﬁcat.ion that the classified dog has been spayed or neutered.

- (B) When the owner or keeper of a potentially dangerous dog meets all of the

conditions in this subsection, the restrictions for Level 1 and Level 2 classified

" dogs may be removed. Restrictions for Level 3 and Level 4 dogs, and doas

classified as dangerous animals may be removed, with the exception of the

secure enclosure.

[Ord. 517 § 3 (1986); Ord. 850, § 40 (1996)]

Section XXXI AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.900 is amended as follows:
(A) Violations of the provisions of this chapter shall be classified as provided
below. |
(1) Class A infractions. Violations of the following sections or subsections

shall be Class A infractions:
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(a) MCC 8.10.030; -

(b) MCC 8.10.150;

(c) MCC 8.10.180;

(d) (e} MCC-8-40-190B)3) MCC 8.10.190(B)(7)8);
(e) €9 MCC 8.10.190(B)(8)9);

) (@ MCC 8.10.190(B)(9)40);

() é3) MCC 8.10.190(B)(11)42)
(h) MCC 8.10.190(B)(12);

(i) MCC 8.10.190(B)(13);
() MCC 8.10.192;

(k) MCC 8.10.200.

this chapter shall be Class B infractions:
(@) MCC 8.10.045(A)(3¥4y;

(b) MCC 8.10.155;

(c) MCC 8.10.190(B)(3¥4;

(d) MCC 8.10.190(B)(4 %5;

(e) MCC 8.10.190(B)(5)6);

(f) MCC 8.10.190(B)(6 )}

(g) MCC 8.10.190(B)(10)}4H.

(3) Class C infractions. Infractions of the following sections or subsections of

this chapter shall be Class C infractions:

(a) MCC 8.10.070;
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.(b) MCC 8.10.170;

(c) MCC 8.10.190(B)(1);
(d) MCC 8.10.190(B)(2);

(e) MCC 8.10.210.

(4) Except as provided under MCC 8.10.191 and 8.10.192, any other violation

of this chapter not listed in this subsection shall be a Class A infraction.

(B) Fines:

(1)Class A inffaction. A fine for Class A infraction shall be no less than

$100.00 nor more thén $500.00 for a first offense. The fine for a second
Class A infraction committed within 12 months from the date that the first
offense was committed shall be no less than $200.00, nor more than
$500.00. The fine for a third Class A infraction committed within 12
months from the date that the first offense was committed, the fine shall

be not less than $500.00.

(2) Class B infraction. A fine for Class B infraction shall be no less than

$50.00 nor more than $250.00 for the first offense. If the violator
committed either a Class A or B infraction within the 12-month period
immediately prior to the date of the second infraction, the fine shall be no
less than $100.00 nor more than $250.00. If the violator has committed

two or more Class A or B infractions within the 12-month period

~ immediately prior to the date of the most recent notice of infraction for a

Class B infraction, the fine shall be $250.00.

\
\
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(3) Class C infractions. A fine for a Cléss C infraction shall be no less than
$30.00 nor greater than $150.00 for a first offense. If the violator has -
.committed a Class A, B, or C infractions within the 12-month period
immediately prior to the date of the second 'ir’lfraction, the fine shall be no
less than $50.00 nor more than $150;OO. If the violator has committed two
or more Class‘ A, B, or C infractions within the 12-month period
immedi_ately prior to the date of the.most recent notice of infraction for a

Class C infraction, the fine shall be $150.00.

(C) Additional conditions and restrictions. In addition to the monetary. civil

penalties imposed for infractions of this chapter, and the regulatio'ns

. appliCabIe under MCC 8.1'0.280, the director and the hearings officer shall-

have authority to order additional restrictions and conditions upon the party in

violatio'h, including but not limited to:

- (1) Require the owner or keeper and animal to satisfactorily complete an

obedience program approved by the director or hearings ofﬂcer at owner’s
or keeper's expense. |

(2) Require the owner or keeper to Vattend a responsible pet ownership
program adopted and/or approved by the director or hearings officer, at
the ownér’s or keeper’'s expense; p

(3) Require the owner or keeper of an animal that unreasonable causes
annoyance, as described in MCC 8.10.190(B)(5}¢6), to keep the animal
inside the owner or keeper's residence during hours specified by the

director or hearings officer;
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(4) The director or hearings officer may suspend, for a period of time speCiﬁed‘ ,
by the director or hearings officer, the animal owner’s or keeper’s right to
own or keep any animal in Multnomah County. |

(5) Require the owner or keeper to have the animal surgically sterilized within
a time period determined by the director or hearings officer.

v(6) Any other condition(s) that would reasonably abate the infraction.

