ANNOTATED MINUTES

Tuesday, August 25, 1992 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

PLANNING ITEMS

Chair Gladys McCoy convened the meeting at 9:30 a.m., with
Vice-Chair Sharron Kelley, Commissioners Pauline Anderson, Rick Bauman
and Gary Hansen present.

The Following Decisions of the Planning and Zoning Hearings
Officer are Reported to the Board for Review and Affirmation:

P-1 CU 10-92 -
SEC 19-92 July 6, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Requested Conditional Use Approval for a Non-Farm
Single Family Dwelling in the EFU Zoning District; and APPROVE
Requested SEC Permit for the Design and Location of the
Residence and Out-Building, Subject to Conditions, for Property
Located at 33101 NE MERSHON ROAD

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.

P-2 CS 11-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Community Service Designation for Boundary
Expansion and Building Additions and Site Work, for Property
Located at 11505 SW SUMMERVILLE AVENUE

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.

P-3 CS 12-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Change in Zone Designation from LR-10, FF to LR-10,
FF, C-S, Community Service, to Allow the use of the Existing
Single Family Residence for a "Not for Profit" Organization
(God’'s Kids Caring) , for Property Located at 12920 SE HOLGATE
BLVD.

UPON. MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.



CS 13-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Change in Zone Designation for LR-7 to LR-7, C-S,
Community Service, to Allow Expanded Facilities for the Lynch
Baptist Church, for Property Located at 3130 SE 148TH AVENUE

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.

CU 13-92 : :
SEC 20-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Conditional Use Request for Commercial Uses in the
RC District and Requested SEC Permit for Proposed Commercial
Uses, for Property Located at 35905-35381 EAST CROWN POINT
HIGHWAY ‘

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY

COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.

CU 15-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS Conditional Use Request to Allow Conversion of a
Single Family Residence to an Insurance Agent’s Office in the
MR-3 Zoning District, for Property Located at 16521 SE POWELL
BLVD. ‘

UPON. MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY

COMMISSIONER HANSEN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY - -

AFFIRMED.

MC 2-92

LD 25-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS a Tentative Plan for a Type I Land Division, a
Partition Resulting in Two Lots and Use of Easements as the
Means of Access to the New Lot Instead of Providing Frontage
on a Dedicated - Street, for Property Located at 7025 NW
SUMMITVIEW COURT

PLANNING STAFF WAS NOT PRESENT AT THIS TIME. THE

APPLICANT ADVISED THAT HE FILED A NOTICE OF
REVIEW.. UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY,
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, IT WAS
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED THAT A PUBLIC HEARING, ON THE
RECORD, WITH TESTIMONY LIMITED TO 10 MINUTES PER
SIDE, BE SCHEDULED FOR 9:30 AM, TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER
22, 1992. '




P-10

HDP 3-92a August 3, 1992 Decision DENYING an Appeal of the
Appellant and Upholding the Planning Director Decision,
APPROVING HDP 3-92, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS, a Hillside
Development Permit for Proposed Terracing, Grading and Fill
Work for Property Located at 12040 NW TUALATIN AVENUE

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, THE DECISION WAS UNANIMOUSLY
AFFIRMED.

PRE 3-92 FINAL ORDER in the Matter of the Review of the
Hearings Officer Decision on PRE 3-92

PLANNING STAFF ARRIVED LATE AND DID NOT EXPLAIN
THE FINAL ORDER. APPLICANT, LYNNE CHAUNCEY
REQUESTED CLARIFICATION OF THE THREE CRITERIA
INCLUDED IN THIS FINAL ORDER. STAFF WAS NOT ABLE
TO ANSWER THESE QUESTIONS. CHAIR McCOY REQUESTED
PLANNING STAFF WITH COUNTY COUNSEL TO MEET IN
CONFERENCE WITH MS. CHAUNCEY FOR CLARIFICATION OF
THIS MATTER. COUNTY COUNSEL ADVISED THAT MS.
CHAUNCEY NOT BE PERMITTED TO REBUT THE FINAL ORDER
ANY FURTHER DUE TO THE APPELLANT NOT BEING
PRESENT. UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER ANDERSON,
SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER HANSEN, ORDER 92-157 WAS
APPROVED, WITH COMMISSIONERS ANDERSON, BAUMAN,
HANSEN AND McCOY VOTING AYE AND COMMISSIONER
KELLEY VOTING NO.

SEC 6-91a
HDP 4-91a Reconsideration of Scope of Review for a Notice of

Review Hearing, Scheduled for September 22, 1992

PRESENTATION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD QUESTIONS BY
MARK HESS AND PETER LIVINGSTON. THEY ALSO
EXPLAINED THE HISTORY OF THIS ITEM AND HOW THE
CLASSIFICATION OF THE STREAM RELATES TO IT.

MOTION OF COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER HANSEN, TO EXPAND THE SCOPE OF REVIEW
ON SEPTEMBER 22, 1992, FAILED WITH COMMISSIONER
KELLEY VOTING AYE AND COMMISSIONERS ANDERSON,
BAUMAN, HANSEN AND McCOY VOTING NO.

UPON MOTION OF COMMISSIONER ANDERSON, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER BAUMAN, IT WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED
THAT A HEARING BE HELD, THIS DATE, WITH TESTIMONY
LIMITED TO 5 MINUTES PER SIDE, TO DETERMINE THE
SCOPE OF INFORMATION AND REVIEW TO BE ALLOWED AT
THE SEPTEMBER 22, 1992 HEARING.
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P-12

FOLLOWING THE HEARING, THE BOARD APPROVED A MOTION
TO EXPAND THE SCOPE OF REVIEW TO INCLUDE
ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE AND TESTIMONY RELATING TO THE
STREAM CLASSIFICATION OF THOMPSON CREEK, AT THE
SEPTEMBER 22, 1992 HEARING, WITH COMMISSIONERS
ANDERSON, HANSEN AND McCOY VOTING AYE AND
COMMISSIONERS BAUMAN AND KELLEY VOTING NO.

CU 11-92 HEARING, ON THE RECORD PLUS ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY,
WITH ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY TO BE RESTRICTED TO THE PHYSICAL
CONSTRAINTS OF THE SITE RELATIVE TO THE PLACEMENT OF THE
DWELLING, 10 MINUTES PER SIDE, in the Matter of an Appeal of a
July 6, 1992 Planning and Zoning Hearings Officer Decision
APPROVING, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS, Development of a Non-Resource
Related Single Family Dwelling on 7.80 Acre Lot of Record in
the MUF-19, Multiple Use Forest Zoning District, for Property
Located at 43640 E LARCH MOUNTAIN ROAD - 20 MINUTES REQUESTED

PLANNER BOB HALL PRESENTED THE STAFF REPORT AND
- RESPONDED TO BOARD QUESTIONS. ATTORNEY

DALE BURKHOLDER TESTIFIED IN OPPOSITION TO THE
CONDITIONS PLACED ON THE JULY 6, 1992 HEARINGS
OFFICER DECISION AND RESPONDED TO BOARD QUESTIONS.
DONALD HORN TESTIFIED IN SUPPORT OF THE JULY 6,
1992 HEARINGS OFFICER DECISION AND IN OPPOSITION
TO APPLICANTS’ TESTIMONY, AND RESPONDED TO BOARD
QUESTIONS. STAFF DISCUSSION AND RESPONSE TO BOARD
QUESTIONS. COMMISSIONER BAUMAN MOVED, SECONDED BY
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON, TO UPHOLD THE HEARINGS
OFFICER DECISION. FOLLOWING DISCUSSION, MOTION
APPROVED WITH COMMISSIONERS ANDERSON, BAUMAN,
HANSEN AND McCOY VOTING AYE AND COMMISSIONER
KELLEY VOTING NO. CHAIR McCOY DIRECTED STAFF TO
PROVIDE SLIDES FOR FUTURE LAND USE HEARINGS BEFORE
THE BOARD.

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending
the Bikeways Plan Map of the Comprehensive Framework Plan
Policy 33C (Continued from August 18, 1992)

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. UPON MOTION OF
COMMISSIONER ANDERSON, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
KELLEY, ORDINANCE NO. 730 WAS UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED. '



P-13 RESOLUTION in the Matter of the Implementation of the East
Multnomah County Bikeway Plan (Continued from August 18, 1992)
({FOR CONSIDERATION WITH BIKEWAYS PLAN MAP ORDINANCE)

FOLLOWING BOARD DISCUSSION AND UPON MOTION OF
COMMISSIONER KELLEY, SECONDED BY COMMISSIONER
BAUMAN, RESOLUTION 92-158 AS AMENDED, WAS
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at
11:18 a.m. '

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK
for MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Carrie Anne Parkerson

Tuesday, August 25, 1992 - 11:00 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

AGENDA REVIEW

B-1 Review of Agenda for Regular Meeting of August 27, 1992
R-7 Request *11:00 AM TIME CERTAIN for Review of this
Item.

Thursday, August 27, 1992 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

REGULAR MEETING

Chair Gladys McCoy convened the meeting at 9:30 AM, with Vice-
Chair Sharron Kelley, Commissioners Pauline Anderson, Rick Bauman and
Gary Hansen present. '

CONSENT CALENDAR

FOLLOWING MOTION BY SHARRON KELLEY, SECONDED BY
GARY HANSEN, THE CONSENT CALENDAR (ITEMS C-1 AND
C-2) WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.
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JUSTICE SERVICES

c-1

SHERIFF'S OFFICE

In the Matter of a Package Store/Change of Ownership Liquor
License Application Submitted by the Sheriff’s Office with
Recommendation for APPROVAL, for GILL’'S JACKPOT FOOD MART,
Formerly Known as Mor Jackpot Food Mart, at 28210 SE ORIENT
DRIVE, GRESHAM

APPROVED.
In the Matter of a Package Store/Change of Ownership Liquor
License Application Submitted by the Sheriff’s Office with
Recommendation for APPROVAL, for The Chinook Grocery and Gift,
at 2609 NE CORBETT HILL ROAD, CORBETT

APPROVED.

REGULAR AGENDA

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-1

MANAGEMENT SUPPORT

Ten and Fifteen Year Multnomah County Employee Recognition
Presentation (9:30 AM TIME CERTAIN - 30 MINUTES REQUESTED)
. )

AWARDS PRESENTED.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-2

NOTICE OF INTENT Requesting Approval for Multnomah County,
Parks Division -to Apply for a $25,845 Grant from the
Metropolitan Service District for Wetland Enhancement at
Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge

FOLLOWING MOTION BY PAULINE ANDERSON, SECONDED BY
SHARRON KELLEY, ITEM R-2 WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

ORDER in the Matter of the Sale of Property Acquired by
Multnomah County Through the Foreclosure of Liens for
Delinquent Taxes-

FOLLOWING MOTION BY SHARRON KELLEY, SECONDED BY
GARY HANSEN, ITEM R-3 (ORDER 92-159) WAS
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.



ORDER in the Matter of the Sale of County Real Property and
Easement Upon County Real Property at N. Marine Drive and Force
Avenue, Portland, Oregon to the Oregon Department of
Transportation

PUBLIC TESTIMONY HEARD. FOLLOWING MOTION BY GARY
HANSEN, SECONDED BY SHARRON KELLEY, ITEM R-4
(ORDER 92-160) WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

PUBLIC HEARING to Consider the Request by Various Public
Non-Profit Agencies to Transfer the 8 Properties on the
Attached Exhibit A Under the Provisions of Multnomah County
Ordinance No. 672

PUBLIC TESTIMONY HEARD. FOLLOWING MOTION BY
SHARRON KELLEY, SECONDED BY GARY HANSEN, ITEM R-5
(ORDER 92-161) WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Relating
to Animal Control, Creating a Notice of Infraction Procedure,
Expanded Hearing and Appeal Process, and Penalties for
Violations of Animal Control Regulations and Amending Chapter
8.10 of the Multnomah County Code (Continued from Thursday,
July 30, 1992)

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. STAFF PRESENTED AND
EXPLAINED AN AMENDED ORDINANCE. MOTION TO ACCEPT
ORDINANCE REVISIONS AND FOR SUBSTITUTION OF
REVISED ORDINANCE MADE BY RICK BAUMAN, SECONDED BY
SHARRON KELLEY. AMENDED ORDINANCE WAS UNANIMOUSLY
APPROVED. PUBLIC TESTIMONY HEARD. MOTION TO
CONTINUE SECOND READING MADE BY SHARRON KELLEY,
SECONDED BY GARY HANSEN. MOTION TO CONTINUE
SECOND READING WAS UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.
CONTINUED SECOND READING SCHEDULED FOR THURSDAY,
SEPTEMBER 3, 1992.

NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-7

RESOLUTION in the Matter of Developing County Integrated
Community Service Districts and a Family Support System

FOLLOWING MOTION BY SHARRON KELLEY, SECONDED BY
GARY HANSEN, ITEM R-7 (RESOLUTION 92-162) WAS
UNANIMOUSLY APPROVED.



Services; Providing for Administration and Collection;
Dedicating the Revenues to a Special Fund for Library Purposes;
and Related Matters

ORDINANCE READ BY TITLE ONLY. RICH BAUMAN MADE A
MOTION TO AMEND PAGE 2, SECTION C, 3, LINE 16, TO
READ: PROCEEDS FROM TRANSMISSION OR TRANSPORTATION
SERVICES; MOTION SECONDED BY PAULINE ANDERSON.

MOTION WAS APPROVED WITH SHARRON KELLEY AND GARY
HANSEN VOTING NO. PUBLIC TESTIMONY HEARD. RICK
BAUMAN MOVED TO APPROVE AMENDED ORDINANCE,
SECONDED BY PAULINE ANDERSON, ITEM R-8 (ORDINANCE
NO. 731) WAS APPROVED, WITH COMMISSIONER KELLEY

" AND COMMISSIONER HANSEN VOTING NO.

R-8 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Relating
to the Imposition of an Excise Tax on the Provision of Utility

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK
for MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

By

Carrie Anne Parkerson
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MULTNOMAH CounNnTY OREGON

GLADYS McCOY o  CHAIR ¢ 248-3308
OFFICE OF THE BOARD CLERK PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 & 248-5220
SUITE 1510, PORTLAND BUILDING GARY HANSEN e DISTRICT2 e 248-5219
1120 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE RICK BAUMAN e DISTRICT 3 e 248-5217
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 SHARRON KELLEY e DISTRICT 4 e 248-5213
: CLERK'S OFFICE e 248-3277 o 248-5222

AGENDA

MEETINGS OF THE MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

FOR THE WEEK OF
August 24 - 28, 1992

Tuesday, August 25, 1992 - 9:30 AM - Planning Items . . . .Page 2

Tuesday, August 25, 1992_- 11:00 AM - Agenda Review . . . .Page 3
(OR IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING PLANNING)

Thursday, August 27, 1992 - 9:30 AM - Regular Meeting . . .Page 3

Thursday Meetings of the Multnomah County Board of
Commissioners are taped and can be seen at the following times:

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

subscribers

Thursday, 10:00 PM, Channel 49 for Columbia Cable

(Vancouver) subscribers

Friday, 6:00 PM, Channel 22 for Paragon Cable (Multnomah

East) subscribers

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

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES MAY CALL THE OFFICE OF THE BOARD
CLERK AT 248-3277 OR 248-5222 OR MULTNOMAH COUNTY TDD PHONE

248-5040Q0 FOR INFORMATION ON AVAILABLE SERVICES AND ACCESSIBILITY,

-1~
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




Tuesday, August 25, 1992 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

PLANNING ITEMS

The Following Decisions of the Planning and Zoning Hearings
Officer are Reported to the Board for Review and Affirmation:

P-1 CU_ 10-92
SEC 19-92 July 6, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Requested Conditional Use Approval for a
Non-Farm Single Family Dwelling in the EFU Zoning District;
and APPROVE Reguested SEC Permit for the Design and
Location of the Residence and Out-Building, Subject ¢to
Conditions, for Property Located at 33101 NE MERSHON ROAD

p-2 CS_11-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO

CONDITIONS, Community Service Designation for Boundary

Expansion and Building Additions and Site Work, for

Property Located at 11505 SW SUMMERVILLE AVENUE

P-3 CS _12-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Change in Zone Designation from LR-10, FF to
LR-10, FF, C-S, Community Service, to Allow the use of the
Existing Single Family Residence for a "Not for Profit"”
Organization (God’s Kids Caring) , for Property Located at

12920 SE HOLGATE BLVD.

P-4 CS 13-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS, Change in 2one Designation for LR-7 to LR-7,
C-S, Community Service, to Allow Expanded Facilities for
the Lynch Baptist Church, for Property Located at 3130 SE
148TH AVENUE

P-5 CU 13-92
SEC 20-92 ‘. August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS,' Conditional Use Request for Commercial Uses in
the RC District and Requested SEC Permit for Proposed

‘Commercial Uses, for Property Located at 35905-35381 EAST

CROWN POINT HIGHWAY

P-6 CU 15-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS Conditional Use Request to Allow Conversion of a
Single Family Residence to an Insurance Agent'’s Office in
the MR-3 Zoning District, for Property Located at 16521 SE

POWELL BLVD,

P-7 MC 2-92
LD_25-92 August 3, 1992 Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS a Tentative Plan for a Type I Land Division, a
Partition Resulting in Two Lots and Use of Easements as the
Means of Access to the New Lot Instead of Providing

Frontage on a Dedicated Street, for Property Located at

7025 NW SUMMITVIEW COURT

P-8 HDP 3-92a August 3, 1992 Decision DENYING an Appeal of the
Appellant and Upholding the Planning Director Decision,
APPROVING HDP 3-92, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS, a Hillside
Development Permit for Proposed Terracing, Grading and Fill

Work for Property Located at 12040 NW TUALATIN AVENUE
-2-



PRE 3-92 FINAL ORDER in the Matter of the Review of. the
Hearings Officer Decision on PRE 3-92

SEC 6-91a , , : ,
HDP 4-9la Reconsideration of Scope of Review for a Notice
of Review Hearing, Scheduled for September 22, 1992

CU 11-92 HEARING, ON THE RECORD PLUS ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY,
WITH ADDITIONAL TESTIMONY TO BE RESTRICTED TO THE PHYSICAL
CONSTRAINTS OF THE SITE RELATIVE TQO THE PLACEMENT OF THE
DWELLING, 10 MINUTES PER SIDE, in the Matter of an Appeal
of a July 6, 1992 Planning and 2oning Hearings Officer
Decision APPROVING, SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS, Development of a
Non-Resource Related Single Family Dwelling on 7.80 Acre
Lot of Record in the MUF-19, Multiple Use Forest 2Zoning
District, for Property Located at 43640 E LARCH MOUNTAIN
ROAD - 20 MINUTES REQUESTED . :

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE
Amending the Bikeways Plan Map of the Comprehensive
Framework Plan Policy 33C (Continued from August 18,
1992) /

RESOLUTION in the Matter of the Implementétion of the East
Multnomah County Bikeway Plan (Continued from August 18,
1992) (FOR CONSIDERATION WITH BIKEWAYS PLAN MAP ORDINANCE)

Tuesday, August 25, 1992 - 11:00 AM
(*OR IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING PLANNING)

Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602
AGENDA REVIEW

Review of Agenda for Regular Meeting of August 27, 1992

R-7 Regquest *11:00 AM TIME CERTAIN for Review of this Item

Thursday, August 27, 1992 - 9:30 AM
Multnomah County Courthouse, Room 602

REGULAR MEETING

CONSENT CALENDAR

USTICE SERVICES

SHERIFF'S QFFICE

In the Matter of a Package Store/Change of Ownership Liguor
License Application Submitted by the Sheriff’s Office with
Recommendation for APPROVAL, for GILL'S JACKPOT FOOD MART,
Formerly Known as Mor Jackpot Food Mart, at 28210 SE ORIENT
DRIVE, GRESHAM




‘o c-2 In the Matter of a Package Store/Change of Ownership Liquor
License Application Submitted by the Sheriff's Office with

v T Recommendation for APPROVAL, for The Chinook Grocery and
Gift, at 2609 NE CORBETT HILL ROAD, CORBETT

REGULAR AGENDA

NON-DEPARTMENTAL
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT

R-1 Ten and Fifteen Year Multnomah County Employee Recognition
Presentation (9;30 AM TIME CERTAIN - 30 MINUTES REQUESTED)

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

R-2 NOTICE OF INTENT Regquesting Approval for Multnomah County,
Parks Division to Apply for a $25,845 Grant from the
Metropolitan Service District for Wetland Enhancement at
Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge :

ORDER in the Matter of the Sale of Property Acgquired by
Multnomah County Through the Foreclosure of Liens for
Delinquent Taxes '

ORDER in the Matter of the Sale of County Real Property and
Easement Upon County Real Property at N. Marine Drive and
Force Avenue, Portland, Oregon to the Oregon Department of
Transportation

PUBLIC HEARING to Consider the Request by Various Public
Non-Profit Agencies to Transfer the 8 Properties on the
Attached Exhibit A Under the Provisions of Multnomah County
Ordinance No. 672

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE
Relating to Animal Control, Creating a Notice of Infraction
Procedure, Expanded Hearing and Appeal Process, and
Penalties for Violations of Animal Control Regulations and
Amending Chapter 8.10 of the Multnomah County Code
(Continued from Thursday, July 30, 1992)

¢&ﬁd&ﬂﬁl NON-DEPARTMENTAL

R-7 RESOLUTION in the Matter of Developing County Integrated
/j{#gﬂ. Community Service Districts and a Family Support System
R— .

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE

“y/L/ Relating to the Imposition of an Excise Tax on the
y \¢,Provision of Utility Services; Providing for Administration

/H#w and Collection; Dedicating the Revenues to a Special Fund
for Library Purposes; and Related Matters

0202C/36-39
cap




DATE SUBMITTED: August 13, 1992 (For Clerk's i .
Meeting Date wﬁf@ 2711992
Agenda No. -/

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: LIQUOR LICENSE

Informal Only* Formal Only

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Sheriff's Office DIVISION
CONTACT Sergeant Kathy Ferrell _ TELEPHONE 251-2431

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Sergeant Kathy Ferrell

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

Attached is the package store/change of ownership liquor license
application for Gill's Jackpot Food Mart, formerly known as Mor Jackpot
Food Mart, at 28210 SE Orient Drive, Gresham, Oregon 97080. The
applicants, Harjinder and Sukhwinder Gill, have no criminal record, and a
check with Assessment and Taxation found no taxes owed on this account.

ACTION REQUESTED:

- (__)INFORMATION ONLY (__)PRELIMINARY APPROVAL (__)POLICY DIRECTION .(xx)APPROVAL

= (44
- [)

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA __ Consent Agenda - =S P
IMPACT : 93 %
PERSONNEL Lia‘ ;
(__) FISCAL/BUDGETARY ‘%3 ~
(__) GENERAL FUND T I
Other
SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, OR COUNTY COMMISSIONER:
BUDGET / PERSONNEL /

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, Etc.)

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

KF/1sm/902-AINT

Aok By o Sl ¥ G253



T \i
o
S u\’)/ STATE OF OREGON Return To:
=

APPLICATION OREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION

GENERAL INFORMATION

A non-refundable processing'fee is assessed when you submit this completed form to the Commission (except for Druggist and Health Care Facility
Licenses). The filing of this application does not commit the Commission to the granting of the license for which you are applying nor does it permit you
to operate the business name_d below.

(THIS SPACE IS FOR OLCC OFFICE USE) (THIS SPACE IS FOR CITY OR COUNTY USE)
Application is being made for: NOTICE TO CITIES AND COUNTIES: Do not consider this applica-
[J DISPENSER, CLASS A [J Add Partner tion unless it has been stamped and signed at the left by an OLCC
[0 DISPENSER, CLASS B (] Additional Privilege representative.
(O DISPENSER, CLASS C (0 ¢change Location
' T ITY NCIL NTY
I PACKAGE STORE — &7 %hange wmeronio HE CITY COUNCIL, COUNTY COMMISSION, OR COUNTY
(0 RESTAURANT [J Change of Privilege COURT OF Mul tnomah County
0J RETAIL MALT BEVERAGE [ Greater Privilege (Name of City or County)
[] SEASONAL DISPENSER [ Lesser Privilege RECOMMENDS THAT THIS LICENSE BE: GRANTED __ X
[J WHOLESALE MALT (] New Outlet _ _
' 'BEVERAGE & WINE X other ./ €  DENIED __
L WINERY ERCATION RECTIVED pate_/QBust 27, 1992 |
g Ul o010,
{ocspt #2787 et e raan BY L
#37.5° KA 20 1897 7 Siorau

TITLE Multn{é ah County (hair
v U

OREGON LIQUCR CORTROL COMISSSION

. REGULATORY DIvISION

CAUTION: If your operation of this business depends on your receiving a liquor license, OLCC cautions you not to purchase, remodel, or

. Willyou have a manager: Yes

start construction until your license is granted.

. Name of Corporation, Partnefship, or Individual Applicants:

Ny L Tk Gl o) SUpIISIPe (G Ld
3) 4)
5)

6)
(EACH PERSON LISTED ABOVE MUST FILE AN INDIVIDUAL HISTORY AND A FINANCIAL STATEMENT)

. Present Trade Name ﬁ7 ol JutilnT Lomid AT

. NewTradeName __Giit"(  Jakdn T Foer  o1a2T Year filed ZAARs 4 n
) ) ) with Corporation Commissioner
. Premises address __ £20/0 Ofir7 . S L G ELHA P CEEC .7 G700
(Number, Street, Rural Route) (City) (County) (State) (Zip)
. Business mailing address SA21E AL ApelE
(P.O. Box, Number, Street, Rural Route) (City) (State) (Zip)
. Was premises previously licensed by OLCC? Yes_\_ No Year L5 50
If yes, to whom: Type of license: ﬂg - F

No Name

{Manager must fill out individual History)

. Will anyone else not signing this application share in the ownership or receive a percentage of profits or bonus from the

’ business? Yes No ~
10. What is the local governing body where your premises is located? T AVEY Vd
{Name of City or County)
11. OLCC representative making investigation may contact: HART DL (il e
9900 - SE [ and o5 g2k (#) 659- 0/ 53 (Y (3-2931
(Address) CW M AS, 0 K 770/ ;_ (Tel. No. — home, baginess, message)

CAUTION: The Administrator of the Oregon Liquor Control Commission must be notified if you are contacted by anybody offering to

influence the Commission on your behalf.

DATE _2 5-0~- 32

Applicant(s) Signature 1) _&glwblé - 4_/14/
(In case of corporation, duly

authorized officer thereof) 2) 6'\/\ Klu ot hCiQ’/( G/(:i/(

3)
~
4)
5)
Original —
Local Government 6)

Formi R4G45-480 (3-90y




DATE SUBMITTED: August 13, 1992 (For Clerk's
Meeting Date sz 71992
Agenda No. -2

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

Subject: LIQUOR LICENSE

Informal Only* Formal Only

(Date) (Date)
DEPARTMENT Sheriff's Office ' DIVISION
CONTACT Sergeant Kathy Ferrell TELEPHONE 251-243]

*NAME(s) OF PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Sergeant Kathy Ferrell

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

Attached is the package store/change of ownership liquor license
application for The Chinook Grocery and Gift at 2609 NE Corbett Hill Road,
Corbett, Oregon 97019. The applicants, T. R. and Renee North, have no
criminal record, and a check with Assessment and Taxation shows no taxes
owed on this account.

ACTION REQUESTED:
(__)INFORMATION ONLY (__)PRELIMINARY APPROVAL (__)POLICY DIRECTION (xx)APPROVAL
INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA Consent Agenda

IMPACT:
PERSONNEL
(__) FISCAL/BUDGETARY
(__) GENERAL FUND
Other

SIGNATURES:
DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, OR COUNTY COMMISSIONER:

BUDGET / PERSONNEL /

COUNTY COUNSEL (Ordinances, Resolutions, Agreements, Contracts)

OTHER

(Purchasing, Facilities Management, Etc.)

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

Lt H sm/.9027—él% / M G-




8‘ Jy

oV

0

'@tf STATE OF OREGON Return To:

/,)

APPLICATION OREGON LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION

GENERAL INFORMATION

A non-refundable processing fee is assessed when you submit this completed form to the Commission {(except for Druggist and Health Care Facility
Licenses). The filing of this application does not commit the Commission to the granting of the license for which you are applying nor does it permit you
to operate the business named below.

(THIS SPACE IS FOR OLCC OFFICE USE) (THIS SPACE IS FOR CITY OR COUNTY USE)
Application is being made for: NOTICE TO CITIES AND COUNTIES: Do not consider this applica-
[] DISPENSER, CLASS A (J Add Partner tion unless it has been stamped and signed at the left by an OLCC
[} DISPENSER, CLASS B [J Additional Privilege representative.
(] DISPENSER, CLASS C (] change Location

' THE CITY COUNCIL, COUNTY COMMISSION, OR COUNTY
g/PACKAGE STORE [X change Ownership OMMIS ut
RESTAURANT [J change of Privilege COURT OF Multnomah County
[J RETAIL MALT BEVERAGE [] Greater Privilege (Name of City or County)
[J SEASONAL DISPENSER O Lesser Privilege ' RECOMMENDS THAT THIS LICENSE BE: GRANTED _ X
[0 WHOLESALE MALT O New Og’tlet
' ’ : ] A 1ICA Lo Yoy o . )
. BEVERAGE & WINE O othe*PPLICATION RECE DENIED
WINERY 63 2_2 ) DATE A S} ZZL 1&&2
OTHER: , /{
THT
\ s |, ,;%W o
= ONL'QUUP (Signature)
' L) CONTROL oy,
/{ Q * REGy ULATORY iy Q.'m'; isssipnmiTLe _ Multno County Ch{lj L

CAUTION. If your operation of this business depends on your receiving a liquor license, OL.CC cautions you not to purchase, remodel, or
start construction until your license is granted.

1. Name of Corporation, Partnership, or Individual Applicants:
y T K N ot o 2)
. — .
Revee T Neortrf a)

5) 6)
EACH PERSON LISTED-ABOVE MUST FILE AN INDIVIDUAL HISTORY AND A FINANCIAL STATEMENT)

2. Present Trade Name \’\ W\) oo K fZ—OCéN 4"61 r"r-
3. New Trade Name <¢HMF Year filed /‘/ '

with Corporation Commissioner

4. Premises address (Q\(ﬁm N/*‘ C?QYE#)J //& C)“’L&?’L' m;/f Oféa/)/\ ?70[9

(Number, Street, Rural Route) (City) {County) (Statey (Zip)
5. Business mailing address SANE.
(P.O. Box, Number, Street, Rural Route) (City) {State) (Zip)
6. Was premises previously licensed bt OLCC? Yes D@ No Year [ CE ??/ _
§ ~
7. If yes, to whom: wl\ JIA:W\ f\ﬂnQ'Ht-L Type of license: ?S

8. Willyou have a manager: Yes

No _A Name

9. Will anyone else not signini zis application share in the ownership or receive a percentage of profits or bonus from the
business? Yes No

10. What is the local governing body where your premises is located? y\’{ i {’“JOMM\ ()OTMU‘—{LI

{Manager must fill out Individual History)

. q\ (Name of City or Cour'ty)
11. OLCC representative making investigation may contact: 21 ‘6‘6 )\ l’) H’I_,

(Name)
&l/)@ Ot (\ﬁd \\) Qc& (:)\bv"i(\_ QDC\ &f)(/l : lajf‘.;'leo‘/D #m‘)
ress e 0. — home usiness, message

CAUTION: The Administrator of the Oregon Liquor Control Commission must be notified if you are contacted by anybody offering to

influence the Commission on your behalf.

Applicant(s) Signature 1) ﬂ%&
(In case pf corpgration, duly ) . }\\J)M
authorized officer thereof) 2) (i r e

DATE [p’!q"ciq/

3)
4 _
5)
Original —
Local Government B6)

Form 84545-480 (3-90)



Meeting Date AUG 2 7 1992

Agenda No.: K-l

(Above space for Clerk's Office Use)

oooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooooo

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT: _ Notice of Intent - Metro Greenspaces Grant Program
BCC Informal August 25, 1992 BCC Formal August 27, 1992
(date) (date)
DEPARTMENT_Environmental Services DIVISION _Parks Division
CONTACT Charies Ciecko/Dan Kromer TELEPHONE 248-5050

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION __Charies Ciecko or Dan Kromer

ACTION REQUESTED:
/_/  INFORMATIONAL ONLY /_/  POLICY DIRECTION

IX/  APPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: _5 minutes

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: YES

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested, as well as
personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Notice of Intent to apply for a $25,845 grant from the Metropolitan Service
District for Wetland Enhancement at Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge. The funding for
this project is from METRO's Greenspace Program. The 50 percent match requirement
for this grant by the County will be a combination of in-kind and hard-match
money. The components of the grant proposal are recommended management actions
from the Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge Management Plan adopted by the Bdard‘fh

7'“'

ZZ €=
(If space is inadequate, please use other side) gg@; f:
mi.
SIGNATURES: 8r .. F
o =
ELECTED OFFICIAL £ = i
or e

DEPARTMENT MANAGER c:e<5 é—_: M

(A11 accompanying docu ts must have required signatures)
3706V/4933p




APPENDIX A
DATE: August 25, 1992

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

DEPARTMENT AND CONTACT PERSON: Charles Ciecko/Dan Kromer, Parks Services Div.
GRANTOR AGENCY: Metropolitan Service District

BEGINNING DATE OF GRANT: September 30, 1992

PROJECT TITLE: Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge Enhancement Project

PROJECT DESCRIPTION/GOALS:

This grant proposal is for funding through the Metropolitan Service District's
Greenspace Program for wetland enhancement at Beggars Tick Wildlife Refuge.

The project will entail the removal of unwanted fill material at the southeast
end of the refuge along with planting native species in and around the
excavation site. The proposal also calls for fencing, trail and viewpoint,
construction and development of a small parking area.

Direct/Indirect
PROJECT ESTIMATED BUDGET
FEDERAL SHARE: $ 25.845

/
STATE SHARE: $ /
COUNTY SHARE: § 26,154 /

TOTAL:  $ 51,999 /

EXPLANATION OF LOCAL SHARE: (Explain indirect costs, hard—métch, in-kind, etc.)

County share will be a combination of hard-match currently included in the
92-93 Budget and in-kind from volunteers and budgeted staff time.

SPECIFY REPORTING AND/OR BILLING REQUIREMENTS OF GRANTOR AND WHO REPORTS
FINANCE DEPARTMENT XX . IF DEPT. REPORTS, INDICATE
REASON.

GRANT DURATION AND FUTURE RATIO: (Indicate amount of county match per year.)

One-time allocation

ADVANCE REQUESTED XX YES NO. IF NOT, INDICATE REASON.

RECEIPT OF FUNDS WILL BE DEPOSITED TO PO BOX OR WIRED DIRECTLY
IF NOT, INDICATE REASON.

