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BOARD MEEtiNG 

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS OF 
INTEREST 

Pg 9:30a.m. Opportunity for Public Comment on 
2 

Non-Agenda Matters 

Pg 9:30 a.m. Resolution Setting a Public Hearing 
2 

and Directing Notice Regarding Proposed 
Vacation of a Portion of NE Arata Road 

Pg 9:33 a.m. Ordinance Amending Land Use 
3 Code, Plans and Maps to Adopt Portland's 

Land Use Code, Plan and Map Revisions 
Related to lnfill Design Code Amendments 

Pg 9:42 a.m. Reallocation of Facilities Capital 
3 Project Funds, Multnomah County Inverness 

Jail Kitchen Floor Replacement Project 

Pg 9:45 a.m. 2005-2006 Wage Re-openers for 
3 International Union of Operating Engineers 

Pg 9:48a.m. Resolution Authorizing Internal 
3 County Loan 

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

Thursday, 9:30AM, (LIVE) Channel 30 
Friday, 11 :00 PM, Channel30 

Saturday, 10:00 AM, Channel30 
Sunday, 11 :00 AM, Channel30 

Produced through Multnomah Community 
Television 

(503} 667-8848, ext. 332 for further info 
or: http://www.mctv.org 



Thursday, February 9, 2006- 9:30AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

CONSENT CALENDAR- 9:30 AM 
NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Reappointment of Rick Fernandez to the HOUSING AUTHORITY BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS 

SHERIFF'S OFFICE 

C-2 Government Non-Expenditure Contract (190 Agreement) 4710000025 with 
the City of Gresham to Allocate Law Enforcement Personnel to the Gresham 
Police Department's Investigations Division 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

_C-3 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Placement of an Easement on a Tax 
Foreclosed Property 

C-4 Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Frank P. Miller and 
Thomas P. Miller of MILLER TRUCK SALVAGE LLC, 15015 NW Mill 
Road, Portland 

C-5 Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Rex M. and June J. Davis 
of ORIENT AUTO PARTS, INC., 28425 SE Orient Drive, Gresham 

REGULAR AGENDA-9:30AM 
PUBLIC COMMENT-9:30AM 

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

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES-9:30AM 

R-1 RESOLUTION Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice Regarding the 
Proposed Vacation of a Portion ofNE Arata Road, County Road No. 730 
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R-2 First Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending County 
Land Use Code, Plans and Maps to Adopt Portland's Recent Land Use 
Code, Plan and Map Revisions Related to the Adoption of the Infill Design 
Code Amendments in Compliance with Metro's Functional Plan and 
Declaring an Emergency 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY JUSTICE-9:36AM 

R-3 Budget Modification DCJ-23 Appropriating $22,032 in Federal Funds 
Administered by the Housing Authority of Portland to Provide Rental 
Assistance for Clients and their Families through the DCJ Adult Transitional 
Housing Unit 

DEPARTM.ENT OF COUNTY HUMAN SERVICES-9:38AM 

R-4 Budget Modification DCHS-21 Increasing the Mental Health and Addiction 
Services Division Appropriation by $122,511 to Reflect Restoration of the 
State Mental Health Grant Award for Older/Disabled Adult Services 

R-5 Budget Modification DCHS-22 Increasing Mental Health and Addiction 
Services Division Appropriation by $236,766 to Reflect Funding Revisions 
to the State Mental Health Grant Award for Child and Adolescent Outpatient 
Mental Health Services and Adding 1.25 FTE 

DEPARTMENT OF COUNTY MANAGEMENT-9:42AM 

R-6 Reallocation of Facilities Capital Project Funds FPM-04, Multnomah 
County Inverness Jail, Kitchen Floor Replacement Project 

R-7 Approval of 2005-2006 Wage Re-openers for the Labor Agreement between 
Multnomah County and the International Union of Operating Engineers, 
Local 701 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL-9:48AM 

R-8 RESOLUTION Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the 
General Fund to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount of 
$8,000,000 to Fund the Additional Amount Needed for the Sauvie Island 
Bridge Replacement Contract 
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Thursday, February 9, 2006- 10:00 AM 
(OR IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING REGULAR MEETING) 

Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Conference Room 112 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

IF NEEDED EXECUTIVE SESSION 

E-1 The. Multnomah County Board of Commissioners will meet in Executive 
Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h). Only Representatives of the News 
Media and Designated Staff are allowed to attend. News Media and All 
Other Attendees are Specifically Directed Not to Disclose Information that 
is the Subject of the Session. No Final Decision will be made in the Session. 
Presented by Agnes Sowle. 15.:30 MINUTES REQUESTED. 
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----- ------

CONSENT CALENDAR SCRIPT FOR THURSDAY, 
FEBRUARY 9, 2006 

CONSENT CALENDAR-9:30AM 

MAY I HAVE A MOTION FOR CONSENT 
CALENDAR ITEMS C-1; C-4 AND C-5? 

COMMISSIONER MOVES 
COMMISSIONER SECONDS 
APPROVAL OF CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS C-
1; C-4 AND C-5 

ALL IN FAVOR, VOTE AYE, OPPOSED ? 
THE MOTION FAILS 
OR 
THE CONSENT CALENDAR IS APPROVED 

ACKNOWLEDGE AND THANK APPOINTEE 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Reappointment of Rick Fernandez to the HOUSING 
AUTHORITY BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-4 Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Frank P. Miller and 
Thomas P. Miller of MILLER TRUCK SALVAGE LLC, 15015 NW Mill 
Road, Portland 

C-5 Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Rex M. and June J. Davis 
of ORIENT AUTO PARTS, INC., 28425 SE Orient Drive, Gresham 

REGULAR AGENDA - 9:30 AM 
SHERIFF'S OFFICE 

C-2 Government Non-Expenditure Contract (190 Agreement) 4710000025 with 
the City of Gresham to Allocate Law Enforcement Personnel to the Gresham 
Police Department's Investigations Division 

COMMISSIONER ____ MOVES 
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COMMISSIONER ____ SECONDS 
APPROVAL OF C-2 

CHRISTINE KIRK EXPLANATION, RESPONSE TO 
QUESTIONS 

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC TESTIMONY 

OPPORTUNITY FOR BOARD COMMENTS 

ALL IN FAVOR, VOTE AYE, OPPOSED ? 

THE MOTION FAILS 
OR 
THE AGREEMENT IS APPROVED 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-3 RESOLUTION Authorizing the Placement of an Easement on a Tax 
Foreclosed Property · 

AT THE REQUEST OF THE DEPARTMENT, MAY 
I HAVE A MOTION TO POSTPONE 
INDEFINITELY? 

COMMISSIONER MOVES 
COMMISSIONER SECONDS 
TO POSTPONE INDEFINITELY. 

ALL IN FAVOR, VOTE AYE, OPPOSED ? 

THE RESOLUTION IS POSTPONED 
INDEFINITELY 
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AMENDMENT FOR FEBRUARY 9, 2006AGENDA ITEM R-8 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the General Fund 
to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 to Fund the Additional 
Amount Needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Contract 

COMMISSIONER ROJO TO MOVE APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO 
CORRECT SCRIBNER'S ERROR IN THE AGENDA PLACEMENT 
REQUEST, EXPLANATION NUMBER THREE AND THE RESOLUTION, 
RESOLVE NUMBER TWO, TO REFLECT THE CORRECT WILLAMETTE 
RIVER BRIDGE FUND REIMBURSEMENT OF $3.253,000 IN FISCAL 
YEAR 2010/2011. 