(D) Late payment penalties. If a civii penalty is unpaid after 30 days, fhe ﬂné
then due shall be increased by 25 percent of the original amount; if the civil
penalty is not paid after 60 days, the fine then due shall be increased by 50
percent of the original amount. | | |

(E) At the discretion of the director, any civil penalty('iés) not paid within 30 days

. from the date of issuance of the notice of infraction may be assigned to a
collections agency for collection.

[Ord. 156, § VIII(1) (1977); Ord. 732 § 19 (1992); Ord. 733, § 4 (1993); O(d. 823

§ 5 (1995); Ord. 850, § 42 (1996)]

Section XXXII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.940 is amended as follows: |

A. Any person convicted of violation of MCC 8.10.200, shall be subject to a fine

not to exceed $500, and the court may order impoundment of any animal

caused to be engaged in the prohibited conduct, which animal may be

disposed of by the director.
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B. Any person previously convicted under this section shall be subject to

By

punishment by imprisonment for a term of not more than one vear and a fine

not to exceed $1.000 or both.
[Ord 1'56 § VIII(5) (1977); Rpld. By Ord. 732 § 21 (1992)]

Approved this day of _ , 1998

. being the date 6f its ' | | reading before the Board of

County Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon.

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Beverly Stein
Multnomah County Chair

REVIEWED:

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

O,

ssistanfCounty Counsel

atthew O. Ryah, A
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MICHAEL D. SCHRUNK, District Attorney for Multnomah County
600 County Courthouse =+ Portland, Oregon 97204-1193 = (503) 248-3162

October 11, 1996

Mr. Thomas Buchholz
109 - 10th Street
Oregon City, OR 97045

Dear Mr. Buchholz:

In your letter of September 5, 1996, you cite to the language
in ORS 8.680 which refers to the district attorney’s ‘prosecuting’
for forfeitures. That statute goes on to provide, ". . .and for
which no other mode of brosecution and collection is expressly
provided by statute. . . _n Therefore, you must look to the
statutes relating specifically to the forfeiture of animals in
order to determine who the appropriate parties are. : RN

... There are two ORS. chapters dealing .with impoundment .and . . .
~forfeiture- of .dogs. . ORS 609.090 ‘sets -outthe "criteria for i
‘impounding certain dogs. and disposing-of those‘dogs

2 g A Ao ot

SO tas

S

DR +310:and  theystatutes . following it¥deal”
galnatianimalsf“,pQRS§167;34stsetsyouEﬁt cirdéw g * :
fficers ¢may venter s premisesitos care s foriian ranimal $Fand ¥¥the!
ciré&mstanCeé”ﬁnder"WhichJ'withﬁa.warréﬁt)’ﬁhéyfm y ‘impound such an .
ranimal.: 'ORS 167.347 sets out when a forfeiture$hqaring;can.be:heldm;\:
ﬁwhileﬁthé*Cfimdnaljchargés"areTpehdingf**Thé?htatﬁteTprovideg?that- “
“'the .county ‘or animal control agency may. file ‘that petition: ¢ Last, - -
ORS 167.350 provides that'.the forfeiture may be ordered as 'part’ of
the sentence for conviction of an animal offense.

N . I am not familiar with any other provisions related to the -
-forfeiture of dogs. ‘ . : T e e o :
I do not know the specific facts - of your  case, which

3apparently has been litigated, and do not intend by this letter to
suggest how that case should have been resolved.

Very truly yours,
MICHAEL D. SCHRUNK

‘District Attorney - :
- Multnomah County, .Oregon

Frederick:LéﬁgsexywwAﬁ;;,

»1f;ChiefﬁDepﬁtj°“Distfi¢t?cdﬁ;t'