0935p

4933p



TOTAL

(Use appropriate County
classification with yearly
costs.)

EXPLAIN MATERIALS AND SERVICES AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES WITH TOTAL DOLLAR
AMOUNTS

$26,154 from the 92-93 Parks Budget will be used to match this project.
Appropriations will be spent on materials and contracted services.

COMMENTS

GRANT MANAGER

Signature
BUDGET DIVISION %
Locpirwe 85,
Signature Date
FINANCE DIVISION | %/ g /
GH s o 5/ /572
Signature
PERSONNEL DIVISION Oéﬂ
/ﬁ/kﬁé;ZCZj{;aZAfi/V~4éiézk4’ E;l"/ﬁéz—é?'2—~
: Signature ate

DEPARTMENT DIRECTOR

ST§hafure//ﬁ Date

0935p/4933p APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY

BOARD OF GOMMISSIONERS
AG X 02 DAT, 22
L 6 K—*

4933p BOARD CLERK



1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Beggars-Tick Wildlife Refuge is a twenty-acre wetland which has been designated as the first
Portland metropolitan wildiife refuge. Located in Southeast Portland (Multnomah County,
Township 1S, Range 2E and Section 15 ) within the 100 year floodplain of Johnson Creek, it is
bounded on the east by S. E. 111th Ave; on the south by the former Portland Traction Company
Belrose Line, now referred to as the Springwater Trail; on the west by various industrial
businesses; and on the north by residential and light industrial properties. See attached map.

Beggars-Tick Marsh was purchased in the 1960s by Muitnomah County along with several
other pieces of land for flood control. The proposed flood control district, however, was never
formed. In 1983, the Army Corps of Engineers and the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
notified the County that Beggars-Tick Marsh possessed unique wetland and wildlife habitat
values. The area then came under the umbrella of the Clean Water Act and other federal and
state legislation which defined land use. Subsequently, Beggars-Tick Marsh was designated as
open space placed under a Significant Environmental Concern Overlay, and zoned Urban Low
Density Residential.

The project proposal is for the enhancement of the twenty acre wetland site, provision of
limited pedestrian access for wetland viewing and education and protection from vehicular
access. :

Subjected to previous off-road vehicle activity and dumping of construction debris such as
boulders, gypsum board, small to large chunks of concrete and asphalt along the south,
southwest and northeast perimeter, the site is proposed to be enhanced by recontouring the area
to restore the wetland areas to their previous condition and filling upland areas to create
viewing points. A five foot wide bark and/or gravel trail on the northeast corner and along the
southern perimeter will provide limited pedestrian access to the area for wetland and wildlife
viewing. A fence will be installed along the southern perimeter and a portion of the eastern
perimeter to prevent vehicular access. Native wetland and upland vegetation will be planted in
the disturbed areas. A trailhead with gravel parking lot and entrance sign identifying the Refuge
is proposed at the southeast corner of the project. Boundary signs will be installed aiso
identifying the Refuge. Additional signs within the Refuge will include rules for the use of the
Refuge and educational information.

The project is consistent with the objectives of the Metropolitan Greenspace Program by
proposing enhancement of the wetland to its previous condition that would not be possible
without sufficient funds, providing limited pedestrian access to increase public awareness of an
urban wetland area while protecting the site from vehicular access, and using the assistance of
other agencies and volunteer groups to help in the planting and maintenance of native plant
materials. The project also achieves the Parks Services Division's mission of acting as an
advocate for the protection and preservation of natural areas and open space in the Metropolitan
area.

Development of limited ~access to the Refuge will provide an opportunity to increase public
awareness and appreciation of wetland habitats, the uniqueness of. this particular area and its
importance in the urban setting. Signage at the entrance will provide wetland interpetive
information and will also include information about the Metropoiitan Greenspace Program.
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2. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

The topography of the project site is relatively flat at approximately 210 feet above sea level.
The south, southwest and northeast perimeter of the refuge site has been filled elevating these
areas five to eight feet.

The Refuge, located within the 100 year floodplain of Johnson Creek, is approximately 20.5
acres of marsh and uplands. It has five major habitat types: 1. Scrub/Shrub Wetland,

2. Filled/Disturbed, 3. Emergent Wetland, 4. Forested Wetland and §. Year Round Open
Water.

White settlers attracted to the area by the water source of Johnson Creek, its tributaries, and
the availability of game animals developed the area for agriculture. By the mid-1940s the area
was urbanized to approximately the extent it is today. Use of the refuge site for agriculture
ceased somewhere between 1963 and 1984. Past and ongoing changes in the general area of the
Refuge continue to influence the value of Beggars-Tick as a functioning wetiand for flood control
and wildlife habitat.

There are four water sources for the Refuge-a perennial channelized stream which originates
about 3,000 feet east of the refuge, storm water run-off that enters the refuge by several
means including two culverts on 111th Avenue, direct rainfall and groundwater movement
through native soils and fills. The stream, which originates on the former Zenger dairy farm is
the major water source for the refuge providing approximately 70% of total inflows into the
marsh. :

Beggars-Tick Refuge lies in a watershed generally defined by Powell Butte to the east; Kelly
Butte to the northwest; an unnamed hillcrest to the southwest; an extension of this unnamed
hillcrest and Foster Road to the south; and a weak topographic divide to the northeast. Water
drains from northeast to southwest generally following the toprographic divides in the
watershed. However, both surface and groundwater may cross those divides. The watershed
has been historically subject to flooding from Johnson Creek.

The hydrologic functions of this watershed have been greatly changed by land development.
Wetlands within this watershed have been filled thereby decreasing the flood storage volume of
the watershed and increasing the effects of flooding. Beggars-Tick Refuge functions as a storm
water retention area to a greater degree now than historically due to the loss of other wetlands.

The varied habitat within the Refuge allows a wide range of vegetation. This includes willow and
black hawthorn thickets. The fill area off 111th supports wild carrot, bull thistle, canada
thistle, sweet fennel, chicory, everlasting pea, fireweed, teasel, bindweed, bedstraw,

buttercup, white clover, red clover, Klamath weed, curly dock, Himalyan blackberry,
evergreeen blackberry, vetch, and scotch broom. Tree species include black cottonwood, black
locust and willows. Shrub-scrub marsh areas include Beggars-tick, Douglas spirea, rose, reed
canarygrass, soft rush, creeping bent grass, pale jewelweed, cattail, smartweed, duckweed and
duckweed fern. '

Waterfowl include mallard, american wigeon, northern pintail, green-winged teal, northern



shoveler and bufflehead. Passerines include song sparrow, black-capped chickadee, rufous-
sided towhee, common bushtit, american robin, cedar waxwing and pine siskin. Great blue
heron, green-backed heron and belted kingfisher, barn and violet-green sparrows housefinches
and american goldfinches , rufous hummingbirds, yellow, nashvilie, bilack-throated, gray,
yellow-rumped and orange warblers, marsh wrens, redwinged blackbirds, rails, ring-necked
pheasant are also present. Sharp-shinned hawks have been observed hunting in the area.

There is a large and diverse insect population including at least six species of dragon-flies and
three different damselflies.

Muskrat regularly den on the site. Gambusia Affinis is the only fish species currently known to
exist at Beggars-Tick which was introduced to the Refuge for mosquito control.

The south, southWest and northeast perimeter of the refuge site has been used as a construction
dump site and is filled with boulders, gypsum board, small to large chunks of concrete and
asphalt, dump deposts of wasted asphalt and other domestic wastes such as tires and giass.

The Refuge is bounded on the east by S. E. 111th Ave; on the south by the former Portland
Traction Company Belrose Line, now referred to as the Springwater Trail; on the west by
various industrial businesses; and on the north by residential and light industrial properties.
Squeezed by development from all sides, Beggars-Tick is a rediscovered wetland. Its varied and
rich habitat provides a unique wetland and wildlife experience within the metropofiitan area.

The Refuge is designated as open space placed under a Significant Environmental Concern
Overlay, and zoned Urban Low Density Residential. County ownership and its wildlife refuge
designation guarantees protection of the project site.

Muttnomah County Parks Services Division has assumed the long term management of the Refuge
and maintenance of its environmental integrity utilizing volunteer resources where possible.
(See attached Management Plan). The David Douglas High Schootl Ecology Club has adopted the
Refuge for its local project area and is helping with the clean up of garbage that has been
illegally dumped and will be installing proposed native plant materials.

Environmental impacts on the project:

1. Land use - The site has been designated as a wildlife refuge. Limited pedestriad access
will be provided for wildlife viewing and education. ’

2. Wildlife habitat will be enhanced as fill areas are recontoured to increase
wetland areas.

3. Native trees, shrubs and grasses will be planted in the disturbed areas.

4. Recontouring will remove construction debris from the wetland area and planting atlong
the banks will control erosion.

5. Mineral Resources-N/A




Water quality will be enhanced with the increase of wetland areas.

Water resources, hydrology and enhanced stormwater detention capacity will be
enhanced with the increase of wetland areas.

Histroic and Archaeological Resources-N/A

Transportation Access - N/A



> %ﬁﬂww )

2 foed Fird g5

AUG 13 ggg?

/ ':;.« ‘O hn UUNTY OR

%MW %0




DATE SUBMITTED . (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date AUGB 2 7 1997
Agenda No. £2\3

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

SUBJECT: PUBLIC SALE

Formal only

Informal only*
DEPARTMENT ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES . DIVISION PROPERTY MANAGEMENT .
CONTACT BOB OBERST . TELEPHONE 248-3851 .

*NAME (S) OR PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD__LARRY BAXTER
and

BRIEF SUMMARY: Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable,
clear statement of rationale for the action requested.
] PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL

{ ] INFORMATION ONLY [
6 are tax foreclosed

Request approval for a public sale of 9 parcels of land
and 3 are road fund properties.

> X
INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA__5 MINUTES . = 8
i -
IMPACT: ggéi s =
PERSONNEL gg:: oo =
o - D e
(X) FISCAL/BUDGETARY gg = 3™
= & 2
[X] General Fund i
oo
(X] Other Tax Title Fund .
SIGNATURES:
OFFICIAL, OR COUNTY COMMISSIONER
~_/ ///

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED

BUDGET /PERSONNEL :
COUNTY COUNSEL: (Ordinances,Resolutions,Agreements, Contract.€2Lb!l(A/UrJJu}b

FACILITIES MANAGEMENT @L LDkA};’
Facilities Management, etc)

OTHER:
(Purchasing,
state situation requiring emergency

If requesting unanimous consent,

G2 -45 Gl EWese) Hatlts.
A/@a/@/ﬂﬁu A A e




BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Sale of
Property Acquired by Multnomah
County Through the Foreclosure
of Liens for Delinquent Taxes )

)
; ORDER 92-159

It appearing that various roperties on yvhich liens for delinquent taxes were foreclosed have
been deeded to Multnomah County and it is for the best interest of the County to offer said
properties at a public sale in accordance with the provisions of ORS 275.110;

TERMS--20% DOWN ON THE DAY OF SALE BALANCE DUE WITHIN 20 DAYS

Now, therefore, it is hereby ORDERED that the Sheriff be, and he hereby is, directed to
offer at public sale, in accordance with ORS 275.120 through 275.190, the properties described

in the following list for not less than the minimum price set below the description of said
properties in said list; which list of properties, market values and minimum prices follows:

1. LEGAL DESCRIPTION GOODHUE PARK LOTS 485, BLOCK 6 33280-0950
PROPERTY LOCATION 8008 SE ALDER ST.
Market Value: $57,100.00 Minimum Bid:$29,000.00
2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION LAMARGENT PK PLAT 2 TAXLOT#8 OF LOT 21 46620-6340
PROPERTY LOCATION 12952 SE Foster Rd
Market Value: $40,300.00 Minimum Bid:$30,000.00
3. LEGAL DESCRIPTION NEWELL PK EXCEPT PART IN STREET LOT 8, BLOCK 14; 60180-5980
NEWELL PK EXCEPT PART IN FAIRVIEW AVE LOT 9, BLOCK 14 /6020
PROPERTY LOCATION Two adjoining vacant lots East of 22050 NE Couch St.
Market Value:$37,400.00 Minimum Bid: $30.000.00
4. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WOODLAWN TERRACE CONDOMINIUM LOT 15 92630-0290
PROPERTY LOCATION 6939 NE Grand Ave. #15
Market Value: $6,000.00 Minimum Bid: $4,000.00
5. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WOODLAWN TERRACE CONDOMINIUM LOT 19 92630-0370
PROPERTY LOCATION 6939 NE Grand Ave. #19
Market value: $6,000.00 Minimum Bid: $4,000.00
6. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WOODLAWN TERRACE CONDOMINIUM LOT 20 92630-0390
PROPERTY LOCATION 6939 NE Grand Ave. #20
' Market Value: $6,000.00 Minimum Bid: $4,000.00
7. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WOODLAWN TERRACE CONDOMINIUM LOT 22 92630-0430
PROPERTY LOCATION 6939 NE Grand Ave #22
Market Value: $6,000.000 Minimum Bid: $4,000.00
8. LEGAL DESCRIPTION WOODLAWN TERRACE CONDOMINIUM LOT 23 92630-0450

PROPERTY LOCATION

6939 NE Grand Ave #23
Market Value: $6,000.00 Minimum Bid: $4,000.00
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M'evetinrg D'z'ite:' AUG 2 7 1992
Agenda No.: 26; y/

(Above space for Clerk's Office Usé)

- - - -

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items) '

Conveyance of land and easement to Oregon Dept. of Transportation
SUBJECT:  for widening of N. Marine Drive.

BCC Informal BCC Formal

(date) (3ate)
DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIvIsIon Facilities & Property Mgmt

coNTacT Bob Oberst TELEPHONE 248-3851

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Bob Oberst

ACTION REQUESTED:

[ ] INFORMATIONAL ONLY (] poL1CY DIRECTION (X 1 APPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 10 minutes

CHECK IF YOU RBQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN: X

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested,
as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

It is proposed to gonvey: to ODOT 0.51 acres of .land, 0.36 acre of permanent
easement and 0.403 acrejof temporary easement for the construction of improvements
to N. Marine Drive, a bike path and, related facilities in the vicinity of Expo.
The consideration of $95,000. to be paid for these conveyances is consistent

with the value thereof according to an independent appraisal done for Multnomah
County.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Sale of County

Real Property and Easements Upon ORDER
Drive and Force Avenue, Portland, # 92-160

Oregon to the Oregon Department of

)
)
County Real Property at N. Marine )
)
)
Transportation. )

It appearing that the State of Oregon Department of Transportation
intends to construct a widening and other improvements to N. Marine
Drive and to construct a bike path on the north side of N. Marine
Drive and that Multnomah County owns real property located at this
site, commonly referred to as the EXPO site; and

It appearing that the State needs to acquire 0.51 acre of land,
0.36 acre of permanent easement and 0.403 acre of temporary
easement in said real property for construction of said
improvements; and

It appearing that the State of Oregon Department of Transportation
has requested the REAL ESTATE OPTION which is before the Board this
day to acquire said land and to pay to Multnomah County for the
land to be acquired and landscaping improvements thereon the sum of
$95,000.00; and

It appearing that the sum of $95,000.00 is equal to market value of
the land to be conveyed and the landscaping improvements thereon
and that the use of the property commonly referred to as the EXPO
site will not be further adversely affected; and

It appearing that the conveyance of said real property and
easements to the State will benefit Multnomah County and the Board
being fully advised in the matter:

It is.-ORDERED that Multnomah County execute the REAL ESTATE OPTION
andsany other documents required for completlon of this conveyance

'and .that- the County Chair be, and she is hereby, authorized and

,\dlrected to’ execute the same on behalf of Multnomah County.
N “\‘, ;',\

uDétedﬂthls 27thday of August | 1992.
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REVIEWED BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

LAURENCE KRESSEL COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR“MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
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Gladys NﬁCoy, Chair
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h
e File No : 6120007

) - REAIL, ESTATE OPTION -
Fed. Aid No: 1X-9962(2)

Grantor Multnomah County ' Address C/0O Bob Oberst, Property Manager
2505 SE 11th Avenue

Grantor. Address Portland, OR 97202

Section N. Portland Rd. - I-5 Highway Swift

County Multnomah Purpose Right of Way

IN CONSIDERATION of the offer to the undersigned for the hereinafter described property,
the undersigned hereby gives and grant to the State of Oregon, by and through its
Department of Transportation, upon the terms and conditions hereinafter stated, the option
to purchase the property described on Exhibit "A" attached, bearing the date of

5-28-91 and covering 7 parcels, subject to special provisions contained in
Exhibit(s) B, C, & D attached and by this agreement made a part of this option.

The Oregon Transportation Commission shall have the irrevocable right, at any time, within
six (6) ***x%** months from the date hereof, to accept this option, The person(s) who
have executed the option acknowledge that the signing and delivering of a deed at the same
time the option was executed, does not constitute acceptance by the State of the deed and
that the acceptance by the State of the deed is conditioned on the clearing of the title
satisfactory to the State and acceptance of the option by the State.

The undersigned, hereinafter referred to as "Grantors," agree to deliver to the State of
Oregon, by and through its Department- of Transportation, hereinafter referred. to as
"State," a warranty deed to said property, CONVEYING A GOOD AND MERCHANTABLE TITLE THERETO
FREE FROM ALL OUTSTANDING LIENS AND ENCUMBRANCES, INCLUDING UNPAID AND DEFERRED REAL
PROPERTY TAXES, AND FREE FROM ALL RIGHTS OF LESSEES, TENANTS, AND OTHER PERSONS CLAIMING
ANY RIGHTS IN OR TO SAID PROPERTY. The conveyances shall include all buildings, fixtures
and crops located on said property as well as appurtenances thereto (except for the items
herein reserved by Grantors). Grantors further agree not to sell or encumber said property

during the term of this option.

Upon delivery of said deed and the clearing of title satisfactory to State, Grantors, in
the usual course and through the usual channels of auditing claims against State, shall
be paid the sum of ($ 95,000.00 ) NINTY FIVE THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS (Less $0.00
for items as listed on Exhibit(s) NJ/A as full payment of the purchase thereot.
Grantors are entitled to receive payment, less any deposits and allowances as listed on
exhibits before State takes possession of the property.

Grantors shall surrender possession of the property upon payment from the State. Written
notice to vacate the property will not be required.

Grantors do not have to provide title insurance. State will pay all recording charges for
documents required to vest clear title in State; and prorate taxes as of the date of
possession or transfer of title, whichever is earlier.

Grantors acknowledge all items of damages, all sums of money to be paid, and all things
to be done by State are in this option. Grantors agree, the consideration recited herein
is just compensation for the optioned property, including any and all damages to Grantors
remaining property, if any, which may result from the acquisition or use of said property
and the construction or improvement of the highway. All claims for damages, injury or loss
on account of failure to close this option are hereby expressly waived. .

~NOTICE: BEFORE SIGNING THIS OPTION BE SURE ALL OBLIGATIONS, INCLUDING THOSE YOU EXPECT
STATE TO PERFORM, ARE SET OUT IN THIS OPTION AND THAT YOU FULLY UNDERSTAND ALL OF THE TERMS

OF THIS OPTION.

Dated this 27th day August , 1992
' jj ;;UZZ:’I Multnomah County Chair
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734-3303 (11-90)
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STATE FILE 6120007
EXHIBIT "A" PARCEL 1

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
STREET DEDICATION FOR TLS, (RIGHT) 33 2N 1lE

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
"described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

3

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in- deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line and its southerly projection South
24°55'31" West 88.2 feet to the southwesterly right-of-way line of
North Portland Road (a.k.a. North Marine Drive); thence tracing
said southwesterly right—-of-way line South 65°04/29" East 6.31 feet
to the southeasterly right-of-way line of Force Avenue and the TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING: thence tracing said southwesterly right-of-way
line of North Portland Road with said line being common with the
- northeasterly line of said Parcel ‘I described in said deed to
Multnomah County South 65°04’/29" East 1044.43 feet to the
southeasterly 1line of said Parcel I; thence 1leaving said’
southwesterly right—-of-way line of North Portland Road and tracing
said southeasterly line of Parcel I South 24°55'31" West 27.79
feet; thence leaving said southeasterly line North 65°07/45" West
10.43 feet to a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a
5,039.00 foot radius curve to the right through a central angle of
01°40’01" an arc distance of 146.60 feet (the long chord bears
North 64°14’11" West 146.60 feet) to a point of tangency; thence
North 63°24’11" West 723.64 feet to a point of curvature; thence
tracing the arc of a 594.00 foot radius curve to the left through
a central angle of 12°32’44" an arc.length of 130.06 feet (the long
chord bears North 69°40/33" West 129.80 feet) to a point of
compound curvature; thence tracing a 44.00 foot radius curve to the
left through a central angle of 22°21/42" an arc length of 17.17
feet (the long chord bears North 87°07’/45" West 17.06 feet); thence
South 12°13710" East 6.02 feet; thence South 77°46’'50" West 6.00
feet; thence North 12°13’10" West 6.02 feet to a point of non-
tangent curvature (the radial center bears South 16°07/45" East);
thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius curve to the left
through a central angle of 10°21/48" an arc length of 7.96 feet
(the long chord bears South 68°41/21" West 7.95 feet) to a point of
non—-tangency; thence South 34°19747" East 6.07 feet; thence South
55°40713" West 12.00 feet; thence North 34°19/47" West 6.07 feet to
a point of non-tangent curvature (the radial center bears South
42°10/02" East); thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius
curve to the left through a central angle of 10°40/07" an .arc
length of 8.19 feet (the long chord bears South 42°29’/54" West 8.18
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 1

STREET DEDICATION FOR TL5
Page 2

feet) to a point of cusp on the southeasterly right-of-way line of
Force Avenue; thence tracing said southeasterly right—of-way line
North 24°55/31" East 48.84 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 17,118 square feet or 0.39 acres more or less.

OCTOBER 28, 1991
TL5S33.DOC




N

STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 2

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR |
RIGHT-OF-WAY TAKE FOR TLS5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1E

- A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land

described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded Aucust
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Reccrds
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particulary described as follows

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 1ll; thence
tracing said northwesterly line South 24°55/31" West 28.2 feet to
the northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.
North Marine Drive) and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
retracing said northwesterly line North 24°55’/31" East 16.67 feet;
thence leaving said northwesterly line and tracing the arc of a
5,038.00 foot radius curve to the right (the radius point bears
South 25°35/12" West) through a central angle of 01°00/48" an arc
distance of 89.12 feet (the long chord bears South 63°54/35" East

1 89.12 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 63°24/11" East

509.25 feet to said northeasterly right-of-way line of said North
Portland Road; thence tracing said northeasterly right-of-way line
North 65°04729" West 598.13 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 5,197 square feet or 0.12 acres more or less.

May 28, 1991
TL5N33.D0OC
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 3

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
BIKE PATH EASEMENT FOR TLS5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1E

PERMANENT EASEMENT

A strip of land 14.00 feet in width lying 7.00 feet each- side of the
centerline and being a portion of that certain tract of land described
as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August 9, 1965 in
Book 353 Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records and located
within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of the Willamette
Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, Oregon and with
the centerline of said strip of land more particularly described as
follows

Commencing -at the intersection of the northwesterly property line of
said tract described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded
August 9, 1965 in Multnomah County Deed Records and the existing
northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a. North
Marine Drive); thence tracing said northwesterly property line North
24°55731" East 85.60 feet--to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING and the
centerline of the strip of land to be described: thence leaving said
northwesterly property line South 67°51/15" East 21.16 feet to a point
of curvature; thence along the arc of a 600.00 foot radius curve to
the right through a central angle of 1°51/20" an arc distance of 19.43
feet (the long chord bears South 66°55/35" East-19.43 feet) to a point
of tangency; thence South 65°59/55" East 692.24 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along the arc of a 250.00 foot radius curve to the
right through a central angle of 21°40’/57" an arc distance of 94.61
feet (the long chord bears South 55°09/27" East 94.04 feet) to a point
of tangency; thence South 44°18’59" East 205.23 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along the arc of a 250.00 foot radius curve to the
left through a central angle of 6°24/25" an arc distance of 27.96 feet
(the long chord bears South 47°31711" East 27.94 feet) to the
southeasterly property line of said tract and the terminus of the
14.00 foot wide strip of land herein described, the side lines of said
14.00 foot wide strip of land to be extended or shortened to commence
at and terminate at the property lines of said tract.

Containing 13,964 square feet or 0.32 acres more or less.

—— May 28, 1991
REGISTERSS BIKETLS5.DOC
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 4

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
STORM DRAINAGE EASEMENT FOR TL5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1lE

- PERMANENT EASEMENT

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
property line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as
Parcel II in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of
the Multnomah County Deed Records; thence tracing said
northwesterly - line South 24°55/31" West 28.2 feet to the
northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.
North Marine Drive); thence tracing said right-of-way line South
65°04729" East 714.15 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
retracing said right-of-way line North 65°04’29" West 10.00 feet;
thence leaving said right-of-way line North 26°35/50" East 159.97
feet to the meanders of the southwesterly bank of the Oregon
Slough; thence tracing said meanders South 62°56/57" East 0.60
feet; thence South 66°48’30" East 9.42 feet; thence leaving said
meanders South 26°35'/50" West 160.24 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Containing 1,601 square feet or 0.04 acres more or less.
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STATE FILE 6120007

PARCEL 5
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
_ FOR
CONSTRUCTION EAS NT FOR TLS LEFT 33 2N 1E
E*%NEBRARY EASEMEN{ )

‘A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recordec August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particulary described as follows:
Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line ‘South 24°55’31" West 11.53 feet to
the northeasterly right-of-way line of the proposed relocated North
Marine Drive and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence retracing said
northwesterly property line North 24°55’/31" East 10.00 feet; thence
leaving said northwesterly line and tracing the arc of a 5,048.00
foot radius curve to the right (the radius point bears South
25°34756" West) through a central angle of 00°07’42% an arc
distance of 11.30 feet (the- long chord bears South 64°21’/13" East
11.30 feet); thence tracing a line southeasterly and parallel with
the said northwesterly property line South 24°55/31" West 10.00
feet to said northeasterly right-of-way line of the proposed
. relocated North Marine Drive; thence leaving said parallel line and
tracing said proposed right-of-way line along the arc of a 5,038.00
foot radius curve to the left (the radius point bears South
25°42"43" West) through a central angle of 00°07742" an arc
distance of 11.30 feet (the long chord bears North 64°21’/08" West
11.30 feet)to THEE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 113 square feet or 0.003 acres more or less.

May 28, 1991
SN33CON.DOC
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 6 =

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TL5, (RIGHT) 33 2N 1lE
TEMPORARY EASEMENT

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the ‘Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line and its southerly projection South
. 24°55/31" West 88.2 feet to the southwesterly right-of-way line of
North Portland Road (a.k.a. North Marine Drive); thence tracing
said southwesterly right-of~way line South 65°04’29" East 6.31 feet
to the southeasterly right-of-way line of Force Avenue; thence
tracing said right—-of-way line of Force Avenue South 24°55/31" West
48.84 feet to the southwesterly right-of-way line of the proposed
relocation of North Marine Drive and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING:
thence leaving said Force Avenue right-of-way line and tracing said
proposed right-of-way line of North Marine Drive through the
following courses and distances: along the arc of a 44.00 foot
radius curve to the right (the radial center bears South 52°50/09"
East) through a central angle of 10°40/07" an arc length of 8.19
feet (the long chord bears North 42°29/54" East 8.18 feet); thence
South 34°19747" East 6.07 feet; thence North 55°40/13" East 12.00
feet; thence North 34°19/47" West 6.07 feet to a point of non-
tangent curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius

curve to the right (the radial center bears North 26°29’36" West)
through a central angle of 10°21/48" an arc length of 7.96 feet
(the long chord bears North 68°41/21" East 7.95 feet); thence South
12°13710" East 6.02 feet; thence North 77°46'50" East 6.00 feet;
thence North 12°1310" West 6.02 feet to a point of non-tangent
curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius curve to
the right (the radial center bears North 08°18/36" West) through a
central angle of 22°21'42" an arc distance of 17.17 feet (the long
chord bears North 87°07'/45" West 17.06 feet) to a point of compound
curvature; thence tracindg the arc of a 594.00 foot radius curve to
the right through a central angle of 12°32744" an arc length of
130.06 feet (the long chord bears South 69°40’'33" East 122.80 feet)
to a point of tangency; thence South 63°24’11" East 723.64 feet to
a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 5,039.00 foot
radius curve to the left through a central angle of 01°40/01" an
arc distance of 146.60 feet (the long chord bears South 64°14’11"
East 146.60 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 65°07/45"
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E 6120007
CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TL5 glggELFéL

Page 2

East 10.43 feet to the southeasterly line of said Parcel I as
deeded to Multnomah County; thence leaving said proposed right-of-
way line and tracing said southeasterly line of Parcel I South
24°55’31" West 15.00 feet; thence 1leaving said southeasterly
property 1line North 65°07/45" West 10.43 feet to a point of
curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 5,054.00 foot radius curve
to the right through a central angle of 01°40/01" an arc distance
of 147.04 feet (the long chord bears North 64°14’11" West 147.03
feet) to a point of tangency; thence North 63°24/11" West 723.64
feet to' a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 579.00
foot radius curve to the left through a central angle of 12°32’44"
an arc distance of 126.78 feet (the long chord bears North
69°40733" West 126.53 feet) to a point of compound curvature;
thence tracing a 29.00 foot radius curve to the left through a
central angle of 66°53’15" an arc distance of 33.85 feet (the long
chord bears South 70°36’28" West 31.96 feet); thence North
52°50709" West 15.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 15,666 square feet or 0.36 acres more or less.

{  REGISTERED
PRCFESSICGIRAL October 28, 1991
LAND) SURVEYOR 5S33CON.DOC
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STATE FILE 6120007

PARCEL 7

GAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
STORM DRAIN CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TLS, (LEFT) 33 2N 1lE
TEMPORARY EASEMENT :

A parcel of land, belng a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
property line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as
Parcel II in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of
the Multnomah County Deed Records; thence tracing said

northwesterly line South 24°55’/31" West 28.2 feet ' to the

northeasterly right—-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.

North Marine Drive); thence tracing said right-of-way line South
65°04729" East 714.15 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
leaving said right—of-way line North 26°35/50" East 160.24 feet to
the meanders.of the southwesterly bank of the Oregon Slough; thence
tracing said meanders South 66°48/30" East .10.02 feet; thence
leaving said meanders South 26°35/50" West 160.54 feet to the
northeasterly right—-of-way line of said North Portland Road; thence
tracing said right-of-way line North 65°04’29" West 10.00 feet to
the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

\

Containing 1,604 square feet or 0.04 acres more or less.
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EXHIBIT B
FILE NO. 612007
/ DATE 8-5-92

ACCESS CONTROL

It is understood and agreed that any instrument or conveyance which may be required
to complete the transaction with State that involves access control shall contain

provisions substantially as follows:

RESTRICTION . . . Also for the above stated consideration, there is hereby conveyed to
Grantee all existing, future, or potential common law or statutory abutter's easements of
access between the (parcels) (highway) herein described and all of Grantors, remaining

property.

RESERVATION . . . Reserving, for service of Grantors, remaining property, rights of access
to and from the abutting highway right of way, at each of the following places and for the
following widths:

Hwy. Engr's Side of Widths *To Be
Sta. Highway  Reservation Top Surface Curb Cut Constructed By
189+28 South 16 State
.193+53 . South , .16 . _ State
NFA 51+34 East 30 ' State

If any of the construction under the terms of this option is outside of the highway right
of way, Grantors hereby grant State, its employees or contractors, permission to enter upon
their remaining property for the purpose of performing any of said construction work.

It is expressly intended that the above benefits and restrictions shall run with the land
and shall forever bind the Grantors, their heirs (successors) and assigns.

734-3933 (9-88) APPROVED BY ASST. ATTORNEY GENERAL 9 - 1 - 88



EXHIBIT C

FILE NO. 612000/
DATE 8-5-92

STATE'S OTHER OBLIGATIONS

State is to do the following:

1. Provide a new driveway connection to the existing overhead door on the west side of the
Expo Building from North Force Ave. at station NFA 51+34 East as provided within the access
provisions of Exhibit "B"™ and "C" of this option. The use of this driveway will be
restricted as per seperate agreement to be made between Multnomah County and the City of

Portland.
2. Connect driveways at stations 189+28 South and 193+53 South.

3. The existing storm sewer located within North Marine Drive right of way that provides
roof top drainage from the existing building will be collected and piped into the storm
sewer with an outfall to the slough as part of the construction project.

4. Curtail construction along North Marine Drive from the Easterly limits of the project
to 300 feet westerly of the intersection of North Force Avenue during the time periods
corresponding to the durations of the following events to be held at the Expo Center during

1992: -

A. Antique Car Sale/swap meet
B. Multnomah County Fair

5. Provide a means for west bound traffic on North Marine Drive to proceed with a left
turn movement to North Force Ave. at all times during the course of construction.

State will, at the time of highway construction, build the following approach roads:

Hwy. Engr. Station Top Surface Width Curb Cut Width
189+28 South 16"
193+53 South 16"
NFA 51+34 East 30°

Any construction lying outside of the traveled portion and shoulders but within the
right of way of the highway which is made for the use and benefit of the remaining
property, eilther under the terms of this option or the construction plans, shall be
completed in conformance with normal engineering construction practices and thereafter
shall be maintained or reconstructed by the property owner in accordance with ORS 374.305,
et seq. and OAR 734-50-005 to 50-065, OAR 734-55-005 to 55-060 and other applicable
statutes and regulations.

. If any of the construction under the terms of this option is outside of the highway
right of way, Grantors hereby grant State, its employees or contractors, permission to
entﬁr upon their remaining property for the purpose of performing any of said construction
work.

734-3931(9-88) APPROVED BY ASST. ATTORNEY GENERAL 9 - 1 - 88



EXHIBIT D

File No. 6120007
N. Portland Road Section
Swift Highway

It is hereby acknowledged that the State and the City of
Portland have mutually agreed that all right, title and interest
plus all jurisdiction, maintenance and control thereupon of State
Highway, commonly referred to as Swift Highway, owned by State
shall be transferred to said City of Portland.

As part of this option agreement, Grantor has asked for the
future right to realign the bicycle path to be built as part of
this project and to be purchased as parcel number 3 of this.
agreement to accommodate future plans to develop Grantors water
front properties along North Portland Harbor. :

City of Portland has agreed to allow for the reconfiguration
of said bicycle path under the condition that said development
plans be reviewed as a part of the development review process to
be undertaken by the future developer. City of Portland limits
this reconfiguration to a placement upon Grantors property
identified as Tax Lot 5, Section 33, T2N., R.1lE., W.M.. City of
Portland consents to said reconfiguration of the bicycle path
with the understanding that all costs to review and reconfigure
shall be assumed by Grantor or its developer. (Refer to letter
from City of Portland dated December 8, 1991 undersigned by
Richard 0. Schmidt, City Engineer attached.)