2. The Willamette River Bridge Fund will reimburse General Fund, 
including interest at 3o/o per annum, in the amount of $300,000 in 
fiscal year 2006/2007, $500,000 in fiscal years 2007/2008, 
$1,600,000 in fiscal year 2008/2009, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 
2009/20010 and $2,253,000 $3,253,000 in fiscal year 2010/2011. 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PL,ACEMENT RE,QUEST 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.::..::2:::../.::..:09:...;_/...::...06-=----­

Agenda Item #: --=C--1=------­
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 01131106 

~::.:....::...-=--=--=-----

Agenda Reappointment of Rick Fernandez to the Housing Authority Board of Directors 
Title: 

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

Date· Time 
Requested: --=2/.:..9.:..:/2::..:0:...:0.::..6 __________ _ Requested: Consent Calendar 

Department: Non-Departmental Division: Chair's Office 

Contact(s): Chair Diane Linn, Andy Smith 

Phone: 503/988-3308 Ext. 83308 1/0 Address: 503/600 
~~~--=-----------------

Presenter(s): _:_N::.:/A:..::_ ____________________________ _ 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Request the Board approve reappointment of Rick Fernandez to the Housing Authority of Portland 
Board ofDirectors 

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

According to a long-standing intergovernmental agreement, Multnomah County appoints two 
members to the Housing Authority of Portland Board of Directors. Following Board approval, the 
appointee is forwarded to the City of Portland Council for approval. Members serve 4 year terms 
and are eligible for reappointment to a second term. 

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

No current year/ongoing fiscal impact. 

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

No legal and/or policy issues involved. 
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5. Explain any citizen and/or other government participation that has or will take place. 

N/A 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 113112006 

------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

-------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

-------------------------------------- Date: --------------
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.:..:2:::../::..:.09:....:../-=-06=-----
. Agenda Item #: _C=--::-2:__ ___ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 

Date Submitted: _0::..:.1:::../::..:.31:::../-=-06=-----

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Government Non-Expenditure Contract (190 Agreement) 4710000025 with the 
City of Gresham to Allocate Law Enforcement Personnel to the Gresham Police 
De artment's Investi ations Division. 

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

Date Time 
Requested: February 9, 2006 Requested: __:_N::.../:...:A:__ _______ _ 

Department: Sheriff's Office Division: Executive 
-=~~~~--------

Contact(s): Brad Lynch 

Phone: 503-988-4336 Ext. 84336 I/0 Address: 503/350 
~~~~---------

Presenter(s): Consent Calendar 

General Information 

L What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of Agreement 4710000025. 

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

The Agreement provides for the allocation ofMultnomah County Sheriffs Office personnel to the 
Gresham Police Departments Investigations Division. The agreement is intended to be a temporary 
measure as both the Gresham Police Department (GPD) and the Sheriff's Office explore the 
feasibility of a contract for the delivery of1aw enforcement services to the unincorporated areas of 
East Multnomah County by the Gresham Police Department. The GPD will provide the 
administrative management and oversite to the Investigations Division. The County will provide one 
sergeant and five deputies for assignment to the Division. 

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

This is a non-financial agreement. Each party shall pay all personnel costs for their respective 
assigned personnel, as well as costs for equipment, vehicles, and training. 
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4. Explain any legal and/or policy issues involved. 

The County Attorney's Office has reviewed the agreement. 

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

None, other than described above. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01119/06 

--------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

Date: 
----~--------------------------------- --------------

--------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 
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MUL TNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM (CAF) 

Contract#: 4710000025 

Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Attorney signature) 0Attached 0Not Attached Amendment#· 

CLASS I CLASS II 

Based on Informal I Intermediate 
Based on Formal Procurement 

Procurement 

0 Personal Services Contract 0 Personal Services Contract 

PCRB Contract PCRB Contract 
D Goods or Services D Goods or Services 

D Maintenance or Licensing Agreement D Maintenance or Licensing Agreement 

D Public Works I Construction Contract D Public Works I Construction Contract 

D Architectural & Engineering Contract D Architectural & Engineering Contract 

D Revenue Contract D Revenue Contract 

D Grant Contract D Grant Contract 

D Non-Financial Agreement D Non-Financial Agreement 

Division/ 
Department:: Sheriff's Office 
Originator: Sheriff Giusto 
Contact: ...:;B:;.;.r.;;;.ad;;....;;;L'-'yn.;..;:c;.;.;h _______ ....:-__,..----

Program: Executive 
Phone: 503-988-4300 
Phone: 503-988-4336 

CLASS Ill 

Intergovernmental Contract (IGA) 

0 Expenditure Contract 

D Revenue Contract 

D Grant Contract 

181 Non-Financial Agreement 

D INTER-DEPARTMENTAL 
AGREEMENT (IDA) 

Date: 01/18106 

Bldg/Room: -::5~0-='3/=-3~50=-----
Bidg/Room: ...:5..;:.0.::..;3/..;:.3.:;...50:;__ __ _ 

Description of Contract: Agreement to allocate Sheriff's Office personnel to the Gresham Police Departments investigations division. 