It is hereby understood and agreed that Grantor shall retain
a right to reconfigure the said bicycle path conditioned by the
City of Portland as stated above.




%
Highway Division P

" File 6120-007 %

=

)

DEED | |

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys unto
the STATE OF OREGON, by and through its DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, Highway Division,
Grantee, fee title to the following property: |

PARCEL 1 - described on Exhibit "A" attached hereto and by this

reference made a part hereof.

PARCEL 2 - also described on said Exhibit "A"

Grantor also grants to Grantee, its successors and assigns, a permanent easement
to construct a bike path upon Parcel 3, and a permanent easement for the construction,
operation, and maintenance of a storm drain over, under, and across the hereinafter described
Parcelba, aﬁd.fempﬁraQy éasements.for wérk areas forvconstfuctioﬁ purposes over.and acroés

the hereinafter described Parcels 5 and 6, and a temporary easement for a storm drain over,

under, and across the hereinafter described Parcel 7 said property described on attached

Exhibit "A":
PARCEL 3 - also described on said Exhibit "A" Permanent Easement
PARCEL 4 - also described on said Exhibit "A" Permanent Easement
PARCEL 5 - also described on said Exhibit "A" Temporary Easement
PARCEL 6 - also described on said Exhibit "A" Temporary Easement
PARCEL 7 - also described on said Exhibit "A" Temporary Easement

IT IS UNDERSTOOD that the temporary easement rights herein granted shall terminate
upon completion of the above-mentioned construction project.

IT IS ALSO UNDERSTOOD that the permanent and temporary easements herein granted do
not convey any right or interest in the above-described Parcels 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, except
as stated hérein; nor prevent Graﬁtor from the use of said property; proﬁided, however that
such use does not interfere with the rights herein granted.

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.

12-31-91



The true and

s 95,000.00

Dated this

ATTEST:

Highway Division
File 6120-007

actual consideration received by Grantor for this conveyance is

27th day of August 19 92

?

Chalrperson

-z,

County Clerk

By

County Commissioner

By

County Commissioner

STATE OF OREGON, County of _ Multnomah

August 27th

, 1992 | Personally appeared _ Gladys McCoy

s , and

sworn,

stated that they are the Chairperson,

, who, being

County Commissioners and County Clerk of

Multnomah County, Oregon, and that this instrument was voluntarily signed in behalf of the

County by authority of an order of the Board of

12-31-91
Page 2 - Deed

ael/~\ Pl

RETURN TO

ommissioners. Before me:

ary Public for Oregon

My Commission expires 1/18/93

s

OFFICIAL SEAL
CARRIE ANNE PARKERSON

5 NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON
A COMMISS!ION NO.A212661
MY COMMISSION EX"iPES JAN. 18, 1993

OREGON STATE HIGHWAY DIVISION

RIGHT OF WAY SECTION
417 TRANSPORTATION BLDG.
SALEM, OREGON 97310

!

MULTRELS m»mr UNBEL



: STATE FILE 6120007
EXHIBIT "A" PARCEL 1

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
STREET DEDICATION FOR TL5, (RIGHT) 33 2N 1lE

L

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
g, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line and its southerly projection South
24°557 31" West 88.2 feet to the southwesterly right-of-way line of
North Portland Road (a.k.a. North Marine Drive); thence tracing
said southwesterly right—of-way line South 65°04’29" East 6.31 feet
to the southeasterly right-of-way line of Force Avenue and the TRUE
POINT OF BEGINNING: thence tracing said southwesterly right-of-way
line of North Portland Road with said line being common with the
northeasterly line of said Parcel I described in said deed to
Multnomah County South 65°04’/29" East 1044.43 feet to the
southeasterly 1line of said Parcel 1I; thence leaving said
southwesterly right—of-way line of North Portland Road and tracing
said southeasterly line of Parcel I South 24°55’'31" West 27.79
feet; thence leaving said southeasterly line North 65°07’45" West
10.43 feet to a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a
5,039.00 foot radius curve to the right through a central angle of
01°40701" an arc distance of 146.60 feet (the long chord bears
North 64°14’11" West 146.60 feet) to a point of tangency; thence
North 63°24’11" West 723.64 feet to a point of curvature; thence’
tracing the arc of a 594.00 foot radius curve to the left through
a central angle of 12°32’44" an arc length of 130.06 feet (the long
chord bears North 69°40733" West 129.80 feet) to a point of
compound curvature; thence tracing a 44.00 foot radius curve to the
left through a central angle of 22°21742" an arc length of 17.17
feet (the long chord bears North 87°07’/45" West 17.06 feet); thence
South 12°13’10" East 6.02 feet; thence South 77°46’'50" West 6.00
feet; thence North 12°13’10" West 6.02 feet to a point of non-
tangent curvature (the radial center bears South 16°07’/45" East);
thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius curve to the left
- through a central angle of 10°21/48" an arc length of 7.96 feet
(the long chord bears South 68°41/21" West 7.95 feet) to a point of
non-tangency; thence South 34°19/47" East 6.07 feet; thence South
55°40713" West 12.00 feet; thence North 34°19747" West 6.07 feet to
a point of non-tangent curvature (the radial center bears South
42°10’ 02" East); thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius
curve to the left through a central angle of 10°40’07" an arc
length of 8.19 feet (the long chord bears South 42°29/54" West 8.18



STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 1

STREET DEDICATION FOR TLS
Page 2

\

feet) to a point of cusp on the southeasterly right—of-way line of
Force Avenue; thence tracing said southeasterly right-of-way line
North 24°55/31" East 48.84 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 17,118 square feet or 0.39 acres more or less.

OCTOBER 28, 1991
TL5S33.DOC




STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 2

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
RIGHET-OF-WAY TAKE FOR TL5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1lE

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded Aucust
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Reccrds
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particulary described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line South 24°55731" West 28.2 feet to
the northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.
North Marine Drive) and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
retracing said northwesterly line North 24°55/31" East 16.67 feet;
thence leaving said northwesterly line and tracing the arc of a
5,038.00 foot radius curve to the right (the radius point bears
South 25°35712" West) through a central angle of 01°00’49" an arc
distance of 89.12 feet (the long chord bears South 63°54’/35" East
89.12 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 63°24711" East
509.25 feet to said northeasterly right-of-way line of said North
Portland Road; thence tracing said northeasterly right-of-way line
North 65°04728" West 598.13 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 5,197 square feet or 0.12 acres more or less.

May 28, 1991
TL5N33.D0OC

Rl

f
.gE

REGISTERZD
FROFESSIORNAL

LARD SURVEYGR i
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JANUARY 29, 1488
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 3

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
BIKE PATH EASEMENT FOR TL5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1E

PERMANENT EASEMENT

A strip of land 14.00 feet in width lying 7.00 feet each'side of the
centerline and being a portion of that certain tract of land described
as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August 9, 1965 in
Book 353 Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records and located
within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of the Willamette

" Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, Oregon and with
the centerline of said strip of land more particularly described as
follows:

Commencing-at the intersection of the northwesterly property line of
said tract described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded
August 9, 1965 in Multnomah County Deed Records and the existing
northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a. North
Marine Drive); thence tracing said northwesterly property line North
24°55731" East 85.60 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING and the
centerline of the strip of land to be described: thence leaving said
northwesterly property line South 67°51/15" East 21.16 feet to a point
of curvature; thence along the arc of a 600.00 foot radius curve to
the right through a central angle of 1°51/20" an arc distance of 19.43
feet (the long chord bears South 66°55/35" East-19.43 feet) to a point
of tangency; thence South 65°59/55" East 692.24 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along the arc of a 250.00 foot radius curve to the
right through a central angle of 21°40/57" an arc distance of 94.61
feet (the long chord bears South 55°09/27" East 94.04 feet) to a point
of tangency; thence South 44°18’59" East 205.23 feet to a point of
curvature; thence along the arc of a 250.00 foot radius curve to the
left through a central angle of 6°24’25" an arc distance of 27.96 feet
(the long chord bears South 47°31711" East 27.94 feet) to the
southeasterly property line of said tract and the terminus of the
14.00 foot wide strip of land herein described, the side lines of said
14.00 foot wide strip of land to be extended or shortened to commence
at and terminate at the property lines of said tract.

Containing 13,964 square feet or 0.32 acres more or less.

May 28, 1981

4 REGISTERID N BIKETLS.DOC

SROFESSICS
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STATE FILE 6120007

PARCEL 4

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
STORM DRAINAGE EASEMENT FOR TLS5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1lE

PERMANENT EASEMENT

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
property line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as
Parcel II in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of
the Multnomah County Deed Records; thence tracing said
northwesterly 1line South  24°55’/31" West = 28.2  feet to the’
northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.
North Marine Drive); thence tracing said right—of-way line South
65°04729" East 714.15 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
retracing said right-of-way line North 65°04’29" West 10.00 feet;
thence leaving said right-of-way line North 26°35’/50" East 159.97
feet to the meanders of the southwesterly bank of the Oregon
Slough; thence tracing said meanders South 62°56’57" East 0.60
feet; thence South 66°48’30" East 9.42 feet; thence leaving said
meanders South 26°35’/50" West 160.24 feet to the TRUE POINT OF
BEGINNING.

Containing 1,601 square feet or 0.04 acres more or less.

BEGISTERED:
PROFESSIONAL
A ‘--w * U“?\E."‘x’{?h

OCTOBER 28, 1991
SN33DRA.DOC




STATE FILE 6120007

PARCEL 5
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR
CONSTRUCTION EAS NT FOR TL5 LEFT) 33 2N 1E
E¥EM55RARY EASEMEN{ )

‘A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land

described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,

- Oregon and more particulary described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11; thence
tracing said northwesterly line ‘South 24°55'31" West 11.53 feet to

the northeasterly right-of-way line of the proposed relocated North

Marine Drive and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence retracing said
northwesterly property line North 24°55’/31" East 10.00 feet; thence
leaving said northwesterly line and tracing the arc of a 5,048.00
foot radius curve to the right (the radius point bears South
25°34’56" West) through a central angle of 00°07742" an arc
distance of 11.30 feet (the long chord bears South 64°21/13" East
11.30 feet); thence tracing a line southeasterly and parallel with
the said northwesterly property line South 24°55/31" West 10.00
feet to said northeasterly right-of-way line of the proposed
relocated North Marine Drive; thence leaving said parallel line and
tracing said proposed right-of-way line along the arc of a 5,038.00
foot radius curve to the 1left (the radius point bears South
25°42743" West) through a central angle of 00°07742" an arc
distance of 11.30 feet (the long chord bears North 64°21’/08" West
11.30 feet)to THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 113 square feet or 0.003 acres more or less.

May 28, 1991
5N33CON.DOC
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STATE FILE 612000
PARCEL 6 =

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR

CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TL5, (RIGET) 33 2N 1lE
TEMPORARY EASEMENT

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel I in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as Parcel II
in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11l; thence
tracing said northwesterly line and its southerly projection South

. 24°55731" West B8.2 feet to the southwesterly right-of-way line of

North Portland Road (a.k.a. North Marine Drive); thence tracing
said southwesterly right—-of-way line South 65°04’29" East 6.31 feet
to the southeasterly right-of-way line of Force Avenue; thence
tracing said right—of-way line of Force Avenue South 24°55’31" West
48.84 feet to the southwesterly right—of-way line .of the proposed
relocation of North Marine Drive and the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING:
thence leaving said Force Avenue right-of-way line and tracing said
proposed right—of-way 1line of North Marine Drive through the
following courses and distances: along the arc of a 44.00 foot
radius curve to the right (the radial center bears South 52°50/09"
East) through a central angle of 10°40’07" an arc length of 8.19
feet (the long chord bears North 42°29/54" East 8.18 feet); thence
South 34°19’47" East 6.07 feet; thence North 55°40’13" East 12.00
feet; thence North 34°19'47" West 6.07 feet to a point of non-
tangent curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius
curve to the right (the radial center bears North 26°29’/36" West)
through a central angle of 10°21’48" an arc length of 7.96 feet
(the long chord bears North 68°41/21" East 7.95 feet); thence South
12°13710" East ,6.02 feet; thence North 77°46’50" East 6.00 feet;
thence North 12°13/10" West 6.02 feet to a point of non-tangent
curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 44.00 foot radius curve to
the right (the radial center bears North 08°18’36" West) through a
central angle of 22°21’/42" an arc distance of 17.17 feet (the long
chord bears North 87°07’/45" West 17.06 feet) to a point of compound
curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 5%94.00 foot radius curve to
the right through a central angle of 12°32’44" an arc length of
130.06 feet (the long chord bears South 69°40/33" East 122.80 feet)
to a point of tangency; thence South 63°24’11" East 723.64 feet to
a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 5,039.00 foot
radius curve to the left through a central angle of 01°40’01" an
arc distance of 146.60 feet (the long chord bears South 64°14‘11"
East 146.60 feet) to a point of tangency; thence South 65°07’/45"



STATE FILE 6120007
CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TL5 PARCEL 6

Page 2

i

East 10.43 feet to the southeasterly line of said Parcel I as
deeded to Multnomah County; thence leaving said proposed right-of-
way line and tracing said southeasterly line of Parcel I South
24°55731" West 15.00 feet; thence 1leaving said southeasterly
property line North 65°07/45" West 10.43 feet to a point of
curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 5,054.00 foot radius curve
to the right through a central angle of 01°40’01" an arc distance
of 147.04 feet (the long chord bears North 64°14/11" West 147.03
feet) to a point of tangency; thence North 63°24/11" West 723.64
feet to* a point of curvature; thence tracing the arc of a 579.00
foot radius curve to the left through a central angle of 12°32’44"
an arc distance of 126.78 feet (the long chord bears North
69°40/33" West 126.53 feet) to a point of compound curvature;
thence tracing a 29.00 foot radius curve to the left through a
central angle of 66°53’15" an arc distance of 33.85 feet (the long
chord bears South 70°36728" West 31.96 feet); " thence North
52°50709" West 15.00 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 15,666 square feet or'0.36 acres more or less.

( REGISTERED )
PRCFESSICHAL . : October 28, 1991
e 5533CON.DOC

JANUARY 20, 159
PAT MARQUIS
(§ 2382 J.
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STATE FILE 6120007
PARCEL 7

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
FOR

STORM DRAIN CONSTRUCTION EASEMENT FOR TLS5, (LEFT) 33 2N 1lE
TEMPORARY EASEMENT

A parcel of land, being a portion of that certain tract of land
described as Parcel II in deed to Multnomah County recorded August
9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of the Multnomah County Deed Records
and located within section 33 of Township 2 North, Range 1 East, of
the Willamette Meridian in the City of Portland, Multnomah County,
Oregon and more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at the intersection of the Union Meat Company Baseline
as described in said Multnomah County deed and the northwesterly
property line of said Multnomah County tract of land described as
Parcel II in deed recorded August 9, 1965 in Book 353, Page 11 of
the Multnomah County Deed Records; thence tracing said
northwesterly 1line South 24°55’31". West 28.2 feet to the
northeasterly right-of-way line of North Portland Road (a.k.a.
North Marine Drive); thence tracing said right-of-way line South
65°04729" East 714.15 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING: thence
leaving said right-of-way line North 26°35’/50" East 160.24 feet to
the meanders of the southwesterly bank of the Oregon Slough; thence
tracing said meanders South 66°48/30" East .10.02 feet; thence
leaving said meanders South 26°35/50" West 160.54 feet to the
northeasterly right—-of-way line of said North Portland Road; thence
tracing said right-of-way line North 65°04’/29" West 10.00 feet to
the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 1,604 square feet or 0.04 acres more or less.

AT e

(" REGISTERES )
PROFESSIONAL :
LpIg) SURVEVEE OCTOBER 28, 1991
SN33DCON.DOC
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Sale of County

Real Property and Easements Upon ORDER
Drive and Force Avenue, Portland, # 92-160

Oregon to the Oregon Department of

)
)
County Real Property at N. Marine )
)
)
Transportation. )

It appearing that the State of Oregon Department of Transportation
intends to construct a widening and other improvements to N. Marine
Drive and to construct a bike path on the north side of N. Marine
Drive and that Multnomah County owns real property located at this
site, commonly referred to as the EXPO site; and

It appearing that the State needs to acquire 0.51 acre of land,
0.36 acre of permanent easement and 0.403 acre of temporary
easement 1in said real property for construction of said
‘improvements; and

It appearing that the State of Oregon Department of Transportation
has requested the REAL ESTATE OPTION which is before the Board this
day to acquire said land and to pay to Multnomah County for the
land to be acquired and landscaping improvements thereon the sum of
$95,000.00; and

It appearing that the sum of $95,000.00 is equal to market value of
the land to be conveyed and the landscaping improvements thereon
and that the use of the property commonly referred to as the EXPO
site will not be further adversely affected; and

It appearing that the conveyance of said real property and
easements to the State will benefit Multnomah County and the Board
being fully advised in the matter:

It is -ORDERED that Multnomah County execute the REAL ESTATE OPTION
and‘any ‘other documents required for completlon of this conveyance

..that- the County Chair be, and she is hereby, authorized and
dlrecggd 30 execute the same on behalf of Multnomah County.
,'\‘f\.'z‘\\/ ‘.‘

" pated th:Ls 27’Chday of August | 1992.

REVIEWED BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
IAURENCE. KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
FOR"MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Gladys NﬁCoy, Chair
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(For Clerk's

Meeting Dat:AUG 2 7 1992
Agenda No, K- 5_ .

REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

EUBJECTy MUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDLR TRANSICR OF TAX FORECLOBED PROPERTY VARIOUS
NON-PROFIT AGENCIES FOR A PURLIC PURPOSE
Informal only*

Formal enly
DEPARTMENT

Environmental Services

DIVISION Facilities & Property Maragement
CONTACT Bob Oberst

TELEPHONE 268-3851
*NAME(S) OR PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD Larry Baxter

~ :
BRIEF SUMMARY: Should fnclude other alternatives explored, if eppliceble, and clear statement of rationale ?
for the action requested. :
1. On August 6, 1992 Order 92-140 the Board of County Commissioners ordored a public hearing to consider the
request by varieus public non-profit agencics to transfer the 8 properties on the attached Exhibit A under
the provisiens of MULTNOMAH COUNTY ORDINANCE 672
[ 3 INFORMATION ONLY [ ) PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [ ) POLICY DIRECTION {X) APPROVAL -
- ~ -~
INOTCATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA_ 20 MINUTES . r = ==
IMPACT: oo =
E N E
Mmp © =
PERSONNEL F2x 3=l
z¢ = 3
[X] FISCAL/BUDGETARY o & P
= o7 XY
— ez
(X] General Fund -< :i;
(X1 Other Tax Title Fund .
SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED DFFICIAL, OR COUNTY ToMM:SSIONER: ;%A,e L/M.bo‘)/mx_é/l\J b
4

BUDGET/PERSONNEL :

COUNTY COUNSEL:(Ordinances,Resclutions,Agreements,Contract

OTHER: tacilities Management \)/b@,ﬁi/‘? Ar

(Purchasing, Facilities Manaérhont etc)

NOTE: 1T reguesting unanimous consent, state situ.

on requiring emergency action on back,
%«///%M%Z/é/;éﬁaﬁ/%z/ 7_02%2—#
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7O Board of Count ommiasioners

FROM: Cecile Pitts, (Somnmunity Development Divieion

Technical Review committee of the Multnomah County
Housing Affordability Demonstration Project

RE: Recommendation of Action on Applicationg for THIRD
Inventory Under the Demonsitration Projeat

DATE: August 20, 1992

This memo is the Committee recommendation £or the THIRD inventory
of the Housing Affordabhlility Demonstration Program (Program) in
support of ths publia hearing scheduled for August 27, 1992,
Attached is a one page table of the applications and
recomnendations.

The Technical Review Committee Project Ranking Report was
distributed during the Board meéting of august 6 wherein the
hearing was scheduled. The Report provides review and
recommendation for each application, along with supporting
information of the rating and ranking, The Report also details
the conditions recommended for each proposed transfer., Complete
application and review information are maintained at the
Community Development Division. A summary of the recommendation
and process follows:

SUMMARY OF THE RECOMMENDATION:

The third inventory included approximately 70 properties subject
to consideration by the non profit housing agencies, The
proparties in the Nehemiah target area were not part of the
Demongatration Programn.

Based oh the review process established in the Housing
Affordability Demonstration- Program, the Technical Review
Committee is submitting a recommendation to the Board that eight
properties be transferred to local agencies. One transfer 1s
recomtiernded to occur for the the value of the taxes and expenses
($9,749.19). The other geven transfers are to occur wWithout
consideration; the value of taxes and expenses represented by the
seven properties is $25,042.30. Three properties are reguested
for the development of housing for special populatione (seniors);
two propertiea are requested for development of housing for sale

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYEN h

bk
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. "to low income home buyers; and three properties are requested for
the development of rental housing affordable to low income
households,

The Technical Review Committee recommendation to the Board
includes various detailed conditions of transfer such as
additional contact with the Neighborhood aAssociation and the
encouragemant of first source hiring practices.

SUMMARY OF THE PROCESS:

Application process: The application process is established by
ordinance #672 and the Demonstration Program Procedures, adopted
by the Board last summer. Non profit housing agencies were
notified of the availability of tax foreclosed properties in
early April. A workshop was held for interested parties on April
13 regarding the program. The workshop was attended by over 30
persons. Technical assistance was made available to various
applicants throughout the 60 day application period.

The Technical Review Committee congidered each proposgal in

regards to the established criteria and an additional bonus
crrverla waulun was suyysebed Ly Lhve Scaellice. T saws fuwgenwwem

additional information was requested from the project sponsoring
agency.

Hearing process: At the conclusion of the hearing the Board may
order approval of the transfers if they determine that the
following conditions are net!

1. It is the most appropriate use for the property; and,
2, It will aid and cooperate in the planning,
undertaking, construction or operation of a housing
project; and, ‘ .

3. The recipient agendies meet the threshold criteria
astablished by the Board in the Demonstration Program
procadures.

(Responge to thesge c¢riteria are detailed in the attached work
sheats.) .

Please feel free to contact me or HC Tupper of the County
community Development Division if you wish to discuss the
recommendation, the criteria or the process, 248-5000.

community Development staff and various members of the Committee
will be available at the hearing to respond to guestions or
issues.
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AFFORDABLE HOUSING DEMONSTRATION PROJECT

THIRD INVENTORY APPLICATIONS

CLOSED JUNE 15, 1992

Northwest Housing
Alternatives

#84240-2920

elderly.

Applicant Property Type of Taxes Owed + Expenses = Lien Amount Recommendation
Proposal

Better Housing Trust 10001 N. Willamette Renovate house for use in $8,065.62 $683.57 $9,749.18 Deny

Corp #B1330-2060 Homestead Program.

Miracle Revivals, inc. 10001 N. Willamette - Renovate house for rental 5$9,065.62 $683.57 $9,743.19 | Deny
#81330-2060 : housing.

Portland Development 10001 N. Willamette Renovate house for use in $9,065.62 5$683.57 $2,749.19 | Approve

Commission #61330-2060 Homestead Program.

ROSE W of 7429 SE Bybee Build duplex for rental $619.14 -0- §619.14 Approve -t
#37260-0020 housing.
E of 7409 SE Bybee $1,331.46 -0- 51,331.46
#37260-0030 $1.950.60

ROSE E of 6110 SE Tolman Build duplex for rental $3,399.46 -0- $3,399.46 { Approve
#84240-2920 housing.

HOST 3732 NE Eighth Ave Build single family $3,124.58 $1,157.73 $4,282.31 Approve
#43210-0620 residence for sale.

Northwest Housing 9714 N. Charleston Buitd group home for $3.721.81 $159.81 $3,881.62 | Approve

Alternatives #62130-1310 elderly.

Northwest Housing W of 5109 NE Build group home for $6,780.00 $951.32 §7,731.32 | Approve

Alternatives Kiflingsworth eiderly.
#43410-3000

-Northwest Housing N of 3021 NE Rodney Build group home for $3,796.99 -0- $3,796.29 | Approve

Alternatives #91640-3480 elderly. :
E of 6110 SE Tolman Build group home for $3,399.45 -Q0- $3.399.46 | Deny

Minority Youth Concerns
Action Program

Submitted application
for unavaitable
properties.

Application not
ranked.

Give Us This Day, Inc.

Submitted application
for unavailable
properties.

Application not
ranked.

* Duplicate Requests for 10001 N. Willamette
a Duplicate Requests for E of 6110 SE Toeiman

affordtb.3 7/27792
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AR MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS _
HOUSING AND COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION (503) 248-3339 GLADYS McCOY ¢ CHAIR OF THE BOARD
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM OFFICE (503) 248-5000 PAULINE ANDERSON e DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER
2115 S.E. MORRISON GARY HANSEN e DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER
PORTLAND, OREGON 97214 RICK BAUMAN e DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER
FAX: (503) 248-3048 SHARRON KELLEY e DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER

TO: Board of Count ommissioners

FROM: Cecile Pitts, [Sommunity Development Division

Technical Review Committee of the Multnomah County
Housing Affordability Demonstration Project

RE: ' Recommendation of Action on Applications for THIRD

Inventory Under the Demonstration Project

DATE: August 20, 1992

This memo is the Committee recommendation for the THIRD inventory
of the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program (Program) in
support of the public hearing scheduled for August 27, 1992.
Attached is a one page table of the applications and
recommendations.

The Technical Review Committee Project Ranking Report was
distributed during the Board meeting of August 6 wherein the
hearing was scheduled. The Report provides review and
recommendation for each application, along with supporting
information of the rating and ranking. The Report also details
the conditions recommended for each proposed transfer. Complete
application and review information are maintained at the
Community Development Division. A summary of the recommendation
and process follows:

SUMMARY OF THE RECOMMENDATION:

The third inventory included approximately 70 properties subject
to consideration by the non profit housing agencies. The
properties in the Nehemiah target area were not part of the
Demonstration Program.

Based on the review process established in the Housing
Affordability Demonstration-Program, the Technical Review
Committee is submitting a recommendation to the Board that eight
properties be transferred to local agencies. One transfer is
recommended to occur for the the value of the taxes and expenses

($9,749.19). The other seven transfers are to occur without

consideration; the value of taxes and expenses represented by the
seven properties is $25,042.30. Three properties are requested

for the development of housing for special populations (seniors);
two properties are requested for development of housing for sale

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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to low income home buyers; and three properties are requested for
the development of rental housing affordable to low income
households.

The Technical Review Committee recommendation to the Board
includes various detailed conditions of transfer such as
additional contact with the Neighborhood Association and the
encouragement of first source hiring practices.

SUMMARY OF. THE PROCESS:

Application process: The application process is established by
Ordinance #672 and the Demonstration Program Procedures, adopted
by the Board last summer. Non profit housing agencies were
notified of the availability of tax foreclosed properties in
early April. A workshop was held for interested parties on April
13 regarding the program. The workshop was attended by over 30
persons. Technical assistance was made available to various
applicants throughout the 60 day application period.

The Technical Review Committee considered each proposal in
regards to the established criteria and an additional bonus
criteria which was suggested by the Committee. 1In some instances
additional information was requested from the project sponsoring
agency.

Hearing process: At the conclusion of the hearing the Board may
order approval of the transfers if they determine that the
following conditions are met:

1. It is the most appropriate use for the property; and,
2. It will aid and cooperate in the planning,
undertaking, construction or operation of a housing
project; and,

3. The recipient agencies meet the threshold criteria
established by the Board in the Demonstration Program
procedures.

(Response to these criteria are detailed in the attached work
sheets.)

Please feel free to contact me or HC Tupper of the County
Community Development Division if you wish to discuss the
recommendation, the criteria or the process, 248-5000.

Community Development staff and various members of the Committee
will be available at the hearing to respond to questions or
issues.



MULTNOMAH COUNTY
HOUSING AFFORDABILITY DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM

TECHNICAL REVIEW COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP
(March 30, 1991)

BACKGROUND: Membership on the Technical Review Committee for the
County Housing Affordability Demonstration Program is described
in the Program Procedures adopted by the Board of County
Commissioners June 20, 1991. The specific membership list is as
follows:
Oregon Community Foundation: Ed McNamara
Banking Induétry: Susan Krake, First Interstate Bank
Citizen Involvement Committee: Winnie Francis
City of Portland: Terry Anderson, Commissioner Kafoury’s Office
City of Gresham: Brian Shetterly/Pete von Christiersen
Commissioner Anderson: Jean Bucciarelli
Commissioner Bauman: Karen Belsey |
Commissioner Hanson: Pam Arden
-Commissioner Kelley: Carolyn Marks-Bax
Chair McCoy: Teri Duffy

Community Development: Cecile Pitts/HC Tupper

Tax Title Program: Larry Baxter/Pat Jones




DATE SUBMITTED . (For Clerk's Use)
Meeting Date

Agenda No. X- 3 .
REQUEST FOR PLACEMENT ON THE AGENDA

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER TRANSFER OF TAX FORECLOSED PROPERTY VARIOUS
NON-PROFIT AGENCIES FOR A PUBLIC PURPOSE

Informal only* . Formal only .
DEPARTMENT__ Environmental Services . DIVISION Facilities & Property Management
CONTACT Bob Oberst . TELEPHONE 248-3851

*NAME(S) OR PERSON MAKING PRESENTATION TO BOARD__ Larry Baxter .

BRIEF SUMMARY: Should include other alternatives explored, if applicable, and clear statement of rationale
for the action requested.

1. On August 6, 1992 Order 92-140 the Board of County Commissioners ordered a public hearing to consider the
request by various public non-profit agencies to transfer the 8 properties on the attached Exhibit A under
the provisions of MULTNOMAH COUNTY ORDINANCE 672.

[ 1 INFORMATION ONLY [ ] PRELIMINARY APPROVAL [ ] POLICY DIRECTION [X] APPROVAL

INDICATE THE ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON AGENDA_ 20 MINUTES .
IMPACT:
PERSONNEL
[X1 FISCAL/BUDGETARY
[X] General Fund
[X] Other Tax Title Fund
SIGNATURES:

DEPARTMENT HEAD, ELECTED OFFICIAL, OR COUNTY COMMISSIONER:

BUDGET/PERSONNEL :

COUNTY COUNSEL:(Ordinances,Resolutions,Agreements,Contract

OTHER: Facilities Management
(Purchasing, Facilities Management, ete)

NOTE: If requesting unanimous consent, state situation requiring emergency action on back.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY. COMMISSIONERS
for
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

Setting a Hearing Date in the Matter of
Request for Transfer of Tax
Foreclosed Property under

the County Housing Afford-
ability Demonstration Program

ORDER
92-140

— et e e

WHEREAS, request for eleven properties have been received pursuant
to County Ordinance #672 and the County Housing Affordability
Demonstration Program procedures; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the Ordinance the Department of Social
Services has reported the request to the Board in public meeting;
‘and

WHEREAS, based on the report, it appears that the public interest
will be served by holding a public hearing on proposed transfers in
accordance with Ordinance #672,

NOW, THEREFORE, it is ordered that a public hearing on the
requests shall be held on Auqust 27, 1992 1992, and the
Director shall publish notice on the hearing as required by
Ordinance #672. : '

ADOPTED this ~_ 6th  day of August 1992,

AN

f: 4;% BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

A i .

L8 MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

e " /]
RS : /6A5214
. 4&: Gladys McCé%,-Chair
W

REVIEWED:

LAURENCE KRESSEL
MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL

By @U&A XTINTL

:Peter Livingston, Assistant Counsel

8H/0044H



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of the Transfer
of Tax-Foreclosed Properties
to the Housing Authority of
Portland and Providence Elder
Place for Low-Income Housing
Purposes.

ORDER 92-161

WHEREAS, requests for certain tax-foreclosed properties
were received pursuant to procedures set forth in Multnomah County
Ordinance No. 672 and the Multnomah County Housing affordability
Demonstration Program; and

WHEREAS, staff reported said requests to the Board of
Commissioners in a public meeting on August 6, 1992 and the Board
set a date for public hearing in the matter; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held before the Board of
Commissioners on August 27, 1992 to determine whether the transfer
would serve the public purpose of providing decent, safe and
sanitary low-income housing, and the Board being fully 1nformed in
the matter; now therefore

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the transfer of tax-foreclosed
property (recipients and transferred tracts are listed and attached
as Exhibit A), for public purposes under the County Housing
Af fordability Demonstration Program, be and hereby is approved; and

. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the Chair be and hereby is
aUthﬂréﬁﬁﬂ ﬁQ execute all documentatlon required to complete said

BOARD /OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FO T MA%}?% OREGON

B{;dys ngey:ﬁCha17i]

Jofn L. DuBay
Chief Assistant Co Counsel

1H/0074H
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Exhibit A

LIST OF TRANSFER PROPERTIES

A. ROSE Community Development Corporation:

1. LEGAL DESCRIPTION: HECKER ADD
E 1/2 OF LOT 2, BLOCK 1
PROPERTY LOCATION: WEST OF 7429 SE BYBEE BLVD
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $619.14
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY: $0,00
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $619,14

2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION: HECKER ADD
LOT 3, BLOCK 1
PROPERTY LOCATION: BAST OF 7409 SE BYBBE BLVD
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $1,331.46
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY: ~ $0.00
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $1,331,46

3. LEGAL DESCRIPTION:, TREMONT PLACE
LOTS 1 § 2, BLOCK 11 X
PROPERTY LOCATION: EAST OF 6110 SE TOLMAN
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,399,46
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:  $0.00
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $3,399.46

B. HOST Development Inc,:

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LINCOLN PARK

S 1/2 OF LOT 4, BLOCK 5

PROPERTY LOCATION: 3732 NE 8TH AVE ,
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,124.58
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY: $1,157.73
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $4,282,31 )

C. Northwest Housing Alternatives, Inc.:

1. LEGAL DESCRIPTION: OAK PARK ADD 2
N 1/2 OF LOTS 10 & 11, BLOCK 7
PROPERTY LOCATION: FORMER 9714 N CHARLESTON AVE
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: §3,721.81
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY: $159.81
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $3,881.62

2, LEGAL DESCRIPTION: JORBADE
EXC PT IN ST - S 112' OF LOT 16, BLOCK 1
PROPERTY LOCATION: WEST OF 5109 NE KILLINGSWORTH
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $6,780.00
- COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY: §$951.32
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $7,731.32

1H/ 007 5H
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Exhibit A
Page 2

C. Northwest Housing Alternatives, Inc. continued:

3. LEGAL DESCRIPTION: WILLIAMS AVENUE ADD
LOT 15, BLOCK 10
PROPERTY LOCATION: NORTH OF 3021 NE RODNEY AVE
TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,796.99
COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:  $0.00
TOTAL LIEN AMOUNT: $3,796.99

1H/007 5H



AFFORDABLE HOUSING DEMONSTRATION PROJECT

THIRD INVENTORY APPLICATIONS

CLOSED JUNE 15, 1992

* Duplicate Requests for 10001 N. Willamette
a Duplicate Requests for E of 6110 SE Toiman

Applicant Property Type of Taxes Owed + Expenses = Lien Amount Recommendation
Proposal

Better Housing Trust 10001 N. Willamette Renovate house for use in $9,065.62 $683.57 $9,749.19 Deny

Corp #61330-2060 Homestead Program.

Miracle Revivals, Inc. 70001 N. Willamette Renovate house for rental $9,065.62 $683.57 $9,749.19 Deny
#61330-2060 housing.

Portland Development 10001 N. Willamette Renovate house for use in | $9,065.62 $683.57 $9,749.19 | Approve

Commission #61330-2060 Homestead Program.

ROSE W of 7429 SE Bybee Build duplex for rental $619.14 -0- $619.14 Approve
#37260-0020 housing.

E of 7409 SE Bybee $1,331.46 -0- $1.331.46
#37260-0030 $1,950.60

ROSE E of 6110 SE Tolman Build duplex for rental $3,399.46 -0- $3,399.46 | Approve
#84240-2920 housing.

HOST 3732 NE Eighth Ave Build single family $3,124.58 $1,157.73 $4,282.31 Approve
#49210-0690 residence for sale.

Northwest Housing 9714 N. Charleston Build group home for $3,721.81 $159.81 $3,881.62 | Approve

Alternatives #62130-1310 elderly.

Northwest Housing W of 5109 NE Build group home for $6,780.00 $951.32 $7,731.32 | Approve

Alternatives Killingswaorth elderly.

#43410-3000

Northwest Housing N of 3021 NE Rodney Build group home for $3,796.99 -0- $3,796.99 | Approve

Alternatives #91640-3480 elderly. '

Northwest Housing E of 6110 SE Tolman Build group home for $3,399.46 -0- $3.399.46 | Deny

Alternatives #84240-2920 elderly.

Minority Youth Concerns Submitted application Application not

Action Program for unavailable ranked.
properties.

Give Us This Day, Inc. Submitted application Application not
for unavailable ranked.
properties.
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ACCOUNT NUMBER: 61330-2060

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: NORTH ST JOHNS

LOT 7, BLOCK 13

PROPERTY LOCATION: 10001 N WILLAMETTE BLVD

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $9,065.62

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$683.57

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $9,749.19 MARKET VALUE 10/91: $27,200.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 37260-0020

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: HECKER ADD

E 1/2 OF LOT 2, BLOCK 1

PROPERTY LOCATION: WEST OF 7429 SE BYBEE BLVD

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $619.14

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$0.00

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $619.14 MARKET VALUE 10/91: $1,300.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 37260-0030

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: HECKER ADD

LOT 3,BLOCK 1

PROPERTY LOCATION: EAST OF 7409 SE BYBEE BLVD

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $1,331.46

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$0.00

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $1,331.46 MARKET VALUE 10/91: $2,600.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 84240-2920

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: TREMONT PLACE

1.OTS 1 &2, BLOCK 11

PROPERTY LOCATION: EAST OF 6110 SE TOLMAN

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,399.46

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$0.00 '

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $3,399.46  MARKET VALUE 10/91: $11,900.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 49710-0690

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: LINCOLN PARK

S 1/2 OF LOT 4, BLOCK 5

PROPERTY LOCATION: 3732 NE 8TH AVE

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,124.58

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$1,157.73

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $4,282.31 MARKET VALUE 10/91: $7,200.00




ACCOUNT NUMBER: 62130-1310

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: OAK PARK ADD 2

N 1/2 OF LOTS 10 & 11, BLOCK 7

PROPERTY LOCATION: FORMER 9714 N CHARLESTON AVE

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,721.81

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$159.81

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $3,881.62 MARKET VALUE 10/91: $5,900.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 43410-3000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: JORBADE

EXCPTIN ST - S 112’ OF LOT 16, BLOCK 1

PROPERTY LOCATION: WEST OF 5109 NE KILLINGSWORTH

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $6,780.00

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$951.32

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $7,731.32  MARKET VALUE 10/91: $25,300.00

ACCOUNT NUMBER: 91640-3480

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: WILLIAMS AVENUE ADD

LOT 15, BLOCK 10 _

PROPERTY LOCATION: NORTH OF 3021 NE RODNEY AVE

TAXES OWED WHEN DEEDED TO COUNTY: $3,796.99

COSTS INCURRED IN MANAGING PROPERTY:$0.00

TOTAL TAXES & COSTS: $3,796.99  MARKET VALUE 10/91: $4,000.00




MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Miracle Revivals, Inc.
Project Name: "Miracle House" #1

(st. Johns Friends
Property Location: 10001 N, Willamette, Port. of Cathedral Park )

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 Corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Provide rental housing to a family

meeting financial guidelines to qualify for low-very low income rental housing

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use.
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. Applicant project contributes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowlédge of planning, zoning, and buildiﬁg
requirements.

h., Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: "Miracle House #1"

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received no points in bonus criteria
categories.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Miracle Revivals, Inc., proposes to renovate and redevelop
the house at 10001 N. Willamette for low income rental housing. Miracle
Revivals, Inc. is church based non-profit, with a board of Walter and Doris
Scott and a group of volunteers. The Scotts run a construction company as
well as the Miracle Revivals Church on North Williams Ave. The Miracle
Revivals corporation has no paid staff. Miracle Revivals estimates a $15,000
renovation for the house with donated materials and agency contributions
providing $7,000 of the rehabilitation costs and the remaining $8,000 gathered
from project fund-raising efforts., Miracle Revivals proposes a monthly rental
cost of $275 to $325 in the two bedroom house.

Committee Recommendation: Deny transfer request., Miracle Revivals, Inc. is a
true neighborhood based organization with considerable construction

expertise. The community support demonstrated by Miracle Revivals was a
statement of community pride. No contact with the Neighborhood Association or
immediate neighbors was demonstrated. The tenants proposed by Miracle
Revivals include references to requiring same sex children of families renting
the renovated house in violation of the Fair Housing Amendments Act. The
funding for the project is uncertain and Miracle Revivals, Inc. has no
experience in the management and ownership of rental properties. The
Technical Review Committee encourages future applications to the HADP and
review of this application and program guidelines with County staff. It is
unclear whether Miracle Revivals corporate evangelistic mission and by-laws
qualify it as a "housing sponsor" under Ordinance 672 and the HADP. The TRC
judged the PDC application the strongest for this property.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: - Better Housing Trustcorp.

Project Name: Project 2000 #0049

(st. John's Friends
Property Location: 10001 N. Willamette, Port. of Cathedral Park)

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

‘Description of Project and Proposed Use: Provide Special Needs Housing to

permanently disabled wheelchair users for Lease/Option to a lower-income

family that requires Handicapped residency under a lease agreement.

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold réquirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use.
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. Applicant projéct contfibutes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: Project 2000 $0049

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received no points in bonus criteria
categories. '

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer térm project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Better Housing Trustcorp proposes to combine the housing
models described in the Housing Affordability Demonstration program
application materials., Better Housing Trustcorp. proposes renovating the
house for physically disabled people, leasing the house with an option to buy
at the sponsor's suggested fair market value. The lessee would pay 30% of
income or Section 8 rental schedules applying part of the rental payment
against principal to vest owriership in the tenant over a thirty year term.
Better Housing Trustcorp is a real estate management and holding company with

“the production of affordable housing as part of its corporate purpose.

Committee Recommendation: Deny transfer request. Better Housing Trustcorp

proposes a project rehabilitation cost of $12,000 with "soft" costs of
development totaling $l4,000. These soft costs include such specified entries
as: outreach to local community $2,000; developer fee $2,500; administrative
costs $3,000; training and technical assistance $1,500. This frontloading of
costs seems excessive and unreasonable, Better Housing Trustcorp demonstrates
no experience in providing social services earmarked in its financial

pro forma such as "Outreach to counsel, qualify and train beneficiary."™ The
Technical Review Committee suggests developing a partnership with an
established disabled services organization to provide services in such a
project. The Fair Market Value of the house after renovation includes $ll,000
for "estimated liens/encumbrances"™ which appears to add into the cost of the
house the construction hard costs for a second time. The TRC judged the PDC
application to be the strongest for this property.
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MULTNOMAH COQUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Portland Development Commission

Project Name: Portland Homestead Program

(St. John's Friends
Property Location: 10001 N. Willamette, Port. of Cathedral Park)

Applicant Status: Government Sponsored Agency (City of Portland)

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Provide affordable housing to a

single family homeowner whose income is 80% or below median. Provide full

house rehabilitation,

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements

established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.

b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use,

c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. Applicant project contributes to neighborhood stability.

d. Applicant demonstrates knbwledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: Portland Homestead Program

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received no points in either criteria
category.

1, Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability. ’

Committee Comments: PDC is requesting transfer of this tract containing a
salvageable house for use in the Urban Homestead Program. The house will be
comprehensively renovated, sold to a buyer at 80% of median income with a
mortgage of approximately $50,000 over a 25 year term at 6% interest. This
results in an estimated PITI payment of $419.00 monthly. THE PDC Urban
Homestead has the demonstrated capacity to renovate houses for low income home
ownership. A \ -4 ‘ . ‘ o SRR

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. The requested tract is
in an identified City of Portland Block Grant eligible low income area. The
PDC application seeks to avoid the second mortgage and conditions of the
Housing Affordability Demonstration Project by paying the property tax arrears
and costs as well as entering the Urban Homestead guidelines for low income
eligibility and home occupancy. PDC program guidelines and the HADP home
ownership program requirements are largely in accord. ©PDC included

per functory and general community support documentation in its application.
The Technical Review Committee recommends PDC make a presentation of project
goals and services to the Friends of Cathedral Park neighborhood association
and solicit support and comments from the neighborhood association board to be
forwarded for review to the TRC. The Technical Review Committee encourages
first source hiring in all the projects supported by the HADP, '
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: ROSE Community Development Corporation

Project Name: ROSE Homes 1

Property Location: W of 7429 SE Bybee, E of 7409 SE Bybee (Brentwood-
Darlington Neigh. Assoc.)

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Build four-bedroom unit home
financed by builder. After construction is completed, ROSE will purchase
unit using federal HOME funds. ROSE will rent the unit to very low-income
families. under the Section 8 program.

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.,
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use,
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
£. Applicant project cdntributes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: ROSE Homes 1

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in both bonus point criteria
categories.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability,.

Committee Comments: Revitalize Outer South East Community Development
Corporation is a newly incorporated agency whose board is composed of
neighborhood residents and others with experience and interest in the ROSE
mission of fostering and promoting decent affordable housing opportunities in
its target area. ROSE proposes to contract with a builder for construction of
a duplex attached housing, each unit with four bedrooms, on the requested
tracts. The builder, William Reed of R&R Energy Resources, has experience
with affordable, practical construction techniques and energy efficient
structures and will provide construction financing for the development. The
estimated cost for the two units is $91,000. ROSE proposes to combine a
conventional bank loan with grant funds to form the permanent financing for
the project. ROSE proposes to rent the units to tenants at 50% of median
income under the auspices of the private market Section 8 rental subsidy
program. ’ ’

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. The transfer request
forms the basis of the first development project for ROSE. ROSE has
considerable development expertise on its board, has established connection to
established Southeast Portland social services and housing agencies. The
development plan for the tracts is well thought out and benefits very low
income large families, a difficult housing market to serve. The projected
square foot construction costs are extremely low and the take-out financing
commitments tenuous, Contractor monitoring and performance will be critical
to the success of this project. ROSE has contacted the affected neighborhood
associations who have committed their support to the project. The TRC
encourages first source hiring in all the projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program

Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: ROSE Community Development Corporation
Project Name: ROSE Homes 1
Property Location: E of 6110 SE Tolman (Mt., Scott-Arleta Neigh., Assoc)

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

A Description'of'Projéét and Proposed Use: Build four-bedroom unit home

financed by builder, After construction is completed, ROSE will purchase

unit using federal HOME funds. ROSE will rent the unit to very low-income

families under the Section 8 program.

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use,
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. Applicant project contributes.to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: ROSE Homes 1, E of 6110 SE Tolman

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in both bonus point criteria
categories.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Revitalize Outer South East Community Development
Corporation is a newly incorporated agency whose board is composed of
neighborhood residents and others with experience and interest in the ROSE
mission of fostering and promoting decent affordable housing opportunities in
its target area. ROSE proposes to contract with a builder for construction of
a duplex attached housing, each unit with four bedrooms, on the requested
' tract. The builder, William Reed of R&R Energy Resources, has experience with
affordable, practical construction techniques and energy efficient structures
and will provide construction financing for the development. The estimated
cost for the two units is $9l,000. ROSE proposes to combine a conventional
bank loan with grant funds to form the permanent financing for the project,
ROSE proposes to rent the units to tenants at 50% of median income under the
auspices of the private market Section 8 rental subsidy program.

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. The transfer request
forms the basis of the first development project for ROSE. ROSE has
considerable development expertise on its board, has established connection to
established Southeast Portland social services and housing agencies. The
development plan for the tract is well thought out and benefits very low
income large families, a difficult housing market to serve. The projected
square foot construction costs are extremely low and the take-out financing
commitments tenuous. Contractor monitoring and performance will be critical
to the success of this project. ROSE has contacted the affected neighborhood
associations who have committed their support to the project. The TRC
encourages first source hiring in all the projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: : HOST Development, Inc.

Project Name: ' HOST Development, Inc.

Property Location: 3732 NE 8th Ave., Port., (King Neighborhood Assoc.)

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 Corporation

Date Submitted: , 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Build a new house for lower income
home ownership. Combine requested property with currently owned lot (3274 NE

8th) to take advantage of economy of scale and reduced construction costs to

build affordable housing.

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements

established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.

b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use.

c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. Applicant project contributes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.

0008H/0040H




Project Name: HOST Development, Inc.

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received no points in either criteria
category.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: The redevelopment project area of HOST centers around the
requested tract located at 3732 NE 8th Avenue. HOST owns the vacant lot
adjoining the property to the south and proposes to demolish the existing,
unsalvageable structure and combine the lots to build two, new houses with
shared garage wall and driveway. The houses are designed to be neighborhood
compatible and should achieve some construction cost savings with both houses
built together with like floor plans. The houses are projected to cost
$50,000. HOST is exploring a permanent financing arrangement with PDC to
develop a rent-to-own program affordable for buyers with a 50% of median
household income., HOST has a line of credit from a consortium of local banks
providing a secure source for construction financing. The HOST project seeks
to increase home ownership opportunity and encourage neighborhood

" stabilization. To this end, HOST has a partnership with Emanuel Hospltal Home
Ownership Program, providing employees down payment assistance to buy houses
near the hospital., HOST has also committed to involve neighborhood residents
in the construction of at least one of the proposed houses through an
agreement with the PCC Building trades Training Program, a job training and
skills building project giving students hand on experience in the construction
trades.,

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. HOST is currently
building two shared wall houses with separate ownership on Failing Street
around the corner from the requested tract. The experience gained from that
development should help keep costs low and better integrate the scheduling of
services provided by the PCC Building Trades Training Program for the
requested tract. The transfer to HOST will remove an eyesore property from
the neighborhood. Additionally, as the tract has a substandard 25' of street
frontage, redevelopment of the tract is the most straightforward if attached
to the southerly adjacent lot owned by HOST. The marketing plan to reach the
Housing Affordability Demonstration Program's targeted low income buyers is
unclear. With firmer construction cost estimates and take-out financing
commitment, the Technical Review Committee requests that HOST submit a
projected PITI cost for the houses and proposed debt to income ratios ensuring
buyer eligibility at the 80% of median income ceiling., The Technical Review
Committee recommends that HOST make a presentation of the project, design and
goals to the King Neighborhood association and solicit support and comments to
be forwarded for review to the TRC. The Technical Review encourages first
source hiring practices in all the projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonst ration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Nort hwest Housing Alternatives
Project Name: Beech Place
Property Location: 9714 N. Charleston Ave., Port. (St. Johns Neigh Assoc,)

Applicant Status: 501(c) 3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Construction and operation of
Adult Foster Home to provide supportive housing for Medicaid eligible
frail elders,

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use.
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support,
f. Applicant project contributes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h. Project results in affordable housing for lower income person,
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Project Name: Beech Place

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in each bonus point criteria
category.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Northwest Housing Alternatives to build an adult foster
home providing housing for 4 or 5 Medicaid eligible elderly persons with
supervisory care services, The group home development is a collaboration of
the Multnomah County Aging Services Division (ASD) and Northwest Housing
Alternatives, ASD will recruit and license operators and provide case
management services while Northwest Housing Alternatives (NHA) will build and
own the facility and lease it to the primary care giving agency. .NHA has
committed to retaining the project in low income use for a period of thirty
years. The estimated cost of the house i5‘$190,000 for 2,600 square feet of
living area with handicapped accessibility features based upon specification
of a similar group home recently completed by NHA., THe project is seeking
funding from the new HOME entitlement grant program., Other sources of
permanent financing are being explored including state bond financing and the
federal low income housing tax credit program. The house will have the
appearance and character of a single family residence,

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. Staff inspected a .
recently completed adult foster home developed by NHA. The house incorporated
many design features for the elderly and disabled tenants and was built for a
reasonable cost. The design is neighborhood compatible and provides resident
safety and comfort with what should be low maintenance and replacement costs.
NHA solicited and received support for this project from the St. Johns
Neighborhood Association. The transfer of this tract to NHA will help realize
the CHAS identified goals of creating responsible elderly foster care housing
opportunity. The Technical Review Committee encourages first source hiring in
all the projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonst ration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Nort hwest Housing Alternatives

Project Name: Hazel Court

Property Location: W of 5109 NE Killingsworth, Port. (Cully Neigh. Assoc.)

Applicant Status: 501(c) 3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Construction ‘and operation of

Adult Foster Home to provide supportive housing for Medicaid eligible

frail elders.

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b, Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely cdmpletion and use,
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e, Applicant demonstrates community support,
£. Applicant project contributes to neighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements,

h, Project results in affordable housing for lower income person,
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Project Name: Hazel Court

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in each bonus point criteria
category.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations,

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Northwest Housing Alternatives to build an adult foster
home providing housing for 4 or 5 Medicaid eligible elderly persons with
supervisory care services, The group home development is a collaboration of
the Multnomah County Aging Services Division (ASD) and Northwest Housing
Alternatives, ASD will recruit and license operators and provide case
management services while Northwest Housing Alternatives (NHA) will build and
own the facility and lease it to the primary care giving agency. NHA has
committed to retaining the project in low income use for a period of thirty
years. The estimated cost of the house is $190,000 for 2,600 square feet of
living area with handicapped accessibility features based upon specification
of a similar group home recently completed by NHA. THe project is seeking
funding from the new HOME entitlement grant program. Other sources of
permanent financing are being explored including state bond financing and the
federal low income housing tax credit program. The house will have the
appearance and character of a single family residence,

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request, This tract is a large
15,000 sq, ft. undeveloped lot suitable for a minor subdivision, Accordingly,
NHA proposes to build two (four to five bedroom) adult foster homes on the
site. NHA made only perfunctory effort to evidence community support for this
project. The property lies within the Cully Neighborhood Association
bounderies but support was solicited by NHA from the Vernon Neighborhood
Association. A survey of immediate neighbors was never delivered to the
Technical Review Committee. Though adverse community effect from building two
elderly foster care houses should be negligible, the TRC requests NHA make a
presentation of the goals and expectations of the project to the Cully
Neighborhood Association comments for review to the TRC accompanied by a
survey indicating support from immediate project neighbors, The TRC '
encourages first source hiring in all the projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUS ING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Nort hwest Housing Alternatives

Project Name : Rodney House

Property Location: N of 3021 NE Rodney Ave, Port. (Eliot Neighbor. Assoc.)

Applicant Status: 501(c)3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Construction and operation of

Adult Foster Home to provide supportive housing for Medicaid eligible

frail elders,

Program Criteria: Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project.
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timely completion and use,
c. MApplicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

‘d. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support.
f. 'Applicant project contributes to neighborhbod stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h., Project results in affordable housing for lower income person,
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Project Name: Rodney House

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in each bonus point criteria
category.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

j. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability.

Committee Comments: Northwest Housing Alternatives to build an adult foster
home providing housing for 4 or 5 Medicaid eligible elderly persons with
supervisory care services, The group home development is a collaboration of
the Multnomah County Aging Services Division (ASD) and Northwest Housing
Alternatives. ASD will recruit and license operators and provide case
management services while Northwest Housing Alternatives (NHA) will build and
own the facility and lease it to the primary care giving agency. NHA has
committed to retaining the project in low income use for a period of thirty
years, The estimated cost of the house is $190,000 for 2,600 square feet of
living area with handicapped accessibility features based upon specification
of a similar group home recently completed by NHA. THe project is seeking
funding from the new HOME entitlement grant program. Other sources of
permanent financing are being explored including state bond financing and the
federal low income housing tax credit program. The house will have the
appearance and character of a single family residence,

Committee Recommendation: Approve transfer request. NHA attempted to
schedule a presentation to explain the foster home development and operational
f ramework to the Eliot Neighborhood Association., The land use committee chair
indicated to NHA that the Eliot Neighborhood considers itself saturated with
institutional and publicly subsidized housing uses. NHA surveyed the
immediate project neighbors and was able to demonstrate some localized support
for the foster care home concept. The group home would be zoned and sited as
a single family residence. The appearance of the house would be the same as a
large single family residence., No special staff parking requirements would
accompany the building. The cumulative affect of the house would be
aesthetically and socially only minimally different that of a single family
residence., The Technical Review Committee understands the concerns of the
neighborhood association with the concentration of special use housing and the
sentiment that these projects are being thrust upon their community with
impunity. But, both the need for elderly foster care houses and the
essentially residential, compatible use of the NHA project argue for the
Technical Review Committee to recommend the transfer request be approved. NHA
is encouraged to make a formal presentation of the project before the Eliot
Neighborhood Association board and discuss design, environmental, and program
concerns with the group. The TRC encourages first source hiring in all the
projects supported by the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Nort hwest Housing Alternatives

Project Name: Cherry Lane

Property Location: E of 6110 SE Tolman, Port., (Mt.Scott-Arleta Neigh.Assoc.)

Applicant Status: 501(c) 3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of "Project and Proposed Use: Construction and operation of

Adult Foster Home to provide supportive housing for Medicaid eligible

frail elders.

Program Criteria: 'Applicant meets the minimum threshold requirements
established by the Housing Affordability Demonstration Program. Specific
issues and recommended conditions are described under the Committee Comments
and Recommendations section, page 2 of this report.

a. Applicant demonstrates capacity to carry out project,
b. Applicant proposes project plan that results in timélyvcompletion and use,
c. Applicant financial plan is complete and sufficient to carry out project.

4. Applicant provides sufficient operation and maintenance plan, including
hazard insurance, during construction and development phase of project.

e. Applicant demonstrates community support,
f. Applicant project contributes to néighborhood stability.

g. Applicant demonstrates knowledge of planning, zoning, and building
requirements.

h., Project results in affordable housing for lower income person.
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Project Name: Cherry Lane

Bonus Point Criteria: Applicant received points in each bonus point criteria
category.

1. Applicant demonstrates project results in housing affordable to very low
income persons or special needs populations.

J. Applicant demonstrates commitment to ensure longer term project
affordability,

Committee Comments: Northwest Housing Alternatives to build an adult foster
home providing housing for 4 or 5 Medicaid eligible elderly persons with
supervisory care services. The group home development is a collaboration of
the Multnomah County Aging Services Division (ASD) and Northwest Housing
Alternatives, ASD will recruit and license operators and provide case
management services while Northwest Housing Alternatives (NHA) will build and
own the facility and lease it to the primary care giving agency. NHA has
committed to retaining the project in low income use for a period of thirty
years. The estimated cost of the house is $190,000 for 2,600 square feet of
living area with handicapped accessibility features based upon specification
of a similar group home recently completed by NHA. THe project is seeking
funding from the new HOME entitlement grant program. Other sources of
permanent financing are being explored including state bond financing and the
federal low income housing tax credit program., The house will have the
appearance and character of a single family residence.

Committee Recommendation: Deny transfer request. Both NHA and ROSE submitted
strong proposals for this tract. The neighborhood based efforts of ROSE, as
well as the critical need for very low income, large family rental housing
provided by the ROSE project tipped the recommendation in their favor. The
Technical Review Committee also noted that the HADP has supported both a
congregate care facility and adult foster homes for the elderly during post
program inventories., NHA is being recommended for three transfer of tracts -
created four adult foster homes during this inventory of the HADP.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Minority Youth Concern Action Program

Project Name: Project Independence

(1) 51 NE Graham (3) R of 5416 SE Flavel
Property Location: (2) 5416 SE Flavel (4) 2818 N, Hunt (5) 6915 N. Williams

{(various neighborhood assoc.)
Applicant Status: 501(c¢) 3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Provide special needs housing for

youth and low income housing. Youth will provide maintenance, Housing

for sale to eligible low income families.

Project was not ranked. Spohsor applied for propertieé not available through
the HADP. '

Committee Comments: MYCAP applied for five properties that were available
during the second inventory recruitment period of the HADP, Sam Pierce of
MYCAP attended the third inventory workshop on April 13, 1992 and had a copy
of the list and application materials, The Technical Review Committee
discussed extending the application period for MYCAP to request different
properties but concluded Ordinance 672 did not allow such flexibility and a
bad HADP precedent of elastic, changeable guidelines was improper., Staff met
with MYCAP Director Sam Pierce to review the TRC findings. MYCAP'Ss
application fee will be refunded. MYCAP was encouraged to apply for future,
tax foreclosed tracts and troubleshooting and technical assistance in
.completing the application was offered by staff.
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY HOUSING AFFORDABILITY
Demonstration Program
Technical Review Committee
Project Ranking Report

Dated: July 20, 1992

Applicant: Give Us This Day, Inc.
Give Us This Day Inc. Community Service
Project Name: and Counseling Center

Property Location: 5621 NE 25th Ave., Port. (Concordia Neigh. Assoc.)

Applicant Status: - 501(c)3 corporation

Date Submitted: June 15, 1992

Description of Project and Proposed Use: Provide low income housing for

females (3 families) exiting the Transition Program who are in need of

permanent shared low-income housing. Provide daycare on premises for children

to remain in familiar surroundings with one of the women as a daycare provider

through a training program.

Project was not ranked. Sponsor applied for property not available through
the HADP.

Committee Comments: Give Us This Day, Inc. applied for a vacant lot north of
5621 NE 25th Ave. but described a project including a building. renovation.
Evidently, Give Us This Day thought the tract available was the house at 5621
NE 25th Ave. which is in private ownership and not available to our program.
Consideration was given to extending the application period for Give Us This
Day to reapply for available properties. The Technical Review Committee feels
that Ordinance #672 does not allow arbitrary time extensions of the
application period and a bad program precedent of unevenly applied guidelines
could hurt the HADP. Staff met with Mr. Nate Hartley of Give Us This Day to
explain the finds of the TRC. Mr. Hartley said that Give Us This Day had
recently hired a grant writer and he fully expects such application details
will not be missed in the future. Mr. Hartley also expected to be starting
the renovation of the previously transferred tract at 1806 N. Alberta under
the HADP auspices in July of 1992. Give Us This Day was encouraged to apply
for future tax foreclosed tracts and staff offered assistance in trouble
shooting future applications.
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Meeting Date: AUG 2 7 1992

Agenda No.: ﬁéLZLJ/
(Above space for Clerk's Office Use)

- AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT:

RESOLUTION

BCC Informal BCC Formal 8/27/92
(date) (date)

DEPARTMENT Nondepartmental DIVISION Chair's Office

CONTACT Merlin Reynolds TELEPHONE X-3308

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Merlin Reynolds, Gary Nakao, Billi Odegaard,

ACTION REQUESTED:

[:j INFORMATIONAL ONLY [:]POLICY DIRECTION

XX! APPROVAL
ESTiMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA:

30 minutes

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN:

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested,
as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

RESOLUTION in the Matter of Developing'County Integrated Community
Service Districts and a Family Support System

REQUEST TIME CERTAIN AGENDA REVIEW AT 10:15 a.m.- Tuesday Aug. 25
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Matter of Developing
County Integrated Community
Service Districts and a Family
Support System

RESOLUTION
92-162

P R

WHEREAS, Multnomah County elected and appointed
officials recognize issues and problems facing our communities
have changed the traditional roles and responsibilities of
government, business, community, and family; and

WHEREAS, Multnomah County elected and appointed
officials recognize this community has reached a milestone in
its history in which our work force will not be able to meet
the employment needs of both businesses and governments because
of the lack of skills of our youth; and g

WHEREAS, the problems and issues of alcohol and drug
addiction, crime, unemployment, apathy, racial and sexual
hatred, inadequate community services, and the changing family
and communities have the potential to destroy the very fabric
of our communities and society; and

WHEREAS, cooperation between governments, businesses,
non-profit organizations, schools, communities and families is
the only means to begin to solve the problems and issues within
our communities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Multnomah County
Commission directs the Integrated Human Services Planning Tean
and the Interdepartmental Youth Services Management Team to
develop an Implementation Plan and enabling ordinance creating
the Integrated Community Services Districts and the Family
Support System. The Implementation Plan and enabling ordinance
shall be presented to the Board of County Commissioners no
- “Hsggfthan October 14, 1992.

ool e

ﬁ@OPTED this 27th day of _August 1993,

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

%MM«

Gladys Mc y, County fLhair

REVIEWED:
LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL
for Multnomah County, Oregon

((;CA lww!JE»\




Meeting D.ate: N@\}\o &2\ AUG 2 7 1992
Agenda No.: é&\\[?

(Above space for Clerk's Office Use)
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AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT: oOrdinance for Library Utility Tax

BCC Informal , BCC Formal 8/20/92

(date) (date)
DEPARTMENT Nondepartmental DIVISION cChair's Office
CONTACT Fred Neal TELEPHONE 248-3308

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Ginnie Cooper, Bill Naito

ACTION REQUESTED:

[:j INFORMATIONAL ONLY [:]POLICY DIRECTION & ]APPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 2 hours

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN:

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested,
as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

Imposes 2% excise tax on suppliers of electricity.
natural gas, and petroleum products used for heating.
Increases rate to 4%, effective July 1, 1993. Dedicates
proceeds to Library. Exempts low-income persons and:r-’
public agencies.
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ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Title: An Ordinance Relating to the Imposition of an Excise Tax on the Provision of Utility Services;
Providing for Administration and Collection; Dedicating the Revenues to a Special Fund of Library
Purposes; and Related Matters.

Brief statement of purpose of ordinance (including rationale for adoption of ordinance, a description
of persons benefitted, and other alternatives explored).

Commencing on the effective date of this ordinance, a 2% excise tax is placed on suppliers of
electrical energy, natural gas, and petroleum products used for heating supplied to users within
Multnomah County. Commencing on July 1, 1993, the rate will change to 4%. The revenue thus
derived will be placed in a special fund dedicated solely to library needs, including operation and
capital requirements and administration of this ordinance. Utility providers under this ordinance may
pass this tax through to the users from which they derive taxable revenue. Utility users meeting
established poverty guidelines will not be taxed. Government agencies are also exempt.

What other jurisdictions in the metropolitan area have enacted similar legislation?

The City of Portland imposes a 5% "Utility Franchise Fee"” on natural gas, electricity, water, cable
television, and other utility providers that use public rights-of-way within the city limits. Revenues
are placed in the General Fund. Counties are prohibited by ORS from imposing franchise fees for
the use of public rights-of-way.

What has been the experience in other areas with this type of legislation?

Portland collects over $20 million annually from their Utility Franchise Fee. Administration and
collection is managed by a two-person staff.

What authority is there for Multnomah County to adopt this legislation? (State Statute. Home Rule
Charter?) Are there constitutional problems?

Authority is granted under the Home Rule Charter.

Fiscal Impact Analysis

The Library is currently funded by three-year property tax serial levy that expires June 30, 1993,
internally generated revenues, and a subsidy from the General Fund. The annual revenues from the
$10.3 million pre-Measure-5 levy is reduced to $9 million by Measure-5 compression, discounts and
delinquencies. Federal, state and internally generated funds (sales, fines, gifts, previous-year carry-
overs) supply about $5 million. The General Fund contributes another $5 million. This $19 million
Library budget provides services below that offered prior to the passage of Measure 5 and does not
include needed capital outlay for repair at the Central branch and expansion at the Midland branch.

The utility excise tax is expected to annually raise $4.5 million per percent of tax. At the maximum
of 4%, the new library fund will see $18 million in fiscal year 1993-94, enough to fund library
operations at a slightly higher level and also provide the funding mechanism for needed capital
projects at Central and Midland. Current General Fund support can be used for other programs.

The average household spends about $760 annually on the utilities to be taxed. A 4% tax would
add $30 ($2.50 per month) to the household bill. Households meeting poverty guidelines would be
exempt.




The elimination of the current Library serial levy would not bring the 1993-94 combined tax rate
below the $10 limit in areas now capped; those within Portland. Property tax payers in areas not at
the cap or slightly over would see their property tax rate reduced about $0.42 per thousand ($42
on a $100,000 home).

SIGNATURES:

Person Filling Out Form ’ ‘/7 =

Planning & Budget Division (if fiscal mpact),MW

Department Head/Elected Official
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDINANCE NO. 731

An ordinance relating to the imposition of an excise tax on
the provision of utility services; providing for administration
and collection; dedicating the revenues to a special fund for
library purposes; and related matters.

Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Title

This ordinance shall be known as the Multnomah County Public

Library Utility Excise Tax Ordinance.

Section 2. Definitions

For the purposes of this ordinance, unless the context

requires otherwise, the terms below are defined as follows:

A. Administrator: -the county, city or other governmental

agency which administers this ordinance.

08/20/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 s.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 87207-0849
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B. Board: Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon.

cC. Gross revenue: All revenues from the sale of utility

services and from the use, rental or lease of the operating
7/

facilities providing these services derived from within the

boundaries of Multnomah County, after adjustment for net write-off

of uncollectible accounts. Gross revenue does not include:

1. Proceeds from the sale of bonds, mortgages, or other

evidences of indebtedness, securities or stocks;

2. Proceeds from sales at wholesale when the purchaser is not

the ultimate consumer;
3. Proceeds from transmission or transportation services;

4. Revenues paid directly by the United States of America or

its agencies;

5. Revenues paid directly by municipalities;
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6. Revenues paid directly by families, family units,
unrelated individuals and/or households below the poverty
guidelines established annually by the Administrator, as set

forth in Section 7 of this ordinance;

7. Revenues from the sale of electrical energy not consumed

within Multnomah County; and
8. Revenues from the lease of residential space heaters.

D. Library: the public library system of Multnomah County,

Oregon.