RENEWAL: 0 PREVIOUS CONTRACT #(S) 

PROCUREMENT, ______ ISSUE __ __ __ EFFECTIVE 

EEO CERTIFICATION EXPIRES 

END 
EXEMPTION OR DATE: ·DATE: DATE: 
CITATION# -- -- -- -- -- --

CONTRACTOR IS: 0 MBE 0 WBE 0 ESB 0 QRF State Cert# __ or 0 Self Cert 0 Non-Profit 181 N/A (Check all boxes that apply) 

Contractor I City of Gresham Police Dept. Remittance address 
Address , ... 1.333···NW·E~-~t~;~··P·;;k;;y ... ................................................................... (If different) •········································································································································································-····················I 

!···································-·········································-············································································ ··························--······-··· 
City/State ·Gresham, OR , Payment Schedule I Terms: 

ZIP Code [".~~~§~--~-~:::~::::::=.::~.::.::::: .. ::=.:· .. ::::::::· .. ~~=~-::.:.:.: ... :: ..... :::.::::::::=.:~.:~==:=] 0 Lump Sum $ .......................................................... , D Due on Receipt 

Phone 1503-618-2318 I D Monthly $ 0 Net 30 
Employer ID#·~-~-s·S#···-·-········1····--·-···············-·············· .. ·········-··---···-···--··----·---··-··----·--·-··1 0 Other $ 0 Other 

Contract Effective Oat~ l"o2/1-5/o6--···r·······---T~~~-Date! o6/3otoi--·--~ 0 Price Agreement (PA) or Requirements Funding Info: 
t···············································•······················-·························----..,··-·················--·-···········j 

Amendment Effect Date j _____________ j -~-~~-~~~~-1?!.'-~~L ......... -----~ 
Original Contract Amount I $ I Original PA/Requirements Amount $ 

Total Amt of Previous Amendments~-~---··--- . -········--·-·········-···1 Total Amt of Previous Amendments l···$···-·--······--·-········--·-·-······--·············--····--·······-··-····-······--l 

Amount of Amendment $ I Amount of Amendment $ 
;-----·--·--·-··--····--···----> i--------·------------·-----·-----·-1 

Total Amount of Agreement $I$ 0 ! Total PA/Requirements Amount i $ 

REQUIRED SIGNATURES: 

Department Manager ________________________________________________ _ DATE ________________ _ 

County Attorney------------------------------------
DATE ________________ _ 

CPCAManager ________________________________________________ _ DATE ________________ _ 

County Chair------------'-------~-------------------------------
DATE ________________ _ 

Sheriff ________________________________ ~------- DATE ________________ __ 

Contract Administration 
---------------------------------~---------

DATE ________________ _ 

'COMMENTS: 

Exhibit A, Rev. 1/17/06 dg 
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INTERAGENCY COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT 

This Agreement is made and entered into between the City of Gresham Police Department 
(Gresham) and the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office (County). 

Recital: 

Both agencies recognize a need for efficiencies in both the delivery of service and costs 
associated to those services for the truqjayers ofMultnomah County. It is understood that 
this agreement is a temporary measure as both agencies work in cooperation to explore the 
feasibility of a contract for the delivery of law enforcement services to the unincorporated 
areas of East Multnomah County by The Gresham Police Department. 

Purpo~e: 

The purpose of this Agreement is to allocate law enforcement personnel of both Gresham 
and County to the Gresham Police Department Investigations Division, which is operated 
and administered by the Gresham Police Department. Gresham will provide the 
administrative management and oversight to the Division. Gresham and County will 
provide joint, first-line supervision of the Division. 