E. Municipality: Any city, political subdivision, municipal

corporation, or district organized and existing pursuant to the

laws of the State of Oregon, including school districts.

F. Person: ~Individuals, joint ventures, partnerships,
corporations, their officers, employees, agents, assignees,
trustees or receivers, or any other legal entity whatsoever, but

not including any municipality, state, or federal agency.

G. Utility Service: All electrical energy, all natural gas,

and petroleum products used for heating.

08/20/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 8.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138



11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Page 4 of 13

Section 3. Interpretation

For the purpose of this ordinance, words in the singular
number include the plural, the word "shall" is mandatory and not
directory, and the term "this ordinance" shall be deemed to

/

include all amendments hereafter made.

Section 4. Administration

In order to carry out the duties imposed by this ordinance,

the Administrator

A. May recoup from the library all reasonable costs of the

administration of this ordinance; and

B. Shall draft for approval by the Board the rules and
regulations necessary for the administration of this ordinance,
including but not limited to, a procedure to implement the poverty

guidelines and an administrative appeal procedure; and

C. Shall have the authority to do the following acts, which
enumeration shall not be deemed to be exclusive, namely:
administer oaths; audit records; certify to all official acts;
subpoena and require attendance of witnesses at hearings; require
the production of relevant documents; swear witnesses; and take

testimony of any person by deposition.
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Section 5. Contracts

The Board may contract with a city or other governmental
agency for the administration of all, or any portion, of this

ordinance.

Section 6. Imposition of Tax and Dedication of Revenues
A. Commencing on the effective date of this ordinance, an

excise tax is imposed upon every person providing a utility
service Qithin the.bbundaries of Multnomah County, at the rate of
two percent (2%) of the gross revenue. Revenue derived from the
imposition of this tax shall be placed in a special fund and

dedicated solely to library purposes, including but not limited

‘to, the cost of administering this ordinance, ordinary capital

needs and operational services.

B. Commencing on July 1, 1993, in addition to the tax imposed
under subsection (A) of this sectibn, an excise tax is imposed
upon every person providing a utility service within the
boundaries of Multnomah County, at the rate of two percent (2%) of
the gross revenue. Revenue derived from the imposition of this
tax shall be placed in the same special fund and dedicated solely

to the same library purposes as set forth in subsection (A).

08/20/92:1
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Section 7. Poverty Guidelines

A. Within thirty (30) days of the annual publication of the
federal poverty guidelines, the Administrator shall draft poverty
guidelines for approval by the Board and shall thereafter

distribute them to the persons subject to this tax.

B. The Administrator and the Board may use the federal
poverty guidelines promulgated by the Office of the Secretary of
the Department of Health and Human Services, may use another
agency’s adaptation of the guidelines, or may create its own

adaptation of the guidelines.

C. Until the Administrator’s first determination in 1993, the
1992 federal poverty guidelines promulgated by the Office of the
Secretary of the Department of Health and Human Services pursuant

to 42 USC 9902(2) shall apply:
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Size of Family Unit Poverty Guideline
1 $ 6,810
2 $ 9,190
3 $11,570
4 $13,950
5 $16,330
6 $18,710
7 $21,090
8 $23,470

Each additional member, add $2,380.

D. Until the Administrator’s first determination in 1993,5€he
definitions of family, family unit, household, income, and
unrelated individual set forth in the Federal Register, February

14, 1992, pp. 5456-5457, shall apply.

Section 8. Collection of Utility Tax Prohibited

A. Utility providers shall not include the United States of
America or its agencies, municipalities, or families, family
units, households and/or unrelated individuals below the poverty

guidelines in any pass-through of this tax.
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B. The Administrator shall draft for approval by the Board a
procedure by"which. the persons subject to this tax shall be

reimbursed for the reasonable cost of implementing the poverty

guidelines.
Section 9. Returns and Remittance
A. Each person providing a utility service shall, on or

before the twentieth (20th) day of each month, file a verified
return with the Administrator. The return shall be on the forms
sﬁpplied or in the ménner pfescribed and shall state the gross
revenue and other information required to determine the tax to be

paid for the preceding one month period.

B. Each person shall, at the time of filing the verified

return, remit to the Administrator the amount of the tax.

C. If any person required to file the first return and pay
the tax imposed therein is unable, despite diligent effort, timely
to submit a verified return, the person shall submit a return as
accurate as possible, based on good faith estimates, and shall pay
the tax accordingly. Such return may be amended and additional
tax paid thereon, at the next required return filing date;
thereafter, claims for refunds and demands for deficiency payments

shall be made as provided in Section 10.

08/20/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.w. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Page 9 of 13

Section 10. Return Review, Deficiencies and Refunds

A. The Administrator shall examine all returns filed and
shall verify the accuracy thereof and the correct amount of ﬁhe
tax imposed by this ordinance. If the tax imposed is greater than
the amount remitted, the Administrator shall mail a notice of the
deficiency to the person filing the return. The amount bf the
deficiency shall be paid, unless hearing is requested, within
thirty (30) days from the date of the notice. If the tax imposed
is less than the amount remitted, the Administrator shall give
notice and refﬁnd'the overpayment té the person who made it.

B. A claim for a refund shall be made by giving written
notice to the Administrator within_éixty (60) days from the date

of filing the return upon which the claim is based. The right to

claim a refund is thereafter waived. No interest shall be paid.on

any refund.

1. The Administrator may deny the full amount claimed, refund
the full amount claimed, or allow only part of the amount
claimed. The Administrator shall give notice of the

determination.

2. Claims for refunds are not assignable.
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Section 11. Delinquent Taxes and Interest

All taxes which are not remitted on the dates specified are
delinquent, except as provided in Section 9(C). Delinquent taxes
shall bear interest at the rate of one percent (1%) per month, or

fraction thereof, until paid.

Section 12. Fraudulent Returﬁs

If a false or fraudulent return is filed with the intent to
evade dr‘.reduce fhe tax ihpésed by this ordinénce; or with
intentional disregard of this ordinance but without intent to
defraud, there shall be added the amount of interest imposed by
Section 11 of this ordinanée plus an amount equal to fifteen
percent (15%) of the total amount of the deficiency, which
interest and penalty shall become due and payable within ten (10)

days after notice and demand by the Administrator.

Section 13. Tax As Debt

The tax imposed by this ordinance and any interest and

penalties thereon shall be a debt due and owing to Multnomah

- County and may be collected by civil action in the name of

Multnomah County.

08/20/92:1
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Section 14. Records

Each person shall keep and preserve, for a period of three (3)
years from the date required for filing the return, such records,
books and accounts as may be necessary to determine the amount of
gross revehues upon which this tax is imposed. All such records,
books and accounts shall be open for examination by the
Administrator at any reasonable time and at any reasonable place

within the county.
Section 15. Penalties

A. It shall be a violation of this ordinance and unlawful for
any person to refuse to make any return required by .this
ordinance, to make any false or fraudulent return, or to fail or
refuse to make payment to the Administrator of any tax due under
this ordinance, or in any manner to evade the collection and
payment of the tax, or any part thereof, imposed by this
ordinance, or to aid or abet other persons in any attempt to evade
the collection and payment of the tax imposed by this ordinance.
Such a violation shall be deemed a county offense and shall be
punishable, upon conviction, by a fine of not more than one
thousand dollars ($1000) or by imprisonment in the county jail for
not more than six (6) months, or by both such fine and

imprisonment.
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B. Any officer, director, partner, or other individual having
direction or contrdl over any person violating this ordinance
shall be subject to the fine and imprisonment provided by this

Section.

C. Each twenty-four (24) hour continuance of any violation

shall constitute a distinct and separate offence.

Section 16. Writ of Review

Review of any action of the Administrator taken pursuant to
this ordinance or of any rules and regulations promulgated by the

Administrator shall be by writ of review.

Section 17. Separability

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or
portion of this ordinance is for any reason held invalid or

unconstitutional by a court of competent jurisdiction, such

08/20/92:1
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1 portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent
2 provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of the
3 remaining portions of this ordinance.
4
5 Section 19. Adoption
6
7 Adopted this _27th day of August , 1992, being the date
8 of its _2nd reading before the Board of County Commissioners of
9 Multnomah County, Oregon
10 i
11 \‘

.€§:
124 &
13 .2;?)'..‘ BY %O

a2 GLADYS 0Y, CHAIL
140 4% MULTNO COUNTY, REGON
15

REVIEWED:

16

LAURENCE KRESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL

17 MULTTE?}H COUNTY, OREGON
18 / @a@/

n L. DuB/y o/
//(:Ety Counsel

|

§ 19 hief ASSlStaZi/g
|

| 20

I:\FILES\UTILTAXO.ORD\st
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B. Board: Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah Counfy,

Oregon.
C. Gross revenue: All revenues from the sale @f utility
services and from the use, rental or lease of e operating

facilities providing these services derived fyom within the
boundaries of Multnomah County, after adjustment/for net write-off

of uncollectible accounts. Gross revenue doés not include:

1. Proceeds from the sale of bopds, mortgages, or other

evidences of indebtedness, securjties or stocks;

2. Proceeds from sales at whOlesale when the purchaser is not

the ultimate consumer;

3. Proceeds from trAnsmission facilities;

4. Revenues pajd directly by the United States of America or

08/20/92:1
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance relating to the imposition of an excise tax on
the provision of utility services; providing for Administration
and collection; dedicating the revenues to a gpecial fund for

library purposes; and related matters.
Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Title

This ordinance shall be kn as the Multnomah County Public

Library Utility Excise Tax Oydinance.

Section 2. Definitijons

For the purpoges of this ordinance, unless the context

requires otherwige, the terms below are defined as follows:

A. A nistrator: the county, city or other governmental

agency 791ch administers this ordinance.

08/13/92:1
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B. Board: Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah C?;?éY'

Oregon. /

/

C. Gross revenue: All revenues from the sale ©Of utility
services and from the use, rental or lease of fthe operating
facilities providing these services derived ffom within the
boundaries of Multnomah County, after adjustment for net write-off

of uncollectible accounts. Gross revenue dges not include:

/

1. Proceeds from the sale of éyéés, mortgages, or other

/
evidences of indebtedness, Séj;yitles or stocks;

/

2. Proceeds from sales at wholesale when the purchaser is not
/
the ultimate consumer; //

/

3. Proceeds from transmission facilities;

7

/
’

/
/
/

y
4. Revenues paid directly by the United States of America or
)

. . /
its agencies;

/
K

/
/
/
Y
Vs

5. Reyénues paid directly by municipalities;

08/13/92:1
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6. Revenues paid directly by families, family units,

unrelated individuals and/or households below the pover
guidelines established annually by the Administrator, as/set
forth in Section 7 of this ordinance;
7. Revenues from the sale of electrical energy t consumed
within Multnomah County; and
8. Revenues from the lease of residenti space heaters.

D. Library: the public library sysfem of Multnomah County,
Oregon.

E. Municipality: Any city, folitical subdivision, municipal
corporation, or district organized and existing pursuant to the

laws of the State of Orego

F. Person: ;?

corporations, tﬁj}r officers, employees, agents, assignees,

7 including school districts.

ividuals, joint ventures, partnerships,

trustees or recejvers, or any other legal entity whatsoever.

/

//

G. Ut%lﬁty Service: All electrical energy, all natural gas,

and petgpféum products used for heating.

08/13/92:1
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Section 3. Interpretation

For the purpose of this ordinance, words in the gingular
number include the plural, the word "shall" is mandatefry and not
directory, and the term "this ordinance" shall MPe deemed to

include all amendments hereafter made.

Section 4. Administration

In order to carry out the duties jmmposed by this ordinance,

the Administrator

A. May recoup from the li¥rary all reasonable costs of the

administration of this ordinance; and

B. Shall draft fgr approval by the Board the rules and
regulations necessary for the administration of this ordinance,
including but not }imited to, a procedure to implement the poverty

guidelines and @&n administrative appeal procedure; and
/

C. Shgll have the authority to do the following acts, which
enumeration shall not be deemed to be exclusive, namely:

administer oaths; audit records; certify to all official acts;

/
/

7/
suppoena and require attendance of witnesses at hearings; require

/

/
fhe production of relevant documents; swear witnesses; and take

testimony of any person by deposition.

08/13/92:1
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Section 5. Contracts

agency for the administration of all, or any portion

ordinance.
Section 6. Imposition of Tax and Dedicati of 'Revenues
A. Commencing on the effective date/of this ordinance, an

excise tax 1is imposed upon every peySon providing a utility

service within the boundaries of Multdomah County, at the rate of

two percent (2%) of the gross revefiue. Revenue derived from the

imposition of this tax shall be placed in a special fund and

dedicated solely to librari/purposes, including but not limited

needs and operational s ices.

/
4
/
4

B. Commencing/éh July 1, 1993, in addition to the tax imposed

to, the cost of administering this ordinance, ordinary capital

under subsectigy’(A) of this section, an excise tax is imposed
upon every /ﬁérson providing a utility service within the
boundaries,é% Multnomah County, at the rate of two percent (2%) of
the grg;é revenue. Revenue derived from the imposition of this
tax %péll be placed in the same special fund and dedicated solely

4
to/fhe same library purposes as set forth in subsection (A).
/

/

/
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Section 7. Poverty Guidelines

A. Within thirty (30) days of the annual publicatjon of the
federal poverty guidelines, the Administrator shall aft poverty
guidelines for approval by the Board and shall thereafter
distribute them to the persons subject to this

B. The Administrator and the Board/ may use the federal
poverty guidelines promulgated by the Office of the Secretary of
the Department of Health and Human /Services, may use another
agency’s adaptation of the guidelines, or may create its own
adaptation of the guidelines.

C. Until the Administrafor’s first determination in 1993, the
1992 federal poverty guidelines promulgated by the Office of the

Secretary of the Deparfment of Health and Human Services pursuant

to 42 USC 9902(2) sHall apply:

08/13/92:1
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Size of Family Unit Poverty Guideline
1 $ 6,810
2 $ 9,190
3 $11,570
4 $13,950

5 $16,330
6 $18,710
7 $21,090
8 $23,470

Each additional member, add $24380.

D. Until the Administratof’s first determination in 1993, the
definitions of family, ily unit, household, income, and
unrelated individual set/ forth in the Federal Register, February

14, 1992, pp. 5456-5437, shall apply.

Section 8. ollection of Utility Tax Prohibited

A. Utidity providers shall not include the United States of

America)/or its agencies, municipalities, or families, family
units,/ households and/or unrelated individuals below the poverty

gu%ﬁelines in any pass-through of this tax.

08/13/92:1
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Page 8 of 13
B. The Administrator shall draft for approval by the Board a
procedure by which the persons subject to this tax shall be

reimbursed for the reasonable cost of implementing the¢’ poverty

guidelines.
Section 9. Returns and Remittance
A. Each person providing a utility gervice shall, on or

before the twentieth (20th) day of each month, file a verified
return with the Administrator. The regurn shall be on the forms
supplied or in the manner prescrib and shall state the gross
revenue and other information required to determine the tax to be

paid for the preceding one montH period.

B. Each person shall/ at the time of filing the verified

return, remit to the A nistrator the amount of the tax.

C. If any pergon required to file the first return and pay
the tax imposed tMerein is unable, despite diligent effort, timely
to submit a veXified return, the person shall submit a return as
accurate as gossible, based on good faith estimates, and shall pay
the tax cordingly. Such return may be amended and additional
tax pa d thereon, at the next required feturn filing date;
thereéfter, claims for refunds and demands for deficiency payments

sbéll be made as provided in Section 10.

/

08/13/92:1
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Section 10. Return Review, Deficiencies and Refunds

A. The Administrator shall examine all returns led and
shall verify the accuracy thereof and the correct amgunt of the
tax imposed by this ordinance. If the tax imposed ig greater than
the amount remitted, the Administrator shall mail/a notice of the
deficiency to the person filing the return. he amount of the
deficiency shall be paid, unless hearing #s requested, within
thirty (30) days from the date of the notjce. If the tax imposed
is less than the amount remitted, the/Administrator shall give

notice and refund the overpayment to/the person who made it.

B. A claim for a refund Shall be made by giving written
notice to the Administrator‘yféhin sixty (60) days from the date

of filing the return upon yﬂich the claim is based. The right to
/
claim a refund is thereg;éer waived. No interest shall be paid on

/

any refund. /

/

/

1. The Admigistrator may deny the full amount claimed, refund
) .

the full afiount claimed, or allow only part of the amount

claimedy The Administrator shall give notice of the
determ{nation.
///
S/
/2{ Claims for refunds are not assignable.
//
/ /
08/13/92:1
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Section 11. Delinquent Taxes and Interest

All taxes which are not remitted on the dates specified are
delinquent, except as provided in Section 9(C). Delinguent taxes
shall bear interest at the rate of one percent (1%) per month, or

fraction thereof, until paid.

Section 12. Fraudulent Returns

If a false or fraudulent return is Af£iled with the intent to

evade or reduce the tax imposed by this ordinance, or with
intentional disregard of this ordynance but without intent to
defraud, there shall be added th¢ amount of interest imposed by
Section 11 of this ordinance /plus an amount equal to fifteen
percent (15%) of the tota) amount of the deficiency, which
interest and penalty shall/become due and payable within ten (10)
days after notice and d¢mand by the Administrator.

Section 13. T As Debt

The tax‘/}mposed by this ordinance and any interest and
penalties thereon shall be a debt due and owing to Multnomah
County a may be collected by civil action in the name of
Multni?ah County.

/
/

/

7

/
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Section 14. Records

Each person shall keep and preserve, for a period of/three (3)
years from the date required for filing the return, ch records,
books and accounts as may be necessary to determing the amount of
gross revenues upon which this tax is imposed. 11 such records,
amination by the
Administrator at any reasonable time and a{/ any reasonable place

within the county.
Section 15. Penalties

A. It shall be a violation 6f this ordinance and unlawful for
any person to refuse to ake any return required by this
ordinance, to make any falge or fraudulent return, or to fail or
refuse to make payment ;o the Administrator of anyltax due under
this ordinance, or }ﬂ/any manner to evade the collection and
payment of the %9%, or any part thereof, imposed by this
ordinance, or to/iid or abet other persons in any attempt to evade
the collectioq/énd payment of the tax imposed by this ordinance.
Such a viol {;on shall be deemed a county offense and shall be
punishab%g{?upon conviction, by a fine of not more than one
thousaeg/dollars ($1000) or by imprisonment in the county jail for
not /ﬁore than six (6) months, or by both such fine and
iqpé;sonment.

/

/

/

/
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B. Any officer, director, partner, or other individual ha¥ing

direction or control over any person violating this ordinance
shall be subject to the fine and imprisonment provided by this
Section.

C. Each twenty-four (24) hour continuance

f any violation

shall constitute a distinct and separate offernce.

Section 16. Writ of Review

Review of any action of the Admjinistrator taken pursuant to
this ordinance or of any rules and /fegulations promﬁlgated by the
Administrator shall be by writ ¢f review.

Section 17. Separability

If any section, ubsection, sentence, clause, phrase or

portion of this ogginance is for any reason held invalid or
/

unconstitutional b§ a court of competent jurisdiction, such
/ //
/
/
4
4
/
//'
/
I/I
///
I/'I
7/
I/‘
/I
/ /
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portion shall be deemed a separate, distinct and independent

provision, and such holding shall not affect the validity of t

remaining portions of this ordinance.

Section 19. Adoption

Adopted this day of , 1992/ being the date

of its reading before the Board of Coun Commissioners of

Multnomah County, Oregon.

B
4/¥/;LADYS MCCOY, CHAIR
/ MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

REVIEWED: //
Y

LAURENC RESSEL, COUNTY COUNSEL

MULTN fCOUNTY OREGON
By /4 (1 2% | .

Chief A551 ant ¢ y Counsel
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\ RICK BAUMAN 606 County Courthouse
Multnomah County Commissioner Portland, Oregon 97204
i - District 3

(503) 248-5217

‘August 21, 1992

TO: Clerk of the Board

FR: Commissioner Rick Bauman.% \2’9

RE: Calendar

I would like to amend my earlier memo regarding my attendance
at Board meetings in August and September.

I will attend the Board meetings the week of August 24.

'I will not be able to attend Board meetings on September 1 through
September 17. :

T [da] patly
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P
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606 County Courthouse

RICK BAUMAN
Muttnomah County Commissioner Portland, Oregon 97204
District 3 (503) 248-5217

June 17, 1992

TO: Clerk of the Board
FR: Commissioner Rick Bauman

RE: Scheduled Board Absences

I will be out of town on the following dates this summer:

July 27 through August 7, and
August 24 through September 11

and will therefore miss board meetings on July 28 and 30, August 25

and 27 and September 1, 3, 8 and 10.

85 :I1 WY £Z Mr 265



AUG 2 7 1992

Meeting Date:

Agenda No.: -/
(Above space for Clerk's Office Use)

- . - - - . - . - - - - . . - - . - - . - - - - - - - - . - - -

Request 9:30 Time Certain

" AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT : 10-15 year Employee Service Awards

BCC Informal __ BCC Formal 08/27/92
(date) (date)

DEPARTMLN®Management Support Services DIVISION Employee Services

CONTACT Sara Martin TELEPHONE ext. 2203

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Sara Martin

ACTION REOQUESTED:

[:]INFORMATIONAL ONLY [:]POLICY DIRECTION I | APPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: one-half hour

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN:

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action reguested,

as well. as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

(If space is inadéguate—please use other side)

SIGRATURES:

ELECTED OE‘E‘ICIALNJ/& Q&qué p/\/(/

or St

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ¥

(Al} accompanying documents must have required signatures)

1/90



i ‘ _ ‘Meeting Date:

Agenda No.

(Above space for Clerk's Office Use)

,&W 450 FTME @e&mﬂb

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT: _/D-/ , »

BCC Informal- BCC Formal 57/07'7/90’2
(date) (date)

DEPARTMLNT;%aA444m&;fQ;;¢%QQZQ;L1DIVISION25W44£§1J 5%4;24 .
CONTACTN._ Se A Vias T TELEPHONE___ Y- ;%26t5

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION\>$;/Q&, =

ACTION REQUESTED:

[:j INFORMATIONAL ONLY [:]POLICY DIRECTION l | aPPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 1[2,/%/
CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN:

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action requested,
as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, if applicable):

(If space is inadequate, please use other side)

SIGNATURES:

ELECTED OFFICIAL

or

DEPARTMENT MANAGQg?
: A

(Al accompanying documents must. have required signatures)

1/90



10 Year

o)

A's -

Sharon Henley
1

DES -

David Bogucki
Kenneth Clinton

2463E2

K- R7—Fo2
SERVICE AWARDS 1992 -/

#
15 Year

DA's -
Judith Evans

/Sohn Hoover

J/Francesca Rosemeyer

JJPES G prede s

DES -

//6wendolyn Drinkwater
Gary Fisher
Robert Grindeland

//gavid Lestiko

DSS -

Efrain Diaz-Horna

LIB -

//gancy GomoT1
Bobtrie—3acksen



PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY!

i MEETING DATE %lg‘( {vf \
NAME |~ 2% Do \(/\N\O\u\ )yez/nm
ADDRESS 51> W E Buncry

STREET ‘
Padﬂ C/\U‘/(\ doas 0\‘1 2\

CITY — ZIP CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM #Q%%S’
SUPPORT \/ OPPOSE

SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY'!

MEETING DATE _ £ - 27-9a2
NAME U@r\ (> e
ADDRESS

STREET

CITY . ZIP CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # X -5

SUPPORT __ X OPPOSE
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK




512 N.E. Brazee

August 25, 1992

Multnomah County'Commission
C/0 Cecille Pitts

1021 §.W. Fourth

Portland, Ore. 897204

Honorable Ladies and Gentlemen,

‘The Eliot Neighborhood Association Land Use Commiftee met on
August 17 with representatives of Multnomah County Aging Services
and Northwest Housing Alternatives, and discussed their plans to
develop a senior foster care facility on a vacant lot north of
3021 N:E. Rodney. |

The Committee voted to approve the proposed facility by a
vote of five to zero, with one abstention. The vote was based in
part on plans for a caretaker to occuppy the premises on a long
term basis, thus contributing to permanent residence and
stability in the area.

The approval is subject to the condition that the structure
be built in accord with the American Institute of Architects' Ten
Essentials, a guide for development in northeast Portland, to

ensure compatibility with our neighborhood.

Very truly yours,

_ Lee Perlman
Chair, Eliot Neighborhood Association Land Use Committee
CC: Diane Luther, Northwest Housing Alternatives
Stepen Balog, Multnomah County Aging Services

Mike Jones, Multnomah County Aging Services
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Susan Thomas
- “Director,

./' LN '~

Sow

!

o \l HOST Development Inc. |
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\
‘/ PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY'

MEETING DATE £-27-F2
NAME jkgiz;9ﬁ92L,/7<23925\/
ADDRESS 2226 M- /Mo A Av.
STREET
| LrTzans, ot 27277

CITY ZIP CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM #X=0FX &
SUPPORT OPPOSE

SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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/ 'PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY!

MEETING, DATE Q-azq“?z
NAME NO

RMA b lQu
ADDRESS ﬁ) SE. 10(0 m
STREE%) M
CITY | IP CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # -
SUPPORT oprosE e

SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK/



2;/ PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY'!

MEETING DATE 7,93
g SOuzdane. San .e/ipz:S

ADDRESS /587 N. SKidmore.
SIREET. Hv 1 Q72177

CITY ZIP CODE

I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # A-(

SUPPORT X OPPOSE
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY!

MEETING DATE & -27-92
nae 7/ 5‘7[79}4/92)
avpress _ YY) SE [/ Y/s7

SRORTLANY ) T23L

CITY g . ZIP CODE

ANHALE G parroL
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM #_A2Cy//</nn
SUPPORT __J— OPPOSE

“ SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK



& PLEASE PRINT IBLY!

MEETING DATE __ S-R7-52

e Ooan Dohlbosn
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SUBJECT: Revision to Multnomah County Code 8.10
BCC Informeal luly 21,1992 BCC rormel July 23, 1992
(cate) . {Cate)

DEPARTMENT Environmental Services DIVISION  Animal Control

CONTACT Mike Oswald TELEPHONE  248-3790

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Mike Oswald
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ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Ordinance Title: Revision to Multnomah County Code 8.10

Give a brief statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include the
rationale for adoption of ordinance, description of persons
benefited, other alternatives explored):

SEE ATTACHED

What other 1local Jjurisdictions in the metropolitan area have:
enacted similar legislation? S ‘ S ' »

Clark County, Washington.

What has been the experience in other areas with this type of
legislation?

Civil violation ordinances have been successful in a growing number of jurisdictions
across the country. Most jurisdictions have reported that the public has found the
process to be fair and acceptable. Agencies have reported increases in revenue and
encouraging compliance rates.

What is the fiscal impact, 1f any?

Revenués__ are projected to increase by 100% over last year's Court Fines.
The administration of the new procedure will be done by existing staff.

\
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Person Filling Out Form:

Planning & Budget Division (if fiscal impact):

Department Manager/flected Official: = f%bkﬂ l4dil)m/Qf%ﬂé%»0
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Administrative Hearings Ordinance
Animal Control

Ordinance Goals:

1. Establish the use of a "Notice of Civil Violation"™ as the primary procedure for
addressing violations of the animal control ordinance.

2. Create one Administrative Hearings procedure to accommodate appeals to the
' chapter.
. Combines the three existing procedures: District Court; Potentially

Dangerous Dog hearings; and Facility revocations.

3. Establish a three-tiered schedule of reasonable Civil fines that are
commensurate to the seriousness of the violation.

4. Establish a procedure to turnover late payment and non-payment of civil fines
to a collection agency; and, refer failure to comply with corrective actions that

affect public safety and animal welfare to District Court.

5. Increase revenue through civil fines to help off-set operating costs for
providing animal control services throughout all jurisdictions in Multnomah
County.

6. Reduce the burden currently placed on the criminal justice system to

adjudicate animal control violations in District Court.

. Reduce the District Attorney's office case preparation and prosecution
workload.
. Reduce the need to take up District Court time for animal

ordinance arraignments and trials.

7. Enable the Division to use “problem solving” methods to resolve the
community’s animal related problems.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance relating to animal control, creating a Notice of
Infraction procedure, expanded Hearing and Appeal process, and
penalties for violations of animal control regulations and amending
Chapter 8.10 of the Multhomah County Code.

&d sections are new or replacements; {bracketed} sections are deleted.)

Multnomah County ordains as follows:
SECTION I. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.010(I) and (M) are amended to read as follows:

(I) “Hearings Officer” means a person appointed by the

e L : o the Di o : . had o

(M) “Owner” means any person or legal entity having a

possessory right in the animal. ferlegal-entity-who-harbers,—eares
for, . ] i 1  ner] . T

. . {ed1 ! i
SECTION II. AMENDMENT

The following definitions are added to MCC 8.10.010:

08/27/92:1
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SECTION IIXI. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.010 through 8.10.910 is amended to read as follows:

SECTION IV. - AMENDMENT.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

08/27/92:1
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SECTION V. AMENDMENT

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

SECTION VI. AMENDMENT
The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

8.10.037

SECTION VII.  AMENDMENT

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

08/27/92:1
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11§ SECTION VII. AMENDMENT

12 MCC 8.10.050 is amended to read as follows:
13
14
15
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SECTION IX. = AMENDMENT

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

SECTION X. AMENDMENT

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XI.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XII. AMENDMENT

The following section is added to MCC 8.10.
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SECTION XIII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.120 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.126 Denial and revocation of licenses; {appeals—3

(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 any person subject to the
owner's direction or control for the infraction of any provision of
this chapter or other applicable state or federal law, rule, order
or regulation pertaining to any activity relating to animals.

(3) Furnishing false information on an application for
a license undef this chapter. |

(B) The Director shall refund 50 percent of any fee paid upon

08/27/92:1
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denial of a license, provided, however, no refund shall be made
upon revocation.

(C)
denied;} or approve{e}s subject to conditions, }

i the applicant fmay} appealg the denial or conditijonal

n application for a license {is

(D) The Director shall investigate any complaint concerning
licensed facilities and, upon determination that a license should

be revoked, shall serve written notice upon the licensee of that

determination by certified mail. {and——sehedule—a—hearing—at—whieh

maited-by eertified-mail+-} Failure to file a timely request shall

terminate any appeal right, and the Director’s decision revoking

the license shall not be reviewable otherwise.

A : : i ] . ¥ By of

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XIV. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.190 (B)(7), (B)(9), (B)(11]), and (B)(l1l2)are amended
to read as follows:
8.10.190(B)(7) Leave an animal unattended for more than 24

consecutive hours without fadeguwate}

i care.
8.10.190(B)(9) Physically mistreat any animal either by

deliberate abuse or neglect to furnish f{adeguate}

i care,
including medical care.
lieabl fallvd . i

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XVI. AMENDMENT.
MCC 8.10.275 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.275

(A) The Director shall have authority to determine whether
any dog has engaged in the behaviors specified. in MCC 8.10.270.
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 control of the dog, and other
relevant evidence as determined by +the Director. These
observations and testimony can be provided by Multnomah County
animal control officers or by other witnesses who personally
observed the behavior. They shall sign a written statement
attesting to the observed behavior and agree to provide testimony
regarding the dog’s behavior of necessary.

(B) The Director shall have the discretion to increase or
decrease a classified dogs restrictions based upon relevant
circumstances.

(C) The Director shall give the dog’s owner written notice by
certified mail or personal service of the dog’s specified behavior,

of the dog’s classification as a potentially dangerous dog,

@ of the restrictions applicable to that dog by
reason of its classification. If the owner denies that the
behavior in question occurred, the owner may appeal the Director’s

decision to the Hearings Officer by filing a written request for a

hearing with the Director [within—ten {10) days—of -the—notice—was

08/27/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 s.w. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138



[} (¥, > w [ ]

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

Page 15 of 28
N 1 1l £ icati lable.—The—Bi :

Upon receipt of notice of the dog’s classification

as a Level 1, 2, 3, or 4 potentially dangerous dog pursuant to

subsection (C) of this section, the owner shall comply with the

08/27/92:1
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restrictions specified in the notice unless f{as—the—Direeterls
deeisieon—is} reversed on appeal. Failure to comply with the
specified restrictions shall be a violation of this chapter for

which a fine can be imposed. Additionally, the Director shall have

authority to impound the dog pending completion of all appeals.

finds that a dog has engaged in Level

5 behavior, the dog shall be impounded pending the completion of

any appeals. +In—addition—teo—the appeal—fee—set—Fforth—in MEC

SECTION XVII. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.280 is amended to read as follows:

08/27/92:1
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8.10.280 Requlation of potentially dangerous dogs. In addition to

the other requirements of MCC Chapter 8.10, the owner

a potentially dangerous dog shall comply with the following:

(A) Dogs classified as Level 1 dogs shall be restrained in
accordance with MCC 8.10.010(B) by a physical device or stfucture,
in a manner that prevents the dog from reaching any public
sidewalk, or adjoining property and must be located so as not to
interfere with the public’s legal access to the owner’s property,
whenever that dog is outside the owner’s home and not on a leash.

(B) Dogs classified as Level 2 dogs shall be confined within
a secure enclosure whenever the dog is not on a leash or inside the
home of the owner. The secure enclosure must be located so as not
to interfere with the public’s legal access to the owner'’s
property. - In addition, the Director may require the owner to
obtain and maintain prdof of public liability insurance. In
addition, the owner may be required to pass a responsible pet
ownership test administered by the Director.

(C) Dogs classified as Level 3 or Level 4 dogs shall be
confined within a secure enclosure whenever the dog is not on a
leash‘or inside the home of the owner. The secure enclosure must
be located so as not to interfere with the public’s legal access to
thé owner'’'s property, and the owner shall post warning signs, which
are provided by the Director, oﬁ the property where the dog is
dept, in conformance with rules to be adopted by the Director. 1In
addition, the Director may require the owner to obtain and maintain

proof of public liability insurance. the owner shall not permit

08/27/92:1
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the dog to be off the owner’s property unless the dog is muzzled
and restrained by and adequate leash and under the control of a
capable person. In addition, the Director may require.the owner to
satisfactorily complete a pet ownership program.

(D) Dogs classified as Level 5 dogs as described in
MCC 8.10.270 shall be euthanized. In addition, the Director may
suspend, for a period of time specified by the Director, that dog
owner’s right to be the owner of any dog in Multnomah County,
including dogs currently owned by that person.

(E) All dogs classified as Level 5 potentially dangerous dogs
shall be euthanized at any time not less than [tea—(303]
days after the date of classification [by—the—Direeteor].

Notification to the Director of any appeal to the Hearings Officer

as provided for in MCC {8-30-275(B)} 8

competent jurisdiction shall delay destruction of the dog until a

date not less than ftean—31063}]

decision by the Hearings Officer or

or to any court of

days after a final

(F) To insure correct identification, all dogs that have been
classified as potentially dangerous may be marked with a permanent
identifying mark, photographed, or fitted with a special tag or
collar provided by the Director. The Director shall adopt rules
specifying the type of required identification.

(G) In addition fo the normal licensing fees established by
MCC 8.10.220(A)(1) and (2), there shall be an annual fee of $15 for
dogs that have been classified as potentially dangerous. This

additional fee shall be imposed at the time of classification of

08/27/92:1
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the potentially dangerous dog, and shall be payable within 30 days

of notification by the Director. Annual payment of this additional

fee shall be payable within 30 days of notification by the:

Director.

(H) The owner of a potentially dangerous dog shall not permit
the warning sign to be removed from the secure enclosure, and shall
not permit the special tag or collar from being removed from the
classified dog. The owner of a potentially dangerous dog shall not
permit the dog to be moved to a new address or change owners
without providing the Director with ten (10) days prior written
notification.

(I) Declassification of potentially dangerous dogs. Any
owner of a classified potentially dangerous dog may apply to the
Director or the hearings officer, in writing, to have the
restrictions reduced or removed.

(1) The following conditions must be met:
(a) Level 1 or Level 2 dog has been classified for

i years without further incident, or {fiwve} £W6 years for

Level 3 or Level 4 dogs; and

(b) The owner provides the Director with written
certification of satisfactory completion éf obedience training for
the dog classified; and

(c) There have been no violations of the specified
regulations; and |

(d) In addition, the Director may require the dog

owner to provide written verification that the classified dog has

08/27/92:1
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been spayed or neutered.

(2) When the owner of a potentially dangerous dog meets
all 6f 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 may be removed, with the exception of

8| the secure enclosure. ++6rd517 s 3 {3986 3—0O0rd-591—s—4(39883}

SECTION XVIII. 'AMENDMENT

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XIX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.900 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.900 Penalties, generally. fe%feﬁeee—eemmi%%ed—ia—vie%g%éeﬁ

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.910 is amended to fead as follows:

8.10.910 Facilities: operation without 1license or in
violation of license standards.

(A) {Any—person—econvieted—of-operating} I
facility without a license for which licensing is required under
MCC 8.10.100 to 8.10.145 shall be {subjeet—te—a—fine-not—teo—exceed
$500% , and, in addition, the feeurt} ;

may order removal of all animals housed in the

facility which exceed the number allowed under this chapter and
require them to be removed from the County or to be impounded

subject to fsubseetion—{P)—eof-McE—8-310-0640F
8.10.910(B)

08/27/92:1
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SECTION XXI. AMENDMENT

Sections MCC 8.10.920 through MCC 8.10.950 are repealed.

08/27/92:1
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13 ADOPTED this day of ., 1992, being

14| the date of its . reading before the Board of County

15| Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon.

16
(SEAL)
17

18 Gladys McCoy, Chair
: Multnomah County, Oregon
19| REVIEWED:

20

i 1L

21 By iz :

Matthew O. Ryan, Assigfant County Counsel
22 For Multnomah County, Oregon

23| 1:\MOR\043MOR.ORD\dp

24
25

26
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ORDINANCE FACT SHEET

Ordinance Title: Revision to Multnomah County Code 8.10

Give a brief statement of the purpose of the ordinance (include the
rationale for adoption of ordinance, description of persons
benefited, other alternatives explored):

SEE ATTACHED

What other 1local Jjurisdictions in the metropolitan area have:
enacted similar legislation? ‘

Clark County, Washington.

‘What has been the experience in other areas with this type of
legislation?

Civil violation ordinances have been successful in a growing number of jurisdictions
across the country. Most jurisdictions have reported that the public has found the
process to be fair and acceptable. Agencies have reported increases in revenue and
encouraging compliance rates,

What is the fiscal impact, if any?

Revenués__ are projected to increase by 100% over last year's Court Fines.
The administration of the new procedure will be done by existing staff.

\
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Administrative Hearings Ordinance
Animal Control

Ordinance Goals:

Establish the use of a "Notice of Civil Violation™ as the primary procedure for
addressing violations of the animal control ordinance.

Create one Administrative Hearings procedure to accommodate appeals to the
chapter.

. Combines the three existing procedures: District Court; Potentially
Dangerous Dog hearings; and Facility revocations.

Establish a three-tiered schedule of reasonable Civil fines that are
commensurate to the seriousness of the violation.

Establish a procedure to turnover late payment and non-payment of civil fines
to a collection agency; and, refer failure to comply with corrective actions that

affect public safety and animal welfare to District Court.

Increase revenue through civil fines to help off-set operating costs for
providing animal control services throughout all jurisdictions in Multnomah
County.

Reduce the burden currently placed on the criminal justice system to
adjudicate animal control violations in District Court.

. Reduce the District Attorney’s office case preparation and prosecution

workload.
. Reduce the need to take up District Court time for animal

ordinance arraignments and trials.

Enable the Division to use “"problem solving" methods to resolve the
community’s animal related problems.
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON
ORDINANCE NO.
An ordinance relating to animal control, creating a Notice of
Infraction procedure, expanded Hearing and Appeal process, and
penalties for violations of animal control regulations and amending

Chapter 8.10 of the Multnomah County Code.

##il sections are new or replacements; fbsacketed} sections are deleted.)
Multnomah County ordains as follows:
SECTION I. AMENDMENT
MCC 8.10.010(I) and kM) are amended to read as follows:

(I) “Hearings Officer” means a person appointed by the

(M) “Owner” means any person or legal entity having a

possessory right in the animal. fer—legal-entity-whoharbers,—eares
for, . trol i : ined 4 imal—t

. . s od—bv—that .
SECTION II. AMENDMENT

The following definitions are added to MCC 8.10.010:

07/23/92:1

Mike Oswald 1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
- ) P.O. Box 849
Agenda Item R- 6 Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
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SECTION III. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.010 through 8.10.910 is amended to read as follows:

SECTION IV. AMENDMENT.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

07/23/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138
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19| SECTION V. AMENDMENT
20 The following section is added to MCC 8.10:
21

26 | SECTION VI. AMENDMENT

‘ 07/23/92:1
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The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

8.10.037

SECTION VII. AMENDMENT
The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

8.10.038 .

SECTION VII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.050 is amended to read as follows:

07/23/92:1

MULTNOMAHE COUNTY COUNSEL
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SECTION IX.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

AMENDMENT .

SECTION X.

07/23/92:1

AMENDMENT

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
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1 The following section is added to MCC 8.10:
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SECTION XI.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10:

07/23/92:1
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SECTION XII.

The following section is added to MCC 8.10.

07/23/92:1

AMENDMENT
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SECTION XIII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.120 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.120 Denial and revocation of licenses; {eppeals—+}

(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

07/23/92:1

MULTNOMAR COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.0O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138



o wn L) w N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

19

20
21
22

23|

24
25
26

Page 11 of 27

of this chapter.

(2) Conviction of the owner or any person subject to the
owner'’'s direction or control for the infraction of any provision of
this chapter or other applicable state or federal law, rule, order
or regulation pertaining to any activity relating to animals.

(3) Furnishing false information on an application for
a license under this chapter. |

(B) The director shall refund 50 percent of any fee paid upon
denial of a license, provided, however, no refund shall be made

upon revocation.

an application for a license {is

. the applicant {mayt} appeal§ the denial or conditional

approval. {te—the Board of County Commissioners by filing a written

(D) The director shall investigate any complaint concerning
licensed facilities and, upon determination that a license should

be revoked, shall serve written notice upon the licensee of that

determination by certified mail. {end-sehedule—a hearingat—which

07/23/92:1
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mailed-by ecertifiedmail+-J Failure to file a timely request shall

terminate any appeal right, and the director’s decision revoking

the license shall not be reviewable otherwise.

SECTION XIV. AMENDMENT.

MCC 8.10.190 (B)(7), (B)(9), (B)(1l1), and (B)(1l2)are amended
to read as follows:
8.10.190(3)(7) Leave an animal unattended for more than 24

consecutive hours without {adequatet} i

W care.

8.10.190(B)(9) Physically mistreat any animal either by

07/23/92:1
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including medical care.
836130 B () Fail—to—ecemply —with—the—regulations

Lieak] : o llvd oas-
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SECTION XVI. AMENDMENT.
MCC 8.10.275 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.275

 The director shall have the discretion to increase

or decrease a classified dogs restrictions based upon relevant

Circumstances.

07/23/92:1
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Upon receipt of notice of the dog’s classification

as a Level 1, 2, 3, or 4 potentially dangerous dog {pursuant—te
subseetion (€ —ofthis—seetionyt |
owner shall comply with the restrictions specified in the notice

unless {as—the-direeteris—deeision—is} reversed on appeal. Failure

to comply with the specified restrictions shall be a violation of

this chapter for which a fine can be imposed. Additionally, the

director shall have authority to impound the dog pending completion

of all appeals.

t finds that a dog has engaged in Level

5 behavior, the dog shall be impounded pending the completion of

any appeals. IFa—addition—to—the—appeal fee—sget—forth—in MCC

07/23/92:1
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SECTION XVII. AMENDMENT.
MCC 8.10.280 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.280 Requlation of potentially dangerous dogs. In addition to
the other requirements of MCC Chapter 8.10, the owner ¢

a potentially dangerous dog shall comply with the following:

(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 adjoining property and must be located so as not to
interfere with the public’s legal access to the owner'’s property,
whenever that dog is outside the owner’s home and not on a leash.

(B) Dogs classified as Level 2 dogs shall be confined within

a secure enclosure whenever the dog is not on a leash or inside the

-home of the owner. The secure enclosure must be located so as not

to interfere with the public’s 1legal access to the owner'’s
property. In addition, the director may require the owner to
obtain and maintain proof of public liability insurance. In
addition, the owner may be required to pass a responsible pet

ownership test administered by the director.

07/23/92:1
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(C) Dogs classified as Level 3 or Level 4 dogs shall be
confined within a secure enclosure whene#er the dog is not on a
leash or inside the home of the owner. The secure enclosure must
be located so as not to interfere with the public’s legal access to
the owner'’s property, and the owner shall post warning signs, which
are provided by the director, on the property where the dog is
dept, in conformance with rules to be adopted by the director. 1In
addition, the director may require the owner to obtain and maintain
proof of publié liability insurance. the owner shall not permit
the dog to be off the owner'’s property unless the dog is muzzled
and restrained by and adequate leash and under the control of a
capable person. In addition, the director may require the owner to
satisfactorily complete a pet ownership program.
(D) Dogs classified as Level 5 dogs as described in
MCC 8.10.270 shall be euthanized. In addition, the director may
suspend, for a period of time specified by the director, that dog
owner’s right to be the owner of any dog in Multnomah County,
including dogs currently owned by that person.
(E) All dogs classifiedlas Level 5 potentially dangerous dogs
shall be euthanized at any time not less than [fen—(309]

days after the date of classification [by—the—direetor].

Notification to the director of any appeal to the Hearings Officer

as provided for in MCC {8-36-275(B)} |

competent jurisdiction shall delay destruction of the dog until a

date not less than {tea—30}]

decision by the Hearings Officer or

. or to any court of

days after a final

ourt.

07/23/92:1
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(f) To insure correct identification, all dogs that have been

classified as potentially dangerous may be marked with a permanent

identifying mark, photographed, or fitted with a special tag or

collar provided by the director. The director shall adopt rules
specifying the type of required identification.

(G) In addition to the normal licensing fees established by

MCC 8.10.220(A)(1) and (2), there shall be an annual fee of $15 for

dogs that have beén classified as potentially dangerous. 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 payable within 30 days of notification by the
director.

(H) The owner of a potentially dangerous dog shall not permit
the warning sign to be removed from the secure enclosure, and shall
not permit the special tag or collér from being removed from the
classified dog. The owner of a potentially dangerous dog shall not
permit the dog to be moved to a new address or change owners
without providing the director with ten (10) days prior written
notification.

(I) Declassification of potentially dangerous dogs. Any
owner of a classified potentially dangerous dog may apply to the
director or the hearings officer, in writing, to have the
restrictions reduced or removed.

(1) The following conditions must be met:

(a) Level 1 or Level 2 dog has been classified for

07/23/92:1
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 years without further incident, or ffiwve3 | : years for
Level 3 or Level 4 dogs; and

(b) The owner provides the director with written
certification of satisfactory completion of obedience training for
the dog classified; and

(c¢) There have been no violations of the specified
regulations; and

(d) In addition, the director may require the dog

owner to provide written verification that the classified dog has

been spayed or neutered.

(2) When the owner 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 may be removed, with the exception of
the secure enclosure. {6rd—537—s53—31986)—Ord—5931+-s5—4—1988)F
SECTION XVIII. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.900 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.900 Penalties, generally. {Offenses—ceommitted—invielatien

07/23/92:1
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SECTION XIX. AMENDMENT

MCC 8.10.910 is amended to read as follows:

8.10.910 Facilities: operation without 1license or in
violation of license standards. ‘

(A) {Any persen—convicted—ofoperatingl |
facility without a licenée for which licensing is required under

MCC 8.10.100 to 8.10. 145 shall be fsubiee%—%e—a—ﬁtne—ﬂee—%e—exeeeé
, and, in addition, the feeuwrt}

may order removal of all animals housed in the

facility which exceed the number allowed under this chapter and

require them to be removed from the County or to be impounded

subject to {subseetion—{Biof MEC8+-10-040-F }
8.10.910(B)

07/23/92:1
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SECTION XX. AMENDMENT

Sections MCC 8.10.920 through MCC 8.10.950 are repealed.

07/23/92:1
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2 3 - . . L] LJ
24 ADOPTED this day of , 1992, being
25| the date of its : reading before the Board of County

26 ) Commissioners of Multnomah County, Oregon.
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Gladys McCoy, Chair
Multnomah County, Oregon

o N7 foar

Matthew O. Ryan, Assistéft County Counsel
For Multnomah County, Oregon

I:\MOR\043MOR.ORD\dp
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Board of County Commissioners
Room 605, County Courthouse
1021 S.W. Fourth Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

As a former Animal Control Officer, I find it very hard to belive that
the County Council is even considering passing an ordinance like the one
before you now.

doing a violation of the U.S. Constitution under the FIFTH and FOURTEENTH
AMENDMENTS by depriving the accused, due-process of law.

My question to you all, is how can you in good faith charge a person
$25.00 to have the right to prove to a Hearings Officer that no violation
has been committed. It has always been my understanding that it was up to
the System to prove GUILT, once proven then a fine assessed.

As I understand the new process, once accused of a violation the owner
has to post a $25.00 hearing fee, which is not refundable even if found not
guilty. If found guilty, the pet owner will be fined another $25.00 on
top of the hearings fee, plus losing a days work, which could add up to
another $30.00 to $50.00, now making the fine or lose of money at or near
$100.00. WHO CAN AFFORD THAT KIND OF MONEY.

Mul tnomah County Animal Control officials are hoping to make it as hard
as possible for the owner, so that there will be very few persons willing
fight through the system. I was amazed with how clearly Ms. McCoy picked
up on the fact that if the hearings fee were refunded to the owner upon
being found not guilty, the cost would then fall Multnomah County Animal
control. A cost that she was willing to pass on to the innocent.

No one should be forced to pay for the right to prove that they have not
violated any law. As I stated 7-30-92 MCAC is very upset with the Judical
System, and it’'s handling of the citations that were being processed through
the Courts. As a Officer with MCAC I stood before no less that Five Judges
in three and a half years. Some of the Judges belived in Animal Control
some didn’t, some enforced the laws most didn’'t.

The straw that broke the camels back was an incident where an owner was
cited a number of times for a violation, found guilty four times, placed
on a s8ix month bench probation. This very same owner was cited for
violation of the bench probation, fined $500.00, then had $499.96 suspended
and paid 4 cents total. What message do you think MCAC received from the
Judge that handed down that decision.

Given all this information, it is not hard to see why Mr. Oswald and Mr.
Flagler are trying to push this process through the County Council. Both
want to hire a hearings officer that will sit on a process that will be a
no win situation for the PET OWNERS, COUNTY COUNCIL, but will be a WIND
Fall for MCAC, which will profit whether the owner is GUILTY or not.

|
|
|
\
|
|
As a citizen of Multnomah County, and the U.S., I consider what you are



Mr. Oswald stated that he would like to run the hearings process like
the Potentilly Dangerous Dog hearings process. The one big difference in
the two hearings processes is that in the (PDD) hearings process you have
an owner who is requesting a hearing on a animal that has been a proven
threat, by having gone through the judical process and having been found
guilty of a violation in the courts. What the owner is trying to do is get
the PDD level dropped or reduced by showing the hearings officer that
there were extenuating circumstances in the case, that would preclude the
animal from being classified a PDD Animal.

Ms. McCoy stated twice that the county needed to cut $5,000,000 from
the budget. When I was a officer 1 made several recommendations on how
MCAC could save money and generate funds that would help releave the depen-
dence on the general fund money provided by the County Budget. With the ‘
implementation of some of my suggestions MCAC could almost be self
supporting, thus releaving the drain on the general fund. If the prospect
of this is interesting to you please feel free to contact me.

THANK YOU,

130 SE 108
Portliand, OR 97216
503-253-2186 (home)
505-248-5233 (work)




FIVE WAYS TO INCREASE REVENUES FOR OPERATION OF MCAC

Facts as of 1989:
Estimated number of calls MCAC responds to that require owner

contact,. 24,000
Estimated number of dogs in Multnomah County. 104,000
Estimated number of cats in Multnomah County. - 125,000
Number of (PDD) Potentially Dangerous Dogs. ' 1,652
Number of Citations and Warning Notices issued. 4,400

These numbers will have increased about 7 to 10 percent in the last
three years, due to6 the increase in the population in Multnomah
County.

By requiring all (ACO's) Animal Control Officers, to clear all
(SRC') Service Request Cards with either a Warning Notice number,
Citation Number, or a License Number, MCAC could increase the

over all number of animals that are licensed by at least 24,000 to
36,000 each year, that could bring in $240,000 to $360,00 every
year if the cost of a license were only $10.00.

MCAC has a policy that allows for a higher price on a license for
all dogs that have been classified PDD, by collecting the back
license fees, and getting current with the present fees, MCAC could
collect another $33,000 to $38,000 a year, every year until the

dog has been declassified. '

By MCAC making the license more affordable to the public, and
educating the public on licensing laws, they could raise enough
money every year to run Animal Control without the need for
money from the General fund. Ms. McCoy states that Multnomah
County needs to cut $5,000,000 from the budget this next year,
and I have a plan that could allow Animal Control to be free of
Public assistance, and self supporting every year.

1) A dog license is $10.00 and $25.00, and a cat license will
be $5.00 and $15.00. oOver $2,000,000 could be raised each
year if only 50 % were licensed. Each license would expire
on December 31st each year, and all animals would have to
be licensed by February 15th of the following year, or there
would be a late fee of $25.00 added to the license cost.
This fee would be doubled every year the owner did not
comply. Violators would pay for the cost of' following up
on non compliance.

2) If an animal is impounded, there would be no impound fee
for first time violators, as long as the animal has a
current license. If not currently licensed when impounded
there would be a $15.00 impound fee, as well as the cost of
a license, and a $50,00 Rabies deposit. MCAC has almost
500 rabies- follow up notices on animals where the owner
never came into compliance with the laws. A$50.00 deposit
would help pay for any follow up that was needed, this
could take as long as 10 hours of county time.



(2)

3) Collect the past and current fees on the PDD classified
animals. This amount will increase each year because of
the number of animals that will be classified every year.
Fees could be set at $25.00 for all Level # 3 and # 4 dog.,
and a $15.00 Fee for all Level # 1 and # 2.

4) Hire another Fie¥d Aid (FA). .This would allow for seven
’ days a week coverage for impounding stray, sick, and
injured animals. By working the FA's four day work weeks

ten hours a day, and by working a later work day this would .

. cut the need for a private service contractor for as many
hours, allowing for some of the FA's wage. This would also
allow the officers to work more in their districts, thus
giving them more time to answer their request for service,
and reducing the back log of calls.

5) Reduce the number of Field Supervisors by one. Put that
officer back into the field raising the number of officers
to twelve, cutting the work load for all officers and giv-
ing the public better service. The remaining Field Super-
visor would work a five day a week , starting later in the
day. On weekends the senior officer would be an acting
Field Supervisor.

Simply doing these five things, will allow MCAC to become self
supporting in less that a year. The harder MCAC works at getting
the mumber of animals licensed every year, the sooner it will

be able to cut the strings. from the general funds purse. This
will allow MCAC to ftnction each year without fear of losing
their funding. MCAC will not be forced to depend on money 'that
is received from court fines. There'will he no need for a hear-
ing officer process, because MCAC will have the funding to

cover the court time, which will allow the court system to work
without bheing pressured to make money to keep Animal Control
funded. '

Everyone will win in this situation, MCAC will have the funding,
owners of pets will know that their pets will be well cared for,
the public will get better service, without having to pay for it
out of their own pockets, and the Multnomah County Council will

be looking good.

FUNDING AMOUNTS

License Money from only 50% of animals 2,000,000

$
PDD License fees $ 25,000
Money received from repeat violators $ 15,000
Money received from Court Fines $ 18,000
Money saved on cutting a position (Field Super) $ 10,000
Money Saved by adding a position (FA) $ 30,000
TOTAL 2,098,000




(3)

One last thing that could really help the funding of all

Animal Control Systems in the State of Oregon, would be to put
a %¢ a can tax on all pet food, and 2¢ added on to the price

of a bag of dog food for every 10 pounds purchased. This could
add up to about $275,000 each year for Multnomah County alone.

If you add all this together, and take into consideration that
there could have been a 10% error, Multnomah County Animal
Control could through hard work and changing their attitude
towards dealing with the public, and providing good service,
stands to make as much as $2,400,000each year. Their budget is
only $1,875,000.

This is only a rough outline of what could be, I would be more
than happy to sit down with the County Council, or Mike Oswald
to show where I got the figures, and show how it could be done
within the next six to eight months.

Norman 7 Rol
130 106th
Portland, OR
256-2186 (H)
248-5233 (W)




MULTNOMAH COUNTY ANIMAL- CONTROL
RABIES DEPOSIT FOLLOW-UP
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THE ATLANTIC MONTHLY

An organization created to protect the purity of dog bloodlines has become,
a journalist argues, misguided in its view of “quality” and guilty of encouraging destructive
Sorms of inbreeding that have robbed dogs of traditional skills and
left them vulnerable to crippling disease

THE POLITICS OF

DOGS

BY MARK DERR

OR MORE THAN A CENTURY THE AMERICAN
Kennel Club has presided over American dog-
dom with a confidence verging on arrogance,
proclaiming itself the “principal registry agen-
cy for purebred dogs in the United States.”

From its headquarters in New York City the AKC sets the

rules and regulations, certifies the judges, and publishes

the resules of the competitions sponsored annually by its

more than 3,200 membership units and affiliates. For a

fee ($6 fora dog; $15 for a litter) it records the offspring of

all AKC-registered parents in its stud book and provides
them with official certificates of pedigree. Its Complere

Dog Book, published periodically, with frequent updat-
ings, since 1929 and the best-selling canine reference
book in America, contains photographs of and detailed
information about the 130 breeds that the AKC currently
recognizes, while ignoring the remaining 300 or so that
exist in the world today.

“AKC information and shows create a market and de-
mand for purebred dogs,” says Alan Stern, the AKC’s
vice-president for communications, Dogs represent a $7-
billion-a-year industry in the United States, and much of
that money is spent on the purchase, care, and feeding of
purebred animals, especially those boasting AKC-recog-
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nized bloodlines. Of the roughly 57 million dogs now re-
siding in 35 million American households, some 12 mil-
lion possess AKC papers—half of those eligible. Another
four to six million are registered with other organizations,
the largest of which is the Unired Kennel Club, of Kala-
mazoo, Michigan. So dominant is the AKC that even
those breeders choosing to remain outside its aegis must
define themselves and their dogs in relation to it, Con-
sumers wanting non-AKC purebreds are hard pressed
even to find them.

Despite its wealth and power, the AKC has come un-
der fire from an increasing number of critics who charge
that it has done purebred dogs sometimes irreparable
harm. The arguments of these veterinarians, breeders,
trainers, and animal-rights advocates focus on three inter-
related areas.

First, the AKC defines quality in a dog primarily on
the basis of appearance, paying scant heed to such other
canine characteristics as health, temperament, and habits
of work. Over the years this policy has led to destructive
forms of inbreeding that have created dogs capable only
of conforming to human standards of beaury. Many can
no longer perform their traditional tasks—herding, track-
ing, hunting—while more than a few cannot live ourside
a human-controlled environment.

Second, because it benefits financially from the regis-
tration of dogs produced and sold commercially, the AKC
has failed to take a stand against the puppy mills and pet
stores that exploit purebred dogs. It will neither refuse to
register those animals—although many dogs, produced
and sold under inhumane conditions, are of questionable
pedigree and genetic fitness—nor cooperate with au-
thorities seeking to regulate them, The result has been a
decline, which even the AKC recognizes, in the quality
of the animals that nearly 500,000 Americans buy from
retailers each year.

Third, the AKC and its member clubs define purity in
a breed according to an out-
moded notion that is de-
structive of the health of the
dogs. Unquestioning obedi-
ence to this notion has led
the AKC w make arbitrary
decisions regarding which
breeds to recognize (on the grounds of such physical traits
as coat texture and ear shape), to take no stand relating to
the rescue of rare dogs, and to ignore issues relating to
the proliferation of inheritable canine diseases. The AKC
has also failed to act forcefully in response to breed-spe-
cific “vicious dog” ordinances proliferating around the
country, though even the Humane Society of the United
States considers these ordinances ill conceived.

In aggregate these criticisms imply a fundamental re-
examination of the relationship of human beings to the
dog, their oldest and most faithful domestic companion.
Emerging from this re-examination is an expanded defi-

Staffordshire Bull
Terriar
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nition of “purebred,” grounded in science and raking
into account internal qualities and characteristics as well
as appearance,

The American Kennel Club is “elitist, grosslv undem-
ocratic, and operationally secretive,” according to Herm
David, the influential columnist and self-styled AKC
ombudsman for Dog World magazine. Having expelled its
last individual members in 1923 on the grounds that they
were gadflies, the AKC today has a membership that con-
sists of some 450 clubs. Thev send representatives to a
meeting of delegates, who elect a board of directors,
which in turn selects a president. The board’s delibera-

tions, like those of the dele-
K

American Pit Bull
Torrier

gates, are closed to the me-
dia; its decisions appear in
the official AKC Gazerre.

The AKC and its apolo-
gists have met its critics with
disdain, accusing some of
wanting to abolish breeds in general and others of fear of
competing in the canine big leagues. Reformers within
the organization—Ilike the current president, Kenneth
Marden—often find themselves squeezed between people
pressing for immediate action and powerful traditionalists
who view any change as a fundamental attack on the cult of
pedigree and the show dog.

The AKC relies on its certificate of pedigree, or pa-
pers, to guarantee that the bloodlines of, say, a Chesa-
peake Bay retriever are pure for at least three genera-
tions, and on its written standards to determine that the
dog resembles others of its breed. These standards de-
scribe the overall appearance of a typical specimen and
list such phenotypic characteristics as size, shape, coat,
head, neck, ears, eve color, tail length, gait, and bite.
The standards do not demand that a dog be able to per-
form its traditional function—that the Chesapeake be
able to swim and fetch, for example,

All show dogs are judged against the ideal summed up
in the standards, and in recent years the AKC has moved
to have its “parent” clubs—those relating to specific
breeds, which make up only about a third of its mem-
bers—revise their standards, ostensibly to cull out ambi-
guity, so that judges can better understand what they
should reward. Critics among the clubs contend that this
“standardization of standards” is part of a broader effort
to create a circuir of international dog shows, which
would require a breed (the Saint Berard, for example) to
conform to the standards of foreign organizations for that
breed. The ambiguity in the old standards, some of
which date to the nineteenth century, allows wider lati-
tude in judging animals, the critics argue, than will the
precise statements of the new ones, which will restrict
the already limited variability of American show dogs.

Alan Stern says, “The parent clubs are responsible for
writing the standards for their breeds, and we can’t make
them change.” However, he adds that the board must
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THE AKC AND ITS APOLOGISTS HAVE MET CRITICS
WITH DISDAIN, ACCUSING SOME OF WANTING TO ABOLISH
BREEDS IN GENERAL AND OTHERS OF FEAR OF
COMPETING IN THE BIG LEAGUES.

nonetheless approve them. “But if they don’t revise those
standards, judges may have a difficult time interpretng the
old ones, and the dogs may suffer in judging.”

The standards and the stud book form what genericists
call a “breed barrier,” separating a certain strain or type
of domestic animal from the larger populadion. Breed bar-
riers may also occur naturally, with geographic isolation,
as they did for the New Guinea singing dog and the ba-
senji, a hound found in Central Africa. The dingo of Aus-
tralia, usually classified as a separate species of canid, is a
dog that was carried to that isolated continent and then
went wild. In fact, subspecies of wild animals—of wolves,
for example—arise because of natural breed barriers,

The Problem of Defining Breed

BREED IS A GROUP OF GENETICALLY RELATED 1N~

dividuals with a common phenotype—physical

characteristics, such as ear and muzzle shapes,

and behavioral tendencies, such as those of a re-
triever to swim or a border collie to herd-—which are ca-
pable of producing offspring.of the same type. Fixed
through selective breeding, traits could vanish over sev-
eral generations if people became careless in choosing
their dogs’ mates. Practically and politically, breeds are
human constructs. “While the differences between
breeds are genetic,” says Donald Patterson, the chief of
medical genertics at the University of Pennsvivania
School of Veterinary Medicine, “the determination of
when a breed becomes a breed is a human one.”

1. Lehr Brisbin, a wildlife ecologist with the Depart-
ment of Ecology at the University of Georgia, bluntly ex-
presses the political definition emploved by the AKC, for
which he frequently serves as an expert witness: “The
only way you can tell whether you have a purebred dog is
by examining its papers.” (Purebred dogs without papers
represent a “rype” in this view, rather than a “breed.”)

AKC president Kenneth Marden presented

May, during a hearing in a federal district court
in Miami. The hearing had been ordered to de-
termine the constitutionality of an ordinance in
Dade County, Florida, regulating (and ultimate-
Iy banning) by name the AKC’s American
Staffordshire terrier, the Staffordshire bull terri-
er, the United Kennel Club’s American pit bull
terrier, and any animal substantially conforming
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- ) Chesapeake Bay
the reductio ad absurdum of that perspective last Retriever

1o their written standards, on the grounds that these dogs
are inherently dangerous to human beings. Marden testi-
fied that based on looks alone he could not identify Lass-
ie as a collie. He would have to examine the dog’s certifi-
cate of pedigree.

Marden and his counterpart at the UKC, Fred Miller,
who appeared in July as part of the same case, were at-
tempting to show how difficult it is to define—and thus
outlaw—"“pit bulls,” both the purebred strains the clubs
register and the crossbreeds with other dogs, such as
mastifts. They both testified that they could not name a
dog’s breed by comparing the animal with an official stan-
dard. But they could not agree on whether the American
pit bull terrier, which the for-profit UKC has registered
since the late nineteenth century, is identical to the
American Staffordshire terrier, which the nonprofic AKC
first listed in 1936, several decades after dogfighting was
outlawed. Miller said they were; the UKC cross-registers
the AKC breed. Following AKC policy, Marden would
not acknowledge that they were the same.

The squabbling over arcana, political infighting on the
AKC’s board of directors, and also what critics call an
aversion among its members to becoming involved with
owners of mongrels have caused the AKC to respond
slowly to the most ill-considered of the “vicious dog” or-
dinances that have proliferated in recent years. Dade
County acted in April of last year. In June the New York
City Health Department promulgated a ban on dogs that
substantially conform to the UKC’s phenotypic standards
for the American pit bull terrier. At the time, New York
City’s chief veterinarian boasted that he would soon iden-

tify the gene that made pit bulls meaner than any other -

breed. Joining the fray, other municipalities have added
to their “breed-specific” legislation German shepherds,
Rouweilers, Doberman pinschers, akitas, and chow chows,
Although the Dade County ordinance was upheld, the
New York regulation was suspended by the state su-
preme court after being challenged by the AKC
- and other groups. (Subsequently city officials
failed to produce the mean gene.) Ironically,
nearly everyone involved with dogs recognizes
these breed-specific bans as bad legislation,
passed in response to hysterical media reporss of
fatal attacks by “pit bulls.” The Humane Soci-
ety’s survevs show that UKC- and AKC-regis-
tered American pit bull terriers, American Staf-
fordshire terriers, and Staffordshire bull terriers,
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their once-belligerent temperaments gentled over the
vears through selective breeding, are thus far not guiley.
The perpetrators are both mixed breeds and non-regis-
tered purebred animals made vicious by people. Those
who illegally fight dogs today do so with animals whose
bloodlines they jealously guard and mainwin.

The legislarion has spurred research into canine genet-
ics, which, although not well funded, has already helped
expand our limited understanding. Last October, Joe W,
Templeton, a professor of veterinary pathology and ge-
netics at Texas A&M University, hosted a workshop to
examine issues relating to breed identification based on

KB s i

genetic analyses. “Right now, locking at chromosomes
and genetic fingerprinting, we cannot distinguish be-
rween breeds,” Templeton says. (Genetic fingerprinting
does allow one to distinguish between individual dogs.)
“In fact, in a comparison of two American Staffordshire
terriers with a whippet, one terrier appeared more closely
related to the whippet than to the other terrier. Genetic
differences between breeds, and even between dogs and
wolves, are apparently very subtle. Probably just a hand-
ful of genes expressed in various combinations account
for the different phenotypes we see.” John Patton, an
evolutionary biologist at Washington University, in St
Louis, and a participant in the workshop, says, “A lot of
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these breeds are more heterogeneous than we thought.”
The dog is, in fact, the most variable species in the ani-
mal kingdom next to man, and that variability accounts
for its remarkable intelligence and talents, Dogs range in
size from four pounds {the Chihuahua) o 220 pounds
(the Tibetan mastiff), and in temperament from the plac-
id to the ferocious. Thev vary widely in shape, from the
low-slung dachshund to the long-legged wolfhound. Some
are capable of leaming to retieve fallen prey or to Hush a
fox from its den, others to rescue drowning people.

Patron believes that with more research, biologists will
be able to connect specific genes 1o distinctive morpholo-

gies and tendencies of breeds, and to determine what
combinations create a Yorkshire terrier, say, rather than a
Great Dane. Already the inquiries are casting new light
on the natural history of the dog.