The parties agree as follows: 

1. TERM: The initial term of this Agreement shall be from February 15th, 2006 
through June 30th 2007. · 

2. RESPONSIBILITIES OF PARTIES: See attached Exhibit 1. 

3. TERMINATION: This Agreement may be terminated as follows: 

a. Any party may terminate this Agreement for its convenience upon thirty (30) 
days.written notice of its intention to terminate. 

b. At any time upon mutual agreement. 

4. INDEMNIFICATION: 

Personnel assigned to the Division will remain employees of the assigning agency 
for all purposes. Subject to the conditions and limitations of the Oregon 
Constitution and the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, County 
shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City of Gresham from and against 
all liability, loss, and costs arising out of or resulting from the acts of Multnomah 
County, its officers, employees, and agents in the.perfonnance of this Agreement. 
Subject to the conditions and limitations of the Oregon Constitution and the Oregon 
Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 through 30.300, Gresham shall indemnifY, defend, 
and hold harmless Multnomah County from and against all liability, loss, and costs 
arising out of or resulting from the acts of Gresham, its officers, employees, and 
agents in the performance of this Agreement. 
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5. INSURANCE: Each party shall be responsible for providing workers' 
compensation insurance as required by law. Each party certifies that liability 
insurance coverage for the agency and its officer and employees shall remain in full 
force and effect during the term of this agreement. 

6. ACCESS TO RECORDS: Each party must have access to the books, documents, 
and other records of the other parties related to this Agreement for the purpose of 

· examination, copying, and audit, unless otherwise limited by law. 

7. ENTIRE AGREEMENT: This Agreement and Exhibits I and 2 constitute the entire 
agreement between the parties. This Agreement may be modified or amended only 
by the written agreement of the parties. 

8. NOTICES: The parties must send any notices, bills, invoices, reports, or other 
written communications required by this Agreement through the United States 
Mail, first-class postage paid or personally delivered to the addresses below: 

Gresham Police Department 
Attn: Lt. Dale Cummins 
1333 NW Eastman Parkway 
Gresham, Oregon 97030 

CITY OF GRESHAM 

Carla C. Piluso, Chief ofPolice 

Charles J. Becker, Mayor 

Eric K varsten, City Manager 

REVIEWED BY: 

CITY ATTORNEY 

REVIEWD: 
County Counsel 
For Multnomah County 

By: _________ _ 

Multnomah County Sheriff's Office 
Attn: Captain Garr Neilson 
501 SE Hawthorne Street 
Portland, Oregon 97214 

Date Signed 

Date Signed 

Date Signed 

Date Signed 

Date Signed 

Date Signed 

Date: ______ _ 
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EXHIBIT 1 

·Gresham Police Department Investigations Division 

Service Level: 

For the term of this Agreement, CoWlty will provide one (1) full-time sergeant (FTE), and 
five (5) full-time deputies (5 PTE's), for assignment to the Gresham Police Department 
Investigations Division (Division), and GTesham will assign (2) PTE sergeants and ( 17 ) 
PTE Detectives to the Division on a quarterly basis, the parties will reassess the level of 
police service including personnel, equipment, and related support, to be provided to the 
Division and any changes to number of assigned personnel will be confirmed in writing. 
For purposes of this Agreement, the sergeant/deputies assigned to the Division by CoWlty 
will be referred to as CoWlty assigned personnel, and the personnel assigned to the 
Division by Gresham will be referred to as Gresham assigned personnel. 