A Short History of Dogs

N RECENT YEARS A CONSENSUS HAS BEGUN TO FORM
around the wolf, Canis /upus, as the primary progeni-
tor of the dog, contrary to arguments set forth in the
past for the jackal or even a form of wild dog as the
primary progenitor. Going a step further, Patton says fla
Iy, “As far as we can tell from our genetic analyses, Canis
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Sfamiliaris, the dog, doesn’t exist. It's Canis lupus. They
hybridize freely and their offspring are fertile. All the
breeds we see, from the teacup Chihuahua to the giant
mastiff, are subsets of the grey wolf. The dog is a man-
made arcifact.” The wolf, like its domestic cousin, 1s
variable in terms of color, size, and personality, is social-
ized within its packs, and is capable of a range of special-
ized behavior. Wolves are known to herd their prey, for
example, and within a pack one or more may serve as
trackers while others hunt.

Though genetically one species, the wolf and the dog
are worlds apart culturally and socially. Templeton says,

“Wolves, and even crosses between wolves and dogs, are
wild animals that you don’t want as a pet. Even when
hand-raised from infancy, they retain a certain wildness,
a wariness and distrust of humans that make them unpre-
dictable and untrainable except by the most skilled ex-
perts. Bur dogs are bred to live with people. Their be-
havior, as well as their physical appearance, has been
altered by man.”

Although some paleontologists continue to seek an
evolutionary Eden and a single ancestor for the dog, the
apparent truth is cthat toward the end of the last Ice Age
and of the Pleistocene Epoch itself, small bands of hunt-
ers and gatherers began to domesticate several of the ap-
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proximately forty subspecies of Canis Jupus living
throughout the Northern Hemisphere, which were com-
peting with them for food, and traveling in their shadow.
(The Southern Hemisphere has its own species of wild
canids, some of which may one dav be reclassified as
wolves.) Stanley J. Olsen, an anthropologist at the Uni-
versity of Arizona and the author of Origins of the Domestic
Dog, has identified early centers of this activity as the
North American Arctic, Northern Europe (from Russia
to the British Isles), the Near East, and China.

These domesticated animals became differentiated
from their wild progenitors in subtle ways, developing

shorter jaws, weaker teeth, curved tails, and a tendency
to show white spots and red coloration on their coats.
Most important, they learned to accept human beings as
their pack leaders. Eventually dogs matured sexually ata
younger age, with bitches going into first heat at six to
nine months old and then coming into season twice a
year—as opposed to two years and annually for the wolf.

We surmise that the first dog was a totem animal asso-

“ciated with cules of the dead, a camp scavenger, an occa-

sional hunter and tracker, a playmate (as a puppy) for
children, and a food source in times of necessity and
celebration. Curbing its tendency to howl, the dog made
barking-—a little-used wolf talent—its primary form of
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THE DOG IS, IN FACT, THE MOST VARIABLE
SPECIES IN THE ANIMAL KINGDOM NEXT TO MAN, AND
THAT VARIABILITY ACCOUNTS FOR ITS REMARK-
ABLE INTELLIGENCE AND TALENTS.

vocalization, and became in the process a valued senti-
nel. (For unknown reasons the basenji doesn’t bark.)
By the dawn of the Neolithic Age, as people in the an-
cient Near East learned to cultivate grain and husband
sheep and cattle, the role of the dog as a companion and
helper began to expand considerably. Into the present
Native Americans have maintained dogs of the ancient
type that could draw a travois or sled and could assist
in the hunt.

Many canine historians, seeking the most ancient pro-
totype, attempt to trace even distinctly modern breeds to
the Neolithic. But these histories are mostly stories, ac-
cording to Olsen: “Authors repeat the same material
without documentation or proof,” Faced with scant rec-
ords—a few figurines and line drawings——all one can rea-
sonably do is speculate about the order of appearance of a
few types, and sometimes their wolf forebears. Avan ear-
ly dare Canis lupus pallipes, the small Asian wolf, probably
gave rise to animals resembling the New Guinea singing
dog, the dingo, and the pariahs of the Middle East and
India, as well as certain Native American dogs. Canis lu-
pus arabs, the desert wolf, might have been the progeni-
tor of the sight hounds appearing in the Middle East
7,000 to 9,000 years ago. In the Fertile Crescent herds-
men raised large guardians for their flocks, animals capa-
ble of besting wolves, the bane of domestic livestock, in
combat. These may have been related to the mastiff
tvpes, believed to have originated in the mountains of
Tibet and norchern India from Canis lupus chanco, the
Chinese or woollv-coated wolf. Canis lupus lupus, the
grey wolf, produced the wolfish Eskimo dogs and related
animals.

Evidence indicates that for several millennia people
throughout the world regularly crossed their dogs with
local wild canids, and the practice continues in some
areas to the present day. The ancient Greeks tied
bitches in heat ourside so that wolves could mate with
them. Native Americans on the Great Plains ap-
parently sought the covote, the Trickster, as an
occasional sire to instill intelligence in their
dogs. And sled dogs were also bred o wolves, o
produce pups with the stamina needed for sur-
vival in the Arctic. At Texas A&M, Templeton
crossed a Labrador retriever with a grey wolf and
came up with a “black wolf with floppy ears”
that was at once wary and delicate in his ap-
proach to human beings. Dogs and wolves are
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Mastiff

hybridized by some kennels to produce exotic guard dogs
and pets.

Differentiation into breeds has occurred accidentally
and on purpose for as long as dogs have been known, but
most early distinctions clearly had to do with place or
ribe of origin or with function. At the dawn of their em-
pire the Romans recognized companion, hunting, war,
draft, and guard dogs, and sight and scent hounds.

Monasteries served as centers for dog breeding during
the Middle Ages, especially the early vears, and Cru-
saders brought new animals from the Middle East for
their hunting packs and castles. While feral dogs often
terrorized the countryside, and giant hounds capable of
dragging a man from his horse went to war, the compan-
ion dog symbolized the Christian virtues of fidelity
and domesticity. During the sixteenth and seventeenth
centuries European adventurers and traders served as
agents for the dispersal and mixing of breeds around
the world.

One of the first attempts at the classification of dogs
during this period was made by the physician Johannes
Caius, in his 1576 treatise Of Englishe Dogges. Caius
grouped his dogs according to function, identifying the
Terrare, or terrier, developed on the British Isles and
named for its ability to pursue game under ground; the
Bludhunde; the Harier; the Gasehunde; the Grehunde;
the Leuimer, which is lost to history; spaniels, setters,
and Fynders, or water spaniels, probably like poodles;
and the Shepherdes Dogge and Mastiue, or Bandogge —
mastiffs that helped butchers in their work and that were
also used for the popular blood sports of bull and bear
baiting. Caius also identified a “Spaniell gende,” which
resembled the modern Cavalier King Charles spaniel; a
“theevishe,” or poaching, dog; and a “tumbler,” or rabbit
dog. A distinguishing characteristic of all these animals
was that when properly bred, they “kept their type”; that
is, they produced offspring that looked and behaved like
their parents, whereas mongrels—rthe wappe,
the turnespete, and the dauncer—did not. Even
50, the purebred dogs varied more greatdly from
the phenotype than do today’s show dogs.

The English Bandogge, which had a shore-
ened muzzle and strong jaws, would grasp a bull
by its nose so that a butcher could bleed it to
death, a process believed to produce the best
meat. Into the nineteenth century some owners
would artempt to prove a dog's tenacity by muti-
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- By THE 19508, AFTER A CENTURY OF TRYING,
PEOPLE HAD LEARNED TO PRODUCE SOUND DOGS. BuT
NOW THEY WANTED SOMETHING MORE EXTREME AND
BEAUTIFUL TO ATTRACT JADED OFFICIALS.

lating its feer and legs while it held the bull in its jaws.
These bulldogs were larger than present-day show bull-
dogs, which are noteworthy for their low-slung bodies,
unnaturally large heads, pushed-in faces, and undershot
jaws. But the American bulldog, a non-AKC animal,
which weighs 100 to 130 pounds, is believed o continue
in the old stvle. Mixed with rerriers, the bull and bear
dogs became pit bulls in the nineteenth century, when
dogfighting peaked in popularity in England and North
America.

Through the eighteenth and into the nineteenth cen-
tury people continued to mix and match dogs to their
needs. European paintings and descriptions from the pe-
riod portray many of the animals Caius identified, plus a
few others—the rough water dogs called Newfound-
lands, whippets for chasing rabbits and rats, various
pointers, and retrievers, We know that people bred cheir
dogs for the work habirs and traits they desired, often
carefully tracking their lincage. But all these animals,
even companion dogs like the Pomeranian, were more
robust than the dogs we know today.

The Modern Concept of Breeds

HROUGH THE SECOND HALF OF THE NINE-

teenth century people in Britain, Europe, the

United States, Canada, and Australia set out

to control the dog’s evolution scientifically, fix-
ing standards and creating detailed registries. They
saved from extinction a number of ancient types, such as
the Scottish deerhound and the Irish wolfhound. They
blended others and constructed scores of new breeds
through selective crosses to emphasize working char-
acteristics, size, color, markings, ear shape, or muzzle
formation.

By some estimates as manvy as a thousand distinet
breeds of dog have existed during the past ten thousand
vears, 400 ro 440 of which are alive today. War-
fare, trade, annihilation of indigenous peoples,
and natural extinction account for the disappear-
ance of the others. The current count is vague
because the process of establishing breeds, ei-
ther from old types never entered in modern
registries or from new crosses, continues.

In recent vears a few individuals and groups
have searched for animals representing ancient
types that they could consolidate into a modern
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breed. The wildlife ecologist 1. Lehr Brisbin is working
to establish a registry for the parnah “Carolina dog”—
threatened by hybridization with other feral dogs and
loss of habitat—which he believes is a direct descendant
of the ancient dog kept by Native American tribes of
southeastern North America and, perhaps, a kev to un-
derstanding canine evolution. He and John Patton are
also interested in helping Native Americans preserve
their distinctive tribal dogs, only a few of which are be-
lieved to remain in their pure state,

Worldwide, too, a few breeds dwell ourtside the fold in
isolated regions, and some, like the Australian kangaroo
dog and the New Guinea singing dog, may perish, vie-
tims of dwindling interest, usefulness, and habitat. No
national kennel club works to save these and other
breeds nearing extinction, nor do the animals appear on
wmternational lists of endangered species.

N ESTABLISHING WHAT WE KNOW 48 MODERN BREEDS,
nineteenth-century sportsmen kept careful records,
and began to organize competitions to display and test

their dogs. The first recorded dog show took place in

Newcastle-on-Tyne, England, in 1859; six years later the

first field trial was held at Southill in Bedfordshire. In

1873 English dog fanciers organized The Kennel Club

to impose order on their new “sport” and to maintain

the stud book for their dogs. The dog competition
spread rapidly through the British Empire, Norch

America, and Western Europe. The first American dog

show took place in Mineola, New York, in 1874; the first

Westminster Kennel Club Show, in New York in 1877,

drew 1,201 dogs, and the show has been held annually

since then.

In 1884 sportsmen in the United States formed the
American Kennel Club as an umbrella organization for
clubs devoted to promoting specific breeds and sponsor-
ing shows. Two vears later Nicholas Rowe pre-
sented to the fledgling organization the first
three volumes of his American Kennel Stud Book,
listing 5,397 spaniels, pointers, Chesapeake
dogs and retrievers, and setters, among others.
That stud book now contains entries for 32 mil-
lion dogs, representing 130 breeds, not includ-
ing crossbred setters that Rowe recognized and
the AKC stopped registering because they were
not pure. Incongruously, the AKC keeps a sepa-
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rate registry for the American Coon Hunters Association,
while recognizing formally one of its seven breeds, and
maintains as quasi-members clubs for ten breeds in its
“miscellaneous” class. In contrast, The Kennel Club of
England recognizes more than 180 breeds, and the Fede-
ration Cynologique Internadionale, in Belgium, recog-
nizes 300,

Since 1955 the AKC’s board of directors has followed a
formal procedure that requires new breeds to have been
registered by a foreign kennel club for at least thirty years
or by a domestic registry for several generations and to be
represented in the United States by a club with a mini-
mum of a hundred mem-
bers, who own more than a
hundred dogs. The animals
must be free only of the sort
of genetic deformities that
would keep them out of the
show ring without corrective
surgery (for example, evelids that obscure vision) and
must produce offspring conforming to the standard writ-
ten by their sponsoring club and approved by the AKC.
The club must also maintain a registry, according to AKC
specifications. After a period of “development” in the
miscellaneous class, which typically lasts two to five
years and is designed to introduce the dog to the show
world and ensure that a sufficient number of the breed
exist around the country to make its registration finan-
cially feasible, it will be recognized, if the AKC and the
sponsoring club agree.

Dogs in the miscellaneous class can appear at shows
but cannot compete for championship points or best-of-
show tides. Theyv can also compete in AKC-sanctioned
obedience trials and tracking tests but are ineligible for
all other competitions—field trials, herding tests, and
the like. (Although nonaffiliated animals are not allowed
in AKC competitions, a growing number of local clubs
are organizing “rare” breed shows or “super matches” for
all purebred dogs.)

James Crowley, the AKC's director of dog events and a
primary contact for supplicants, says, “There’s a lot of
variability in some of these dogs that must be bred out
before they can be registered.” Such comments confirm
the worst fears of the AKC’s critics——that membership
means disaster, an emphasis on appearance to the exclu-
sion of other characteristics. Clubs for the Australian kel-
pie, the border collie, and the Cavalier King Charles
spaniel—all in the miscellaneous class for ar least twen-
ty-five years——shun full recognition for that reason.

But for members of these clubs and others seeking ad-
mission, the miscellaneous class provides access to the
large number of AKC-sanctioned obedience tests, which,
they believe, challenge a dog’s abilities. (Most small rare-
breed clubs simply cannot offer enough events around
the country to satisfy those wanting to compete.) Inclu-
ston in the AKC’s miscellaneous class also provides a club

Scottish
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with a certain legitimacy and national visibility as the
representative of its breed. ’

Asked how long the AKC will rolerate breed clubs that
make no move toward full recognition, Crowley savs he
doesn’t know. The AKC does not benefic materially from
dogs in the category, because it doesn’t register them.
For popular breeds like the border collie and the Cav-
alier King Charles spaniel, the number of dogs is not
insubstantial,

Breeding Dogs for Show

URING THE PAST FORTY YEARS EXPLOSIVE

growth has turned the once genteel sport of

breeding and showing purebred dogs into an

often brutal business, replete with charges of
inhumane treatment, commercial exploitation, fraud,
and the ruination of entire breeds.

In 1956 the AKC listed five million dogs in its stud
book. Since then it has registered 27 million, roughly half
of those eligible, averaging 2 million a vear since 1977.
The number of AKC-sponsored events has increased
from 1,750 a vear to more than 11,000, with the number
of dogs participating rising fivefold, from 300,000 to 1.5
million. Shows make up 60 percent of the events and
draw about 90 percent of the participants.

Until the 1920s dog shows were the domain of local
clubs. Then, responding to demands for uniformity, the
AKC began to set rules and otherwise consolidate its
power. During this period the AKC, for judging pur-
poses, divided purebred dogs into groups, based loosely
on their function: sporting, including pointers, retriev-
ers, spaniels, and hounds; working, including the herd-
ing breeds; terriers; toy breeds; and nonsporting, includ-
ing dalmatians, poodles, and bulldogs, which had ceased
to perform their respective tasks as hunting and then
coach dogs, water dogs, and butcher’s helpers. In 1937
a separate group was estab-
lished for hounds, in 1983
for herding dogs.

Dogs, grouped according
IO Se€X, compete in various
classes—puppy, novice,
bred-by-exhibitor, Ameri-
can-bred, and open——and then the vietors in all
classes vie for the titles of Winner’s Dog and Win-
ner’s Bitch., Those two then compete against dogs
that are already Champions for Best of Breed. Those
dogs compete against others holding that title for
Best of Group, and the winners are then judged against
one another to determine Best of Show. The Winner’s
Dog and Winner's Bitch earn points toward the title
Champion, which becomes a prefix to their names and
enhances the value of their offspring in the market-
place.

Through the Second World War most American dog

Basenji

i

i
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shows were two- to three-day displays of breeding stock,
largely featuring wealthy collectors’” animals, handled by
professional kennel men. After the war, shows became
ever shorter, benches were removed {(except at presti-
gious competitions like the Westminster Kennel Club
show), and judging became a race against the clock. To-
dav at large events as many as 4,000 dogs—the vast ma-
jority with professional handlers—may be judged in one
dav.

By the 1950s, after a century of trving, people had
learned to produce sound dogs. But now they wanted
something more extreme and beauriful to artract jaded

officials, so they exaggerated particular features—coats,
heads, even the overall size of the dog. By the AKC’s
own estimates, a majority of newcomers to the sport, ob-
sessed with championship ribbons, stick with it an aver-
age of five vears. When they give up or move on to a new
hobby, they leave behind a trail of damaged bloodlines,
since they breed dogs not just to conform to standards
but also to match those winning in the ring.

 Because the dog is genetically highly variable, consis-
tently ideal specimens are difficult to produce, making
the breeding process uncertain. That and the overall de-
cline in quality cause veterans to guard their successful
bloodlines jealously, engaging in what they like to call
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line breeding—mating a dog back to its granddam or
grandsire, for example. They may also inbreed: daughter
to father, son to mother. (Geneticists consider line breed-
ing a form of inbreeding and do not bother with such
euphemistic distinctions.) “You can’t be successful rais-
ing show dogs without line breeding, because that’s
the only way vou can know whart you’re dealing with ge-
netically,” says Robert Hetherington, the chairman of
First Jersey Savings and Loan and, with his wife, Jean,
the owner and breeder of the top-winning bulldog in re-
cent years, “But problems do arise when people aren’t
careful.”

Line breeding sometimes produces superstars of the
ring—admirable animals in all respects. But it is danger-
ous, and lately the practice has been blamed for the loss
of natural instincts, talents, health, and temperament in
many dogs. Partisans of the border collie, considered the
finest sheepherder in the world, eschew the practice in
favor of mating unrelated dogs with exceptional ability,
as do many other breeders of working dogs—be they
herders or hunters.

Critics like Michael W. Fox, a veterinarian and animal
behaviorist with the Humane Society, contend that the
cult of conformation, with its reliance on inbreeding and
selective breeding for extreme traits, has ruined a num-
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ber of otherwise respectable breeds. Of the AKC’s Irish
setters Fox savs, “They're so dumb they get lost on the
end of their leash.”

The cocker spaniel, along with the poodle, the peren-
nial favorite of American pet buvers, has not competed in
field trials since 1963, having lost its ability to hunt. Eliz-
abeth Spalding, a leading breeder of Cavalier King
Charles spaniels, savs, “Most people don’t know it, but
up until the 1970s a sentence in the cocker-spaniel stan-
dard stated that a dog could be penalized for excessive
coat. But for twenty vears cockers had been bred for long
coats, which brought them championships.” The long-

haired little hunter has developed a reputation as a foul-
tempered, possessive, and nervous creature.

In the 1950s show people turned the German shep-
herd into a weak-hipped animal with a foul temper and
bizarre downward-sloping hindquarters. A few breeders
are trying to restore the dog to its former dignity. The
Monks of New Skete, a religious order in the Orthodox
Catholic Church, near Cambridge, New York, have for
twenty-two years worked to produce dogs without those
problems. “We stopped using American dogs and turned
to German ones, because breeding there is better con-
trolled,” says Brother John, a member of the order, which
has a waiting list of more than a vear for its dogs.
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Many of the tov breeds are so small and fragile that
they cannot live outside artificial environments. The
bulldog and the Boston terrier have difficuley whelping
naturally, because of the breeds’ exaggerared heads, and
bitches are regularly subjected to cesarean sections.
Hetherington says, “The bulldog is a man-made dog,
and man has 1o be responsible for it. The dog hasn’t come
out perfectly, but that’s reason to keep trying [to improve
the breed], not to abandon 1t.”

The problem exists throughout the world. In Australia
the kelpie, which is considered a rival to the border collie
in the management of sheep, became the darling of the

show ring in the 1930s and within three decades had
nearly lost its herding instinct. In the 1960s the Working
Kelpie Council of Australia began to rescue the breed,
by establishing a registry for working stock. In the
United States the Australian kelpie has been in the
AKC’s miscellaneous class since 1941, and Susan Thorp,
the secretary of Working Kelpies, the American breed
club, wants to keep it there. “In the AKC,” she says,
“the dog becomes an object. People get dogs, don’t use
them, and then selectively breed them for characteristics
other than work.”

Peter Borchelt, an animal behaviorist in Forest Hills,
New York, says that springer spaniels, mostly the males,
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DURING THE PAST FORTY YEARS EXPLOSIVE
GROWTH HAS TURNED THE ONCE GENTEEL SPORT OF
BREEDING AND SHOWING PUREBRED DOGS INTO
AN OFTEN BRUTAL BUSINESS.

born of a particular show line frequentdy develop domi-
nance-related behavioral problems that lead them to be-
come aggressive toward their owners, while those from
field stock don’t manifest that tendency. Among Labra-
dor retrievers there are as many as three distinet varieties
with different characteristics—show dogs, somewhat
large and slow afoot; dogs adept at AKC field trials,
smaller and more high-strung; and working dogs, varving
in appearance but bred for their ability to swim and
retrieve,

Among other AKC-recognized hunting breeds—in-
cluding the German shorthaired pointer, the Chesapeake
Bay retriever, the pointer, the Brittany, the Gordon set-
ter, and the English setter—are dogs that can point, re-
tieve, or flush birds as well as any ever have. People
work hard to preserve those traits, and they don’tintend
to stop. {Many register their dogs not with the AKC but
with American Field, an organization in Chicago devored
o field dogs.) But the wrend among people who want
breeds unspoiled by an overemphasis on appearance s
toward animals the AKC doesn’t deign to register, such as
the Catahoula leopard dog, Australian and English shep-
herds, the beauceron, and European pointers (including
the English).

The trend has not escaped the notice of the AKC.
Kenneth Marden, the AKC’s president, says, “We have
gotten away from what dogs were originally bred for. In
some cases we have paid so much atention to form that
we have lost the use of the dog.” Marden has supervised
the establishment of herding tests, which are scheduled
to begin this winter and are subject to a great deal of con-
troversy among people with working stock dogs, who ar-
gue that AKC animals like the collie and the Old English
sheep dog will prove unable to complete them. Marden
has also expressed interest in terrier tests to measure
the dogs’ ability to flush game from underground dens,
and in lure coursing for sight hounds and whippets.

He has publicly recognized the need to em-
phasize funcrion as well as form, despite strong
opposition from the AKC’s powerful traditional-
ists, who argue that he is denigrating shows.
They have nothing to fear. In some European
countries dogs must excel both in the field and
in the ring, and be judged physically sound, be-
fore they can become Champions. But an AKC
dog can become a Champien in the show ring
alone.
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The Growth of the Puppy Mill

HAVE TO ADMIT THAT PART OF THE MOTIVATION
for these new activities is mercenary,” Marden
says, “Our programs are funded bv registration.
By providing more ways for people to enjoy
their dogs, we're giving them more reasons to register
them.” In 1988, for the first time in memory, according
to Herm David, of Dog World, the AKC registered fewer
than 50 percent of the dogs born in AKC-registered lit-
ters. (Much of the AKC’ increase in absolute numbers
over the past decade has come, he says, through the rec-
ognition of new breeds.) David believes that the slippage
represents an organization in decline.

Beginning in the 1950s, breeding “AKC dogs™ for
sale to a seemingly insatiable public became a way for
hobbyists to earn extra money, and for kennel owners to
earn a living. The “doggie in the window” became a com-
modity, mass-produced in a puppy mill and sold to a
broker and then to a pet store. (Department stores rou-
tinely carried pets through the 1960s, when animal-pro-
tection advocates broughe an end to the pracrice; now
animals are sold through pet-store chains.) The AKC
earned money each step of the way—with registration of
the litter by the breeder, from wansfer slips filled out
whenever the puppies passed through middlemen, and
when the proud new owner registered his or her pup.
The AKC grew as the number of dogs grew, regardless of
their quality.

After extensive lobbying by the Humane Society, in
1970 puppy mills and brokers were brought under the ju-
risdiction of the federal Animal Welfare Act, which au-
thorized the U.S. Department of Agriculture to license
and inspect dealers, exhibitors, transporters, and re-
searchers dealing with animals “not raised for food or fi-
ber.” But this step has broughr little change.

Robert Baker, an investigator for the Humane Society,
says, “For the past tweaty vears the USDA
hasn’t been enforcing its regulations, and the
AKC hasn’t taken any action because it profits
from the sale of half a million dogs a vear
through pet stores. The AKC charter says it has
authority to regulate breeders to preserve the
health and welfare of purebred dogs, but it does
nothing.” In the winter of 19801981 Baker
conducted an investigation of 294 commercial
breeders in the Midwest, out of 3,886 breeders

¢
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and brokers licensed by the USDA, and
documented unsanitary, inhumane practices
by nearly all of them. Many of the breeders
were elderly farmers tryving to eke out their
income, who regarded their dogs much as
they would have chickens or any other cash-
producing livestock.

Baker found that brokers, the middlemen,
may deal with as many as 200 kennels, which produce
anywhere from four to more than a hundred litters a vear.
Although the shipment of animals is regulared, brokers
show little concern for what they consider a commodity.

Baker also concluded that many of these puppy-mill
products were fraudulently registered with the AKC, and
to prove how easy it was to cheat, he registered nonexis-
tent Labrador retrievers. When he publicized his action,
the AKC, following the venerable policy of killing the
messenger, suspended him indefinitely from any of its

Newfoundiand

activities, a punishment he doesn’t rue. “1
estimate that fifty percent of the dogs in the
AKC registry have impure bloodlines,” he
savs. Alan Stern, the AKC’s vice-president
for communications, dismisses the charge,
saying that registration s based on honesty
and trust, which Baker callously violated
and for which he, ke any other miscreant,
was punished. No one knows the degree of impurity in
the stud book’s bloodlines.

Baker’s report aroused public protest but not federal
action. Throughout the Reagan years the USDA asked
for less money than it received to run its Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, which is charged with
licensing commercial breeders and brokers. (In 1989 the
number nationwide stood ar 4,415.) And under the Bush
Administration the service continues to have an abysmal
record on regulating dog abusers.

Finding
a
Dog

ESPITE CLAIMS OF GENIUS FOR
the border collie—a current
rage—no breed of dog s per-

fect, free of genetic and behavioral
problems, superior in every talent.
Some that are robust and intelligent
may not be especially social, and with-
in every breed individual lines and
dogs will vary markedly. A poorly bred
border collie can be as temperamen-
tally unsound and as dumb as a cocker
spaniel. A well-bred German shep-
herd can be unsurpassed. And a poor
environment and improper socializa-
tion can turn even the best-bred dog
into a terror.

That said, a few observations and
tips might help people seeking a ca-
nine companion of sound mind and
body.

® Avoid extremes in size and appear-
ance-—the giant breeds are short-
lived; toys tend to be fragile and sick-
lv; short-nosed breeds have respira-
tory problems. No rule says that the

-only suitable apartment dogs are those
under ten pounds (toys). Among com-

panion dogs, the Cavalier King

Charles spaniel (thirteen to eighteen
pounds) is highly prized, but difficult
to breed. Some terriers and nonsport-
ing dogs are also worth considering.

e For overall intelligence and versatili-
ty, look to the herding, hunting, and
working dogs—retrievers, pointers,
setters {except Irish), and some
hounds; stock dogs, including the
non-AKC border collies, Australian
kelpies, Australian and English shep-
herds, Catahoula leopard dogs; a few
of the terriers, like the Jack Russell,
which, small and hardy, also often
adapt to urban life betrer than larger
breeds. Bred for work, these dogs re-
quire obedience training, proper so-
ciglization, and regular exercise,
whether they live in an apartment or
have access 1o a fenced vard. A poorly
conditioned animal becomes bored,
destructive, and sickly.

o Investigate thoroughly the charac-
teristics of the type of dog (retriever,
for example) that interests you and of
the various breeds (Labrador, golden,
Chesapeake Bay, flat- and curly-coat-
ed) in that type. Books are a good
place to start, especially those that in-
clude discussions of potential health
problems. The best sources for wis-
dom about dogs are breeders, trainers,
and veterinarians, who can be found

through area kennel clubs and animal’

shelters; dog owners; and participants
in and judges at dog events—espe-
cially field erials and obedience tests.

s Having settled on a likely breed or
two, seek a reputable breeder in your
area who is producing dogs for their
ability, not for appearance alone. You
may have located several kennels
through the previous step; if not, you
can check the extensive and well-re-
garded classified ad%msmg that ap-
pears in every issue of Doy Word n
azine. The American Kennel Club (51
Madison Avenue, New York, N.Y.
10010) will refer people w local ken-
nel and breed clubs. National rare-
breed clubs (many of which advertise
in Dog World) will do the same. Local
classifieds are sometimes helpful as
well.

¢ Select your dog from among those
being bred for ability and tempers-
ment—whether you warnt the dog w
petform a function or merely w serve
as a pet. If you sertle onan AKC-regis-
trable puppy whose parents are AKC
Champions, make sure that they per-
formed well not just in the show ring
but in obedience or field wials as well

e When vou go-to see a litter, always
ask to see the dam, and the sire and
grandparents if possible, These ani-
mals give vou a hint of how the grown
puppy willappear and behave. Ob-
serve the puppy that interests you
for as long as possible, t see how it
interacts with people and its litter
mates. The puppy should be at least
six and preferably seven or eight
weeks old:
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Frustrated by federal inaction, a state rep-
resentative in Kansas, Ginger Barr, authored
legislation in 1987 to regulate the puppy
mills in her state through inspection and li-
censing. “l was raised 1o think of AKC pa-
pers like the Good Housekeeping Seal of
Approval,” Barr says, “but they wouldn’t
help us. Thev're the largest registry in the
world, but they won’t give us the names of breeders in
Kansas.” Stern says that providing the list would amount
to an invasion of privacy and would wrongly lump respon-
sible kennel owners with those engaged in exploitation.
He also says that although the USDA is responsible for li-
censing commercial breeders, it hasn'’t prosecuted viola-
tors. Kansas, he argues, has failed to hire enough inspec-
tors to enforce the 1987 law properly, and should not
expect the AKC to do its work. All these charges are true,
but it is also the case that the AKC has not acted vigor-

German Shorthaired
Pointer

ously to regulate its breeders; in 1989 it can-
celed for fraud the papers of 460 litters out
of a total of 550,300 and some 785 dogs out
of 1.2 million.

It has a long way to go. In 1987 a reporter
tor Parade, Michael Satchell, asked William
E Stifel, then the president of the AKC,
whether the AKC would register a blind,
deaf, three-legged purebred pup with hip dysplasia and
green fur. According to Parade, Stifel said, “We would
register the dog. AKC unfortunately does not mean qual-
ity.” Stern’s post, as it happens, was created soon after.

Stern is not as blunt as Stifel, but the AKC prints simi-
lar caveats in its guides to buying a dog. One brochure
states, “Many people breed their dogs with no concern
for the gualitarive demands of the standard for their
breed. When this occurs repeatedly over several genera-
tions, the animals, while sull purebred, can be of ex-

e For all large and medium-size
breeds, make sure the parents, and
preferably also the grandparents, are
certified free of hip dysplasia by the
Orthopedic Foundation for Animals,
the only agency in the country that
evaluates the hips of dogs. Even if you
are interested in a small dog, such as
the Cavalier King Charles spaniel, you
may want to make sure its parents are
OFA certified, because many of these
breeds are dysplastic wo. Do not take
the breeder’s word on the soundness
of his or her dogs’ hips unless you are
ready to risk finding out that your two-
year-old pet is partly crippled. (The
OFA will not certify a dog under two
years of age.) Similarly, question the
breeder about other genetic abnor-
malities and problems with the breed
and his or her line. Rigorous investiga-
tion is essential when dealing with
backyard breeders.

® If the answers are not satisfactory,
or the puppy seems not quite right,
walk away from the deal—not an easy
thing to do, but one that saves heart-
ache later.

s Often only the most popular AKC
breeds are available locally; some-
times you can find a stray litter of a
rare dog, but little else. If you are fix-
ated on a particular breed and on find-
ing the best dog possible, you should
be willing to travel, wait, and pay. Top
breeders command top dollar and may
have waiting lists. They also will in-

terview buyers and may refuse to sell
to those they don't believe will care
properly for a dog. A local kennel
owner of trainer can be commissioned
to assist you in finding a dog, or you
can deal with a reputable kennel by
phone and mail. But you may be bet-
ter off changing to a different breed if
vou can't find any suitable specimens
of your first choice locally.

® Make sure in buying a dog from any
source that you are given the proper
registration material if it is purebred,
and a guarantee specifving that you
can take the dog ro a veterinarian for
examination and if the dog is found
defective, it will be replaced or your
money refunded. In some states, such
as New York, New Jersey, and Massa-
chusetts, this guarantee is required by
law. (These warranties can expire be-
fore a problem like hip dysplasia or
even parvovirus, a killer of puppies,
becomes manifest. But they are better
than nothing.) Better ver, if dysplasia
is the worry, accept a restricted trans-
fer, which will protect you until the
dog can be certified free of the condi-
tion at two years of age.

& Do nos buy a puppy from a pet store.
Its origins are uncertain, its health and
temperament suspect.

s A sound alternative to a purebred is
a mongrel. Although the practice is
anathema to many people in the pure-
bred-dog world, people around the
country are crossbreeding dogs to cure

defects or simply to create a hybrid
more healthy and vigorous than either
pedigreed parent. Local kennel clubs
and veterinarians should be able to
tell you who some of these breeders
are.

Besides deliberate first-generation
crosses, of course, there are accidental
mixes, common mutts, which can be
more healthy, even-tempered, intelli-
gent, and enjoyable than purebreds.
In picking a mongrel you should exer-
cise as much caution as with-a pure-
bred. Remember that without know-
ing what kinds of dogs the parents are,
it is nearly impossible to guess what
the mature dog will look like.

Local animal shelters often have
adoption programs, but sometimes
they are so restrictive in determining
where they will place their dogs that it
is easier to buy a purebred dog.

# People unable or unwilling to raise a
puppy might consider an older dog. In
addition to animal shelters, some local
breed clubs sponsor rescue programs
for abandoned purebred dogs, and
some dog tracks help people adopt
grevhounds unsuited or too old for
racing which otherwise would be
destroved.

¢ Remember that a dog represents a
large investment of tme, emotion,
and money, and will be a member of
the household for ten vears, more or
less. Its selection warrants more than a
passing fancy.
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) . .7 Stern insists that competition
in the markerplace will force commercial breeders to pro-
duce healthy puppies. “Whenever we do take action,”
he adds, “we are accused of restraint of trade.”