1. · OPERATIONS 
a. Deployment: The parties recognize that they have legitimate interests in the 

management and deployment of sergeants/detectives assigned to the 
Division. The parties will work together to ensure that the allocation and 
deployment of police personnel assigned to the Division shall be consistent 
with SOWld police practices. 

b. Specialtv Assignment: The parties recognize the value of police specialty 
assignments and training. Gresham reserves the right, however, to limit the 
number of sergeants/officers assigned to the Division who hold specialty 
status and require specialized training when the assignment impacts the 
ability of the Division to operate efficiently. 

c. Daily Operation: Sergeants assigned to the Division by County and 
Gresham, along with Gresham Command personnel will provide 
supervision of assigned personnel for the daily operation of the Division. 

d. General Orders, Standard Operation Procedures, and Testing: All County 
assigned personnel will remain subject to the General Orders and training 
requirements of County. All Gresham assigned personnel will remain 
subject to the General Orders and training requirements of Gresham. 
Additionally, all assigned personnel will abide by the Division's Standard 
Operating Procedures and adhere to the Detectives Performance 
Expectations. 

e. Selection and Assignment: County command personnel will select and 
· assign sergeants/deputies to the Division, and Gresham command personnel 

will select and assign sergeants/Detectives to the Division. The relevant 
command personnel will make every effort to select the most qualified 
available sergeants/officers for assignment to the Division. Each agency 
reserves the right to reassign personnel based upon their agency's 
operational needs. Each agency agrees to provide written notice withi.ll14 
days of any such reassignment. 
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f. Agency Cooperation and Coordination: 
(1) The parties will work closely and continuously communicate with 

each other to ensure that the resources, strategies, work force 
deployment, and initiatives of Gresham and County are coordinated 
and effective. 

(2) The Investigations Division Commander, or his/her designee, will 
coordinate contact between the parties to insure that the resources, 
strategies, work force deployment, and initiatives of the Division 
and those of the respective law enforcement agencies are 
coordinated and effective. 

(3) The MCSO Sergeant assigned to the Division will be responsible for 
the evaluations and routine administrative reports of County 
assigned personnel. . The Gresham Investigations Commander will 
be responsible for the evaluation of the County assigned Sergeant 
and will forward the evaluation to the County command staff for 
review, comment and additional information, as necessary. 

( 4) The County Sergeant assigned shall schedule time off, vacation and 
training for himself and the County assigned Deputies through the 
Gresham Investigation's Commander. Gresham shall provide 
verification offune worked, leave taken and training attended by 
County assigned personnel upon request by the County. 

(5) County will provide vehicles for all County assigned personnel. 
Maintenance and cost of the assigned vehicles will be the 
responsibility of the County. 

( 6) Each party will provide the necessary equipment used by their 
respective assigned personnel in day-to-day investigative operations. 
This is to include standard issue duty gear as outlined by County 
General Orders as well as communications equipment~ The County 
will provide all necessary office equipment and materials such as 
computers and county forms as well as other items deemed 
necessary by County Command Staff for the daily needs of their 
assigned personnel. ' 

(7) Gresham and County Investigations units have acquired a variety of 
equipment that is used in specialized investigative circumstances. 
The County Sergeant assigned will have knowledge of current 
county equipment owned, and will facilitate the use of said 
equipment to ensure the successful outcome of Division cases. The 
Gresham Investigations Division Commander will ensure that 
equipment use will be shared equally by both agencies and that 
shared equipment be cared for with diligence. Equipment damaged 
or needing replacement will be the responsibility of the owner 
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--------------------- -

agency regardless of whose personnel may have damaged said 
equipment. 

(8) The County agrees to notify the Gresham's Investigation 
Commander of any investigation that is conducted by or involves 
County assigned personnel. Gresham will maintain a database of all 
personnel's assigned caseload for review by County Command 
Staff. 

(9) In the event an Internal Affairs investigation is warranted on any 
assigned personnel under this agreement, it will be the responsibility 
of the employing agency of the assigned personnel to carry out the 
investigation. 

2. PERSONNEL COSTS 
a. Each party shall pay the salaries, overtime, insurance, retirement, and other 

benefits of their respective assigned personnel serving in the Divisio,n, 
including but not limited to all work related expenses such as outside training, 
travel expenses, and work related personal equipment. 