Evidence from scores of breeders and from owners of

remely low qualicy. .

about the effects of competiton. Then too, more than
physical well-being is at stake in this conflict. Joe Tem-
pleton, of Texas A&M, says, “Puppy-mill dogs are poor-
Iy socialized. The crucial periods for puppies to form hu-
man contact are six to twelve weeks and again from four
o six months, Without that, they often have behavioral
problems. Most puppies sold through stores are more
than three months old and have missed the first of these
periods,”

A few states, notably Pennsylvania, Massachuseutts,
Towa, and Hlinois, inspect pet stores, and some, includ-
ing New York and New Jersey, require himited guaran-
tees for consumers. But, Baker savs, these are weak stat-
utes, often erratically enforced. Ar most stores puppies
{not to mention kittens) receive no medical care and can
suffer from worms, dehvdration, and malnutrition, in ad-
dition to genetic defects. Animals that are sickly and re-
main unsold are sometimes killed and thrown away.

Baker and other critics charge that the AKC has re-
fused to take an active stand against commercial exploita-
tion because it derives more than 70 percent of its annual
income (which was $19.4 million in 1988) from the regis-
tration of litters and dogs. That money, they point out,
suppores all AKC activities, including those in behalf of
dog shows and trials, which promote appearance—
conformation to an idealized breed standard-—as the es-
sence of quality.

The Humane Society of the United States calculates
that the roughly 500,000 dogs (representing 100,000 lit-
ters) sold each year by pet stores come almost exclusively
from puppy mills. By the most conservative estimate
these dogs make up 20 per-
cent of those the AKC regis-
tered in 1988,

Like all responsible dog
people, Marden urges po-
tential buyers o investigate
the characteristics of the
breed and the health of the parents. He says tlatly,
“Don’t buy the dog in the pet store! See the dam, and the
sire, if possible.” But, Baker says, such advice is mean-
ingless so long as no action is taken to curb the abuses of
the puppy trade. The AKC fails even to support those of
its constituent clubs that prohibit members from selling
through pet stores.

A recent example of greed run amok involves a breed
not recognized by the AKC, the Chinese shar-pei. This
tighting and guard dog neared extinction in China during
the 1950s and 1960s, when Mao Zedong campaigned
against the ownership of dogs, calling it bourgeois re-

Border Colile
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cidivism. A dozen of the dogs were exported from
Hong Kong to the United States in the late 1960s and be-
came the foundation stock for all subsequent American
shar-pet.

During the 1980s the demand for non-AKC-—and
therefore “unruined”—rare breeds, combined with a fas-
cination with the wrinkled appearance of shar-pei, made
them a yuppie fad. Some sold for as much as $10,000, as
compared with $6,500 for a wop working-stock dog, like
an Australian kelpie. During the height of the craze one
puppy mill produced 150 dogs a year, which sold for an
average of $1,000, and a pair appeared in the 1983 Nei-
man-Marcus Christmas cata-
logue, to the consternation
of dog-lovers, From a dozen
the population exploded in
twenty vears to 50,000,
There are shar-pei, mini-
pet, and pug-pei. Sloppily
bred from a limited gene pool, these dogs have devel-
oped auto-immune deficiencies leading to severe skin
disorders, and faulty bites that sometimes make it impos-
sible for them to eat. Their hips are bad; their evelids
need to be surgically cut from over the eyve. Many display
the foul temper of a punch-drunk fighter. They are what
veterinarians call a genetic disaster.

Last summer the market collapsed on shar-pei, and the
breed’s defenders hope that the protection of the AKC
miscellaneous class, which the breed entered in 1988,
will allow them to correct generic Haws——a Sisyphean
task. Meanwhile, many shar-pei are appearing in animal
shelters, abandoned by owners no longer interested in
supporting a dog that has fallen from vogue.

An ironic result of the shar-pei saga is that it seems to
have encouraged some breed clubs to seek AKC recogni-
tion for their animals, in the hope that it will prevent
them from becoming the next “hot” dog. They hope that
as just another member of the registry, the dogs will lose
the classification “rare” and avoid exploitation.

The successor to the shar-pei would appear o be the
non-AKC dogue de Bordeaux, the homely French mas-
tiff, which rode a starring role in last summer’s popular
film Turner and Hoock into the hearts of faddists. They
want “one just like Hooch.” People cashing in proclaim
that the dogue is a sweetheart with children. The
truth—that it is a large dog with a short temper, requiring
a firm hand and sound training—would hurt sales,

Shar-Pel

Breeding as Corruption

OMMERCIAL BREEDING—INCLUDING THAT
practiced by backyard hobbyists—is the ugly
underbelly of the purebred-dog world. “The
unrestricted breeding of dogs has produced a
situation in which four-and-a-half million unwanted ani-
mals are put to death each year,” says Guy Hodge, the di-
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THE AKC NOT ONLY HAS BEEN SLOW IN
INVESTIGATING GENETIC DISORDERS BUT ALSO HAS NOT
TAKEN STEPS TO ENCOURAGE THEIR ELIMINATION.
THIS FAILURE IS INEXPLICABLE.

rector of data and information at the Humane Society.
“And many of those who survive lead lives of quiet de-
spair in kennels, on the street, even in homes.”

To dog fanciers of the old school, commercialization
corrupts absolutelv, “A breed can be ruined when it be-
comes popular and people raise dogs to make a lot of
monev,” Robert Hetherington, the bulldog breeder,
savs. John Glass, the clerk and keeper of the registry for
the Masters of Foxhounds Association, says that among
hunt clubs, which are admittedly bastions of privilege,
the trade in puppies is noncommercial and stud fees are
nenexistent. But questions of quality, of producing
healthy dogs free of genetic abnormalities, affect every-
one in the business.

The AKC has shown littde interest in addressing the
severe genetic defects associated with dog breeding.
Stern, for example, argues that hip dysplasia, a malfor-
mation of the ball and socket, is both a genetic problem
and a consequence of the dog's nutrition and upbringing,
while the Orthopedic Foundation for Animals, in Colum-
bia, Missouri, which was established to study the prob-
lem, states unequivocally that the crippling ailment is ge-
netic—albeit one involving a number of genes, working
in combinations as yet unknown.

In some breeds (for example, the Saint Bernard) dvs-
plasia is nearly universal, although it varies in intensity
from occasionally uncomfortable to so debilitating that
either total hip replacement or destruction of the animal
is necessary. Greg Keller, one of the principal veterinari-
ans at the OFA, savs that in theory dogs from a litter in
which even one member developed dysplasia should not
be bred—but such a radical step would spell economic
disaster for most kennel owners. “The best they can do,”
he says, “is breed the most-normal dogs they have.” In
Europe, and in the United States, that practice has pro-
duced improvement in some breeds.

Genetic ailments affect the eves, bones and joints, uri-
nary tract, skin, heart, lungs, mouth and teeth,
and endocrine and metabolic systems. Some
dogs, for example, have problems absorbing
specific vitamins. Even the predisposition of the
Doberman pinscher, the Rotrweiler, and other
breeds to parvovirus, a killing disease among
puppies and old dogs, may be genetic. Studies
have also shown that 15 to 30 percent of pure-
bred puppies die before weaning, and that the
closer the inbreeding that produced the litter,
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the higher the mortality rate. This “fading puppy svn-
drome” obviously has a genetic component, but research
has ver to find it.

Donald Patterson, at the University of Pennsvlvania
School of Veterinary Medicine, is establishing a data
bank of genetic defects to which particular breeds are
susceptible, with funding from the AKC. He savs that
more than 300 diseases in dogs are currently known to be
hereditary, and an average of ten new ones are found
each vear. Many of those are associated with recessive
genes, which can become expressed during inbreeding
for desirable characteristics. Thus Catahoulas with dou-
ble-glass, or pale blue, eves, which are prized, often pro-
duce deaf puppies when mated with each other Even
dogs whose parents are from unrelated bloodlines can
have problems. Border collies, for example, are prone to
progressive retinal atrophy, a degenerative eye disease,
and increasingly to hip dvsplasia. Naturally, defects can
be bred out of a line, providing that sound scientific prin-
ciples are applied.

Dogs being a particularly apt model for research on
certain human disorders, canine genetics has become
better understood to date primarily as a result of research
sponsored by the National Institutes of Health, Funds
are scarce for programs devoted solely to dogs.

The AKC not only has been slow in investigating ge-
netic disorders but also has not taken steps to encourage
their elimination. This fatlure is inexplicable, given that
dog shows are supposed to present breeding stock. Un-
like some European kennel clubs, the AKC does not re-
quire that dogs be free of dysplasia and other cyroskeletal
ailments before they can compete for championships. In
fact, only surgery to correct defects brings disqualifica-
tion in the show ring, notwithstanding that many alter-
ations go undetected. Nearly all of the several score of
breeders I interviewed for this article mentoned illegal
cosmetic surgery as a major problem among show dogs.
(The AKC is typically ambivalent about this is-
sue, prohibiting operations to correct eve prob-
lems while endorsing ear-cropping, a painful op-
eration to make ears stand erect, in Doberman
pinschers, boxers, Great Danes, and others.
Britain abolished ear-cropping seventy years ago
for humanitarian reasons; most other nations—
and some states—have followed suit.)

The traditional solution of destroying geneti-
cally unsatisfactory animals is considered inhu-
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mane by some; others feel that it is economically imprac-
tical. Glass says that most hunt clubs maintain their own
kennels and breeding programs, and that the master of
the hounds will destroy any puppy that appears defec-
tive. This controversial, if once commonplace, practice
of culling is still practiced by other breeders of hunting
and stock dogs, and sometimes of show animals, on the
grounds that neither they nor anyone else should be bur-
dened with an unsound dog.

Some animal-rights advocates argue that breeds with
severe problems, like the shar-pei, breeds unable to
whelp naturally, like the bulldog and the Boston terrier,
and the tiny toy breeds that are unable to live normal
lives should be eliminated or modified. “We must ad-
dress the ethical issue of whether we can continue to cre-
ate mutant animals for our own ego gratification,” Mi-
chael Fox, of the Humane Society, says. Behavioral and
temperament problems, he adds, are often associated
with genetic defects, and so correcting one set of prob-
lems can be expected to help restore the overall health of

. many animals.
~One way to effect reform would be to ban the registra-
tion and reproduction of dogs with problems. Recently
some clubs have urged their members and those who buy
dogs from members to agree to a “restricted” transfer,

stipulating that the dog will be bred only after it has

reached one or even two years of age, and is certified free
of defect by a veterinarian. At that time, if the dog cannot
be certified, the seller will replace it. The offspring of
dogs with restrictions on their pedigree would not be reg-
istered. Without opposing such non-breeding contracts
outright, AKC officials say that a dog with a restriction
cannot be shown because it is not, technically, breeding
stock. Since many AKC Champions win their title before
they are a year old, the policy makes the restricted trans-
fer anathema to people wanting to compete. (The OFA
deems even a one-year-old dog too young to certify for
normal hips.) '

Sometimes the AKC’s structure and internal politics.
have become impediments to reform, as breed clubs and
the national leadership have vied over policy. ‘A case in
point involves the dalmation.

Nearly a decade ago Robert H. Schaible, who was
~ then a geneticist at the Indiana University School of
Medicine in Indianapolis, reported on-an experiment
he had conducted to free the dalmatian from a recessive
genetic defect (associated with deafness, a skin problem,
and urinary stones) that can result in death and excessive
medical expense. He crossed a dalmatian with a closely

related English pointer, which is unaffected, and then -

immediately bred back to dalmatians. After five genera-

tions the defect-free backcrossed dogs were indistin-
guishable from purebred dalmatians.

The AKC board approved registration of the back-
crossed dogs in February of 1981. Then-president Wil-
liam Stifel wrote in the official Gazerte, in April of 1981:
“If there is a logical, scientific way to correct genetic
health problems associated with certain breed traits and
still preserve the integrity of the breed standard, it is in-
cumbent upon the American Kennel Club to lead the
way.” The board’s deciston might have set the stage for
other dramatic actions to improve the health and welfare
of dogs. But members of the Dalmatian Club of America
objected that the purity of their breed was being compro-
mised and forced cancellation of the registration. John
Patton, of Washington University, says, “The Dalmatian
Club action shows the ludicrous politics of the AKC, in
which dogs suffer. They’d rather have their animals die
than get rid of a disease. Genetically you couldn’t tell the
difference between those dogs and dalmatians.” AKC of-
ficials say they had no choice but to honor the wishes of
the majority of the Dalmatian Club of America that they

not register the crosses. But critics contend that the board

simply bowed to misinformed protest and has since then
declined to press the case—through education or action.
The AKC is more intent on avoiding conflict with its
member clubs, they say, than on working to improve
the lot of purebred dogs. The truth may lie between.
Marden says the board is willing to work with the
clubs and cites its decision to allow the incorporation
of basenjis from Africa, judged purebred on the basis of
appearance and place of origin, into American blood-
lines. However, the decision appears not to reflect a for-
mal policy change, especially with regard to registering
crossbred dogs. )

OR MANY SPORTSMEN AND FADDISTS, THE DOG HAS

become little more than equipment for a game. -

They justify the game in the name of freedom, ar-
guing that no organization of governmental body has the
right even to recommend changes in their approach, de-
spite its destructiveness, and the AKC has endorsed their
ideology through word and policy. Its ability to change
direction is now being put to the test.

The necessary course ahead, as many animal-rights ad-
vocates and dog-lovers see it, involves the acceptance of
a more expansive and traditional definition of purebred
dogs, which recognizes their essential characteristics as
herders, hunters, and companions, as intelligent and
uniquely talented creatures, not as objects of beauty
alone. O '
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MEMO - &

To: Multnomah County Board of Commissioners
From: Rogér Troen & Joan Dahlberg,

Roger Troen, President
Animal Advocates & Cascade Dog Defenders
(Bus.) 231-1515

Joan Dahlberg, President
Pet Owners' Association of Oregon
(Bus.) 297-0289

Date: August 21, 1992

We respectfully request that the proposed revisions to Multnomah
County Code 8.10 designated for a second reading on August 27th be
rejected and that the attached proposal be scheduled for readings and
adoption instead.

Please also consider placing this measure on elective ballot for vote by .

" the residents of Multnomah County.

Thank you.



SECTION . AMENDMENT
The following definitions are added to MCC 8.10._

AA. Commercial Breeder means any person, household, sole
proprietorship, partnership, corporation, nonprofit or otherwise, or
other entity who breeds any puppies or kittens either with the
intention of selling at least one of the puppies or kittens bred in any
given year for $100 or more or who ultimately sells at least one of the
puppies or kittens bred in any given year for $100 or more.

Commercial Breeder also means any person, household, sole
proprietorship, partnership, corporation, nonprofit or otherwise, or
other entity who breeds three or more litters of puppies or kittens
per year with the intention of selling at least one of the puppies or
kittens bred in said year, regardless of purchase price, or who
ultimately sells at least one of the puppies or kittens bred in said year,
regardless of purchase price.

BB. Commercial Breeding Facility means any premises upon which any
person, household, sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation,
nonprofit or otherwise, or other entity breeds any puppies or kittens
either with the intention of selling at least one of the puppies or
kittens bred in any given year for $100 or more or who ultimately sells
. at least one of the puppies or kittens bred in any given year for $100
or more.

Commercial Breeding Facility also means any premises upon which any
person, household, sole proprietorship, partnership, corporation,
nonprofit or otherwise, or other entity breeds three or more litters of
puppies or kittens in any given year with the intention of selling at
least one of the puppies or kittens, regardless of purchase price, or
who ultimately sells at least one of the puppies or kittens, regardless
of purchase price.

CC. Purchase Price means the total dollar amount actually received by
any breeder from a purchaser in the sale of a puppy or kitten.

DD. Imported pet means a pet imported from anyplace outside

Multnomah county, including anyplace out of state, or out of country by

persons engaged in the buying or selling of pets for purposes of profit.

The term does not apply to a private pet owner's personal pet or pets.
E. Puppy or kitten means under six months of age.

FF. Seller means any person who sells a puppy or kitten.

SECTION IV. AMENDMENT

The following section is added to.
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BREEDING PERMIT. Any commercial breeder shall apply annually for
a breeding permit from Multnomah Animal Control, the annual charge
for which shall be $100.

LITTER REGISTRATION. Within 15 days of birth, any commercial
breeder shall register with Multnomah Animal Control the number,
sex, breed or mix, color, and date of birth of all puppies or kittens in
each litter.

A $25 surtax for each puppy or kitten of each litter shall accompany
the registration if the Commercial Breeder has bred, intends to breed
or does breed, in the given year any puppies or kittens either with
the intention of selling at least one puppy or kitten bred in the given
year for $100 or more or who ultimately sells at least one puppy or
kitten bred in the given year for $100 or more.

A $15 surtax for each puppy or kitten of each litter shall accompany

the registration if the Commercial Breeder breeds three or more

litters of puppies or kittens in any given year with the intention of

- selling at least one of the puppies or kittens bred in the given year, or

who ultimately sells at least one of the puppies or kittens bred in the
ven year, and the purchase price is in all instances of sale below
100.

EXCISE TAX. Within 30 days of sale, any commercial breeder shall
register with Multnomah Animal Control the sale of any puppy or
kitten and remit with said registration an excise tax in the amount of
12% of the purchase price.

The requirements for a permit, litter registration, registration of sale,
and all charges pursuant to Section including annual
permit charges, surtax, and excise tax shall not apply to commercial
breeders if the animals at issue are bred for bonafied scientific,
medical or educational research or purpose or if the animals at issue
are bred for sale to bonafied medical, scientific or educational
research facilities or to other facilities for bonafied scientific, medical
or educational purpose.

Exempt from the excise tax pursuant to Section are
any puppies or kittens bred by commercial breeders and not sold by
same until age 18 weeks or older.

ENFORCEMENT DUTIES‘

Multnomah Animal Control has total responsibility for enforcement of
provisions pursuant to Section __» Subsections
and the collection of all permit charges. surtaxes, and

excise taxes specified therein.
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A reasonable penalty for late payment of any permitvchiu'ge. surtax, or
excise tax pursuant to Section may be charged any
Commercial Breeder.

Multnomah Animal Control may require any documentation from the
Commercial Breeder deemed necessary to verify the purchase price.

All transactions between breeder and purchaser must be made by
check rather than cash and deposited into a single designated
checking or savings account at a bank.

SECTION AMENDMENT
SALE OF IMPORTED PUPPIES AND KITTENS

No puppy or kitten shall be imported into Multnomah County from
outside the county, state, or country for sale or for purpose of sale by
any breeder, seller, pet store, sole propietorship, partnership or
corporation unless the following conditions are met:

1. Said puppy or kitten is given a thorough health examination by
a veterinarian certified by both the director of Animal Control and the
State Veterinarian's Office of the State Department of Agriculture. The
charges for examination of any puppy or kitten shall in no case be less
~ than $100 and shall exceed that amount if diagnostic and examination
procedures in individual cases warrant it. Charges shall be remitted to
Animal Control by seller in receipt of pets in Multnomah County.

2. Pets found to be sick or injured shall be provided medical
care by seller in receipt of pets in Multnomah County. Evidence of
proper and appropriate medical care shall be provided the examining
veterinarian.

3. The premises of seller of said puppy or kitten in Multnomah
County are thoroughly inspected by said veterinarian or other qualified
individual for evidence of disease or potential disease or conditions
under which disease could be potentially spread to incoming puppies
or kittens. Inspections shall take place following the medical
examinations and in conjunction with any and all incoming shipments
of puppies and kittens. Total costs for inspections shall be paid by the
seller of said puppies or kittens in Multnomah County and shall be
remitted to Animal Control by seller within 30 days from the date of
inspection.

4. Fines shall be set by the Multnomah County Board of
Commissioners for evidence of unhealthful conditions on premises of
seller as defined in subsection 3 above.
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5. Requirements pertaining to imported puppies and kittens pursuant
to this subsection shall not apply to commercial breeders if the
animals at issue are imported from outside Multnomah county, the
state, or country for bonafied scientific, medical or educational
research or purpose or if the animals at issue are imported for sale to
bonafied medical, scientific or educational research facilities or to
other facilities for bonafied scientific, medical or educational purpose.

SECTION . AMENDMENT.
PUBLIC RECORD

Any member of the public shall have complete access to all filings,
records, data and statistics pertaining to permits, litter registrations,
registrations of sale, importation of pets from out of county for sale or
purposes of sale, and any other information or data obtained by Animal
‘Control in conjunction with Sections

SECTION . AMENDMENT.
REIMBURSEMENT OF THE JUDICIARY

The Court and Prosecuting Attorney's office shall charge the Animal
“Control fund for that portion of their expenses incurred on behalf of or
ascribed to cases involving Animal Control.

In any instances in which fines or other penalties are levied, except as
provided in Sections of these amendments, a citation shall
be issued referring the violator to the appropriate judicial body within
the court system. There shall be no reviews by any substitute parties
such as Hearings Officers, Referees, or other proxy.

SECTION . AMENDMENT.

FUNDING SOURCES FOR MULTNOMAH ANIMAL CONTROL.

The permit charges, surtax , and excise tax charged Commercial

Breeders pursuant to Section are intended to provide
all operational revenue for Animal Control except for those fees
specifically allowed under Section of these amendments
(below). ,

All General Fund monies as well as revenue from all other current
sources for Animal Control shall be replaced in the following way.

During any three-month period, monies raised through the permit
charges, surtax or excise tax shall be collected and held for usage
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during the subsequent three-month period or thereafter if monies
beyond budget requirements are collected.

Monies collected in this manner during the first year may be matched
by General Fund monies in the following proportions up to Animal
Control's budgeted needs to allow Animal Control time for establishing
collection procedures and full enforcement of the new fees.

The first four months, matching funds may be received by Animal
Control from the General Fund on a 2 to 1 ratio. During the second
four months, matching funds may be received by Animal Controlona 1
to 1 ratio. During the last four months, matching funds may be
received by Animal Control on a 1 to 2 ratio. By the start of the
thirteenth month after passage of this measure, Animal Control must
derive all of its monies from the permit charges, surtax, or excise tax
specified in Section except for those fees specified
under Section (below).

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners may at any time vote
to increase the permit charges, surtax or excise tax if deemed
necessary in order to adequately fund Animal Control.

Monies collected beyond current budgeted amounts shall be used to
benefit pets and their owners in concrete, visible, and bonafied ways.

- Identification tags with collars shall be distributed to all pet owners.

Holding periods shall be extended. Animal control officers shall be
encouraged to take the time to negotiate solutions in a given
neighborhood in lieu of impounding. Injured pets shall be given the
medical care they need. New homes shall be found for pets not
redeemed. "

SECTION Subsection AMENDMENT
FEES & FINES REFERRING TO PRIVATE PET OWNERS

In no instance may total fees charged by Animal Control for adoption
or redemption by owner exceed $45. Current services of bonafied
value to pet owners and pets such as inclusion of license and shots
with redemption or adoption shall be maintained and expanded.

Fees and fines charged individual pet owners shall in no instance be
levied as a source of operational revenue but rather as a nominal
charge to partially offset a small percentage of the costs of the service
at issue.

A citation may be issued any pet owner in violation of the Animal
Control Ordinance except in instances in which any fee has been
charged for the redemption of the pet by owner. Animal Control must
waive any fees or charges upon redemption by owner if a citation is
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issued for any violation or violations for which the pet was also
impounded.

In no case shall any owner be denied the right to redeem his pet
except in cases of bite, viciousness or cruelty, and unless it can be also
clearly demonstrated by the Director that in alleged cases of
viciousness or bite, other than quarantine, that such pet represents a
serious hazard to the community or unless in cases of alleged cruelty it
can be demonstrated that the pet needs immediate and/or continuous

protection from the owner.

License fees may not exceed amounts in effect as of January 1992 for
twelve years after the passage of this amendment.

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
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Cascade Dog Defenders’ League  ~-

League Coordinator-
ROGER TROEN

P.0. Box 3453
Portland, OR 97208

Bend Area Coordinator
RAY BOWLIN

P.0. Box 224

Sisters, OR 97759

Eugene Coordinator
LINDA WRIGHT

1312 Oak Drive
Eugene, OR 97404

The Dalles Coordinator
CHARLOTTE DeMOSS

2015 Ridge Road West
The Dalles, OR 97058

Salem Coordinator
KAREN D. PARKISON
1903 5th St., N.E.
Salem, OR 97303

Grants Pass Coordinator
SISTER AMBROSE

(World Mission for Animals)
P.0. Box 816

Glendale, OR 97442

Albany Coordinator
PEGGY LAY

P.0. Box 21
Albany, OR 97321

Hillsboro Coordinator
BARBARA VOYLES

Rt. 5, Box 172
Hillsboro, OR 97124

£-27292

Terhomonsd

Emerson distilled truth into few words. I like these:

JYou have just dined, and however scrupulously the slaughter-
house is concealed by the graceful distance of miles, there is
complicity.” Today I would like to reword this to read, "You
have just bred your dogs and cats, and however scrupulously

the killing rooms are concealed by the graceful distance of miles,
there is complicity."”

Isn't it time we took a hard look at what we have been doing
over the years and in the distance and then end the horrors at
these places "we call shelters that are not what_they claim.

The first definition of shelter is, "something within which a
person or animal is protected.”

In the 1970's animal control and the Oregon Humane Society
stuf%eé?%arre&s on tracks that ended in the decompression chambers
where life was horribly sucked out of these precipus innocents.

When progressive and compassionate citizens: pleaded for
injection with pentobarbital they were rejected as impractical
visionaries. So the barrels were frundled to the chambers loaded
with terrified animals. But finally at great. personal expense
of time, effort, money, and emotions these priQate citizens.
prevailed and these agencies were brought out of that dark age.
Other counties followed the example of ours and a new kinder
killing was adopted.

Today, we are here again to take a greater leap forward to
a more civilized Multnomah County by proposing a more enlightened
ordinance to replace the onerous and death dealing ones of the
past. We plead for a life affirming ordinance somewéhﬁ modeled
after those of Los Angeles, :the State of Michigan, San Mateo and
most recently Seattle's King County.

Let us join together with animal welfare, protection, and
animal rightsvorganizations and concerned citizens to end the

killing. There.are several compelling reasons for rejecting

" ordinances that put animals in grave danger and for adopting

those that hold humans accountable for their complicity. I for
one pledge myself to be part of this struggle and invite others
to join together to work on éll fronts in this fight for life.
Please accept these copies of the Atlantic Monthly 17 page
expose' of what is behind these columns of animals advertised

fbr sale in our daily and weekiy papers. Thank you, Roger Troen
o




- Cascade Dog ﬁefénders’ League

"League Coordinator

ROGER TROEN ‘
P.0. Box 3453 IN TRIBUTE TO THE DOG

Portland, OR 97208 SOME FACTS AND OBSERVATIONS

Bend Area Coordinator '

RAY BOWLIN

P.0. Box 224

Sisters, OR 97759 Dogs, born out of "wilderness" into our so-called
Eugene Coordinator civilized world and who have become dog-person members
LINDA WRIGHT

1312 Oak Drive of our families have taught us by nature. dogs are more

Eugene, OR 97404 e
civilized than people.

The Dalles Coordinator

CHARLOTTE DeMOSS They have to be taught aggression and attack. Their
2015 Ridge Road West . . . s

The Dalles, OR 97058 instinct for protection emerges only when they, their own
Salem Coordinator or you their loved ones are threatened. They know .true
KAREN D. PARKISON

1903 Sth St., N.E. from false.

Salem, OR 97303 : A kick or a push can bring a lick of the hand in
Grants Pass Coordinator . .

SISTER AMBROSE response. A reprimand can cause a lowered head and down-

(World Mission for Animals)

P.0. Box 816 cast look that hurts you too. A scratching behind dog ears,

Glendale, OR 97442 or a dog tummy rub brings about a healthy and unique kind
Alb (o di : .

Pmé;yugor tnator of mutual satisfaction.

P.0. Box 21 They know who are their friends. Their responses

Albany, OR 97321

Hillsboro Coordinator expose inate understanding developed over generations of

BARBARA VOYLES our partnership.
Rt. 5, Box 172 )
Hillsboro, OR 97124 From dogs we can learn the value of unquestioned love,

joy, compassion, kindness, understanding, tendermness,

vcompanionship‘, trust, and faith.
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PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY!
MEETING DATE !?/.2’7

NAME _ T anvn Cellieo

ADDRESS _JLYI 3 € ’7/5—’;t

STREET
ﬁwﬁdw{/ DI2IS
CITY ZIP CODE

I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # 7@6

SUPPORT OPPOSE _[o”
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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ADDRESS Z ér’«aﬂ/ {Far (//
STREET

CITY ZIP CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # p'?

SUPPORT >< OPPOSE
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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PLEASE PRINT LEGIBLY!
MEETING DATE J~27~% 2~

NAME KMOME/Y SIM L2 KE

ADDRESS [079¢ 5 Wﬁﬁ’ﬁfxyﬁ/zf Jrp. frs

v fon g5~ 77005~

CITY ZID CODE
I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # /1~

SUPPORT | _ OPPOSE __L—
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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e () (L reAw, T4
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STREE
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CITY ZIP CODE
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SUPPORT OPPOSE
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CITY ZIP CODE

I WISH TO SPEAK ON AGENDA ITEM # A-&

SUPPORT OPPOSE ___~—
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CITY ZIP CODE
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SUPPORT OPPOSE _ -X
SUBMIT TO BOARD CLERK
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AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM
(For Non-Budgetary Items)

SUBJECT: ordinance for Library Utility Tax

BCC Informal BCC Formal 8/20/92

(date)

(date)
Nondepartmental DIVISION Chair's Office

CONTACT Fred Neal

DEPARTMENT

TELEPHONE 248-3308

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION Ginnie Cooper, Bill Naito

ACTION REQUESTED:

[:j INFORMATIONAL ONLY E:]POLICY DIRECTION & | APPROVAL

ESTIMATED TIME NEEDED ON BOARD AGENDA: 2 hours

CHECK IF YOU REQUIRE OFFICIAL WRITTEN NOTICE OF ACTION TAKEN:

BRIEF SUMMARY (include statement of rationale for action reguested,

as well as personnel and fiscal/budgetary impacts, i1f applicable):

Imposes 2% excise tax on suppliers of electricity,
natural gas, and petroleum products used for heating.
Increases rate to 4%, effective July 1, 1993. Dedicates

proceeds to Library. Exempts low-income persons and:-
public agencies. '

: =
(If space is inadequate, please use other sigde) * 23 =2
| - SIGNATURES: o E:@ :\i
ELECTED OFFICIAé:4é2§¢zL#q(jkhtgfﬂ :‘é%§—~ -
or / 0

DEPARTMENT MANAGER ¥

(Al accompanying documents must have reguired signatures)
panying g

Ao . Ayirired. DovondZ aillssgr i (G, L. 23/
M;éﬂﬂn PLY AL

1/390




ORDINANCE FACT SHEET -

Title: An Ordinance Relating to the Imposition of an Excise Tax on the Provision of Utility\ Services;
Providing for Administration and Collection; Dedicating the Revenues to a Special Fund of Library
Purposes; and Related Matters.

Brief statement of purpose of ordinance (including rationale for adoption of ordinance, a description
of persons benefitted, and other alternatives explored).

Commencing on the effective date of this ordinance, a 2% excise tax is placed on suppliers of
electrical energy, natural gas, and petroleum products used for heating supplied. to users within
Multnomah County. Commencing on July 1, 1993, the rate will change to 4%. The revenue thus
derived will be placed in a special fund dedicated solely to library needs, including operation and
capital requirements and administration of this ordinance. Utility providers under this ordinance may
pass this tax through to the users from which they derive taxable revenue. Utility users meeting
established poverty guidelines will not be taxed. Government agencies are also exempt.

What other jurisdictions in the metfopd//tan area have enacted similar legislation?

‘The City of Portland imposes a 5% "Utility Franchise Fee" on natural gas, electricity, water, cable

television, and other utility providers that use public rights-of-way within the city limits. Revenues
are placed in the General Fund. Counties are prohibited by ORS from imposing franchise fees for
the use of public rights-of-way.

What has been the experience in other areas with this type of legislation?

Portland collects over $20 million annually from their Utility Franchise Fee. Administrati'on and
collection is managed by a two-person staff.

What authority is there for Multnomah County to adopt this legislation? (State Statute. Home Rule
Charter?) Are there constitutional problems?

Authority is granted under the Home Rule Charter.

Fiscal Impact Analysis

The Library is currently funded by three-year property tax serial levy that expires June 30, 1993,
internally generated revenues, and a subsidy from the General Fund. The annual revenues from the
$10.3 million pre-Measure-5 levy is reduced to $9 million by Measure-5 compression, discounts and
delinquencies. Federal, state and internally generated funds (sales, fines, gifts, previous-year carry-
overs) supply about $5 million. The General Fund contributes another $5 million. This $19 million
Library budget provides services below that offered prior to the passage of Measure 5 and does not
include needed capital outlay for repair at the Central branch and expansion at the Midland branch.

The utility excise tax is expected to annually raise $4.5 million per percent of tax. At the maximum
of 4%, the new library fund will see $18 million in fiscal year 1993-94, enough to fund library
operations at a slightly higher level and also provide the funding mechanism for needed capital
projects at Central and Midland. Current General Fund support can be used for other programs.

The average household spends about $760 annually on the utilities to be taxed. A 4% tax would
add $30 ($2.50 per month) to the household bill. Households meeting poverty guidelines would be
exempt. .



The elimination of the current Library serial levy would not bring the 1993-94 combined tax rate
below the $10 limit in areas now capped; those within Portland. Property tax payers in areas not at
the cap or slightly over would see their property tax rate reduced about $0.42 per thousand ($42
on a $100,000 home).

SIGNATURES:

Person Filling Out Form ’ “7 =

Planning & Budget Division (if fiscal mpact)M\AW‘/

Department Head/Elected Official
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON

ORDINANCE NO.

An ordinance relating to the imposition of an excise tax on
the provision of utility services; providing for administration
and collection; dedicating the revenues to a special fund for
library purposes; and related matters.

Multnomah County ordains as follows:

Section 1. Title

This ordinance shall be known as the Multnomah County Public

Library Utility Excise Tax Ordinance.

Section 2. Definitions

For the purposes of this ordinance, unless the context

requires otherwise, the terms below are defined as follows:

A. Administrator: the county, city or other governmental

agency which administers this ordinance.

08/20/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138
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B. Board: Board of County Commissioners of Multnomah County,

Oregon.

c. Gross revenue: All revenues from the sale of utility
services and from the use, rental or lease of the operating
facilities providing these services derived from within the
boundaries of Multnomah County, after adjustment for net write-off

of uncollectible accounts. Gross revenue does not include:

1. Proceeds from the sale of bonds, mortgages, or other

evidences of indebtedness, securities or stocks;

2. Proceeds from sales at wholesale when the purchaser is not

~

the ultimate consumer;
3. Proceeds from transmission facilities;

4. Revenues paid directly by the United States of America or

its agencies;

5. Revenues paid directly by municipalities;

08/20/92:1

MULTNOMAH COUNTY COUNSEL
1120 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 1530
P.O. Box 849
Portland, Oregon 97207-0849
(503) 248-3138

i
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6. Revenues paid directly by families, family wunits,
unrelated individuals and/or households below th