3. TRAINING 
a. All assigned personnel are subject to the training requirements of the Division. 

Any additional training requirements will be at the discretion of the individual 
agency for their assigned personnel. All training will be at the expense of the 
employing agency. 

b. Scheduling of training for assigned personnel will be coordinated with 
Gresham Investigations Commander, and every effort will be made to ensure a 
minimized impact on daily operations. 
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EXHffiiT2 

Gresham Police Department Investigations Division 

It is the intent of this Agreement: 

(1} To recognize that the Gresham Police Department Investigations Division is 
staffed by police sergeants/officers/deputies from both jurisdictions, each 
covered by their respective collective bargaining agreements, but that shifts, 
days o~ vacations and overtime need to be assigned in a fair and equitable/ 
manner; 

(2) To provide for assignment of shifts, days off, and vacations by seniority; 
(3) To allow for the change of shift hours of operation and to re-allocate positions 

and days off within certain shifts to maintain an appropriate balance of field 
strength. 

THE PARTIES AGREE THAT: 
1. Current and future sergeants/detectives assigned to the Division will use their date of 
hire (officers/deputies} or promotion date (sergeants) for seniority as the means to select 
shifts, voluntary on-call lists, days off, and vacations. 

2. Current and future sergeants/detectives assigned to the Division will abide by the 
provisions of this Exhibit 2. 

3. Vacations and Scheduled Time-Off. Employees shall be granted vacation and 
scheduled time-off when submitted in writing; subject to the conditions of the employee's 
bargaining unit agreement and subject to the operational needs of the Gresham Police 
Department Investigations Division. 

4. Days Offi'Hours of Work. On or about February 1 members assigned to the 
Investigations Division will bid for shifts/days off by seniority for the April 1-September 
30 rotations. On or about August 1 members assigned to the Investigations Division will 
bid for shifts/days off by seniority for the October 1-March 30 rotations. 

Employees may work 5-8's, 4/5-9's, or 4-IO'sat the discretion of the Division 
Commander. The work schedule will be based on operational needs of the Division. 

Employees assigned to the Division will have the ability to adjust regular work hours 
(starting/ending) times with supervisory approval and based on operational needs of the 
Division. 

All other terms and conditions of either existing current Collective Bargaining Agreement 
for the Multnomah County Deputy Sheriff's Association and/or the Gresham Police 
Officers Association shall remain in effect as to other issues not addressed by this Exhibit 
2. 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGEND,A PLACEMENT RE.QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.=.:2=-/0::..:.9~/..::_06.::..__ __ _ 

Agenda Item#: _C-=---=-3=----------­
Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 

Date Submitted: _0..::_1::..:./-=-13=-/-=-0..::_6 ______ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the Placement of an Easement on a Tax Foreclosed 
Property 

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

Date 
Requested: Februaty 9, 2006 

Time 
Requested: Consent Item 

Department: . Community Services Division: Tax Title 

Contact(s): Gary Thomas 

Phone: 503-988-3590 Ext. 22591 I/0 Address: 503/4/TT 
------------~-- ----------------------

Presenter(s): _G_a_,ry'--T_h_o_m_a_s ___________________ ~-------------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Tax Title Section is requesting the Board to approve the placement of an easement on a Tax 
Foreclosed Property. · 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to undea·stand 
this issue. 

The subject property is a vacant lot that carne into county ownership through the foreclosure of 
delinquent tax liens on September 29, 1997. The parcel is approximately 42' x 74.84' and is close to 
3,150 sq ft in size. It is located between 6611 & 6639 SE Yarnhi11 Ct. In the process of making the 
lot available to the Affordable Housing Development Program it was brought to the attention of our 
office that improvements on the adjacent property at 6639 SE Yamhi11 may encroach onto the 
subject property. A survey completed by the County Surveyor verified that a portion of the deck 
and house of the adjacent property encroached onto the county owned property. 

Contact was made with the adjacent property owner, Joan Simko, who along with her husband since 
deceased purchased the property in July 1998. They purchased the property assuming that the price 
of the property also included the lot that the county now owns. The party who the county foreclosed 
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on was Ruth Stevens. She came into ownership of the subject property in 1966. She also owned the 

Simko property and, according to a neighbor, had done some landscaping on the subject property to 

give the appearance that both lots were all one property. In 1967 Stevens sold the property to the 

Jones's without including the description of the subject parcel. This then led to a succession of3 

other owners up to the Simko purchase of the property without the description of the subject. 

Written confirmation from the City of Portland was obtained stating that the lot is suitable for the 

construction or placement of a dwelling thereon under current zoning ordinances and building codes, 

as provided under ORS 275.225. The confirmation the city provides does not take into consideration 

the fact that improvements on the adjacent property encroach onto the subject. They are assuming· 

that any limiting physical characteristics present on the parcel can be remedied thereby allowing 

construction to take place. The value of the subject property on the current tax roll is $88,000. 

The fact that the subject parcel is considered to be buildable and that it is valued over $5,000 

prohibits the County from selling the property at a private sale without first offering it for sale at 

auction. The reason that the county wants to place an easement on the parcel is to allow Ms. Simko 

to continue to live in the house without fear that someone will try to partition it until these issues are 

solved. The easement may also have the effect of discouraging anyone from purchasing the property 

at auction. If it is not sold at public auction it can then be sold to Simko who, based on the 
information available and researched, should own the property. · 

Exhibit A, a plat map shows the location of the subject parcel and 6639 SE Yamhi11 Ct. Exhibit B is 

an aerial photo that shows the close proximity of the subject parcel to 6639 SE Yamhill Ct. 

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

The placement of the easement on the property allows the current resident of the encroaching 
structure to continue to live in her house without fear of ejectment. If the property is not sold at 

auction, it is anticipated that it will then be sold to Ms. Simko on a private sale for an amount not 
less than all back taxes and expenses. 

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

No legal issues are expected. The parcel will be sold "As Is" without guarantee of clear title. 

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

No citizen or government participation is anticipated. 
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Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01117/06 

Date: ----------------------------------- -------------

Date: ----------------------------------- -------------

Date: 
~--------------------------------- -------------
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----------------------------- ---

BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: 

Sent: 

To: 

GRACE Becky J 

Friday, January 13, 2006 4:03PM 

BOGSTAD Deborah L 

Subject: FW: February 9 Board Agenda Simko Easement 

-----Original Message----­
From: CREAN Christopher D 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2006 2:15 PM 
To: GRACE Becky J 
Subject: RE: February 9 Board Agenda Simko Easement 

Becky-

Page 1 of 1 

I have reviewed the proposed resolution and easement for Joan Simko and they may be circulated for signature 
as proposed. Thanks. 

-Chris 

-----Original Message----­
From: GRACE Becky J 
Sent: Friday, January 13, 2006 1:58PM 
To: CREAN Christopher D 
Subject: February 9 Board Agenda Simko Easement 

Hi Chris, 
Attached for your review and approval are the Feb 9 Board Agenda Documents authorizing the 

Simko Easement. -
Thank you!! 

1117/2006 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ 

Authorizing the Placement of an Easement on a Tax Foreclosed Property 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Adjacent property owner Joan Simko has requested a two year easement be 
placed on the Tax Foreclosed property described below. The purpose of the 
easement is to allow Ms Simko access to and use of her house and deck that 

·encroach on the County's property. 

b. The property is on the list of properties available for sale at the February 28th, 
2006 Auction because it's assessed value exceeds the amount allowed by law 
(ORS 275.225) for private sale and is considered to be buildable. 

c. In the event the property is not purchased at auction, Joan Simko, (Grantee) has 
agreed to purchase by private sale the Tax Foreclosed property for an amount 
not less than the back taxes, interest, and expenses. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Chair of the Multnomah County Board of Commissioners is authorized to 
execute the attached Two Year Easement Agreement with Joan Simko for the 
following described property: 

See the attached Exhibit A. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of February, 2006. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

By ________________________________ ___ 

Christopher D. Crean, Assistant County Attorney 
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EXHIBIT A (RESOLUTION) 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

The East Half of Lot 3, Block 7, EAST LYNNE ADDITION, City of Portland, 
Multnomah County, State of Oregon. 

ALSO, the West 17 feet of Lot 2, Block 7, EAST LYNNE ADDITION, City of 
Portland, Multnomah County. 

Tax Account No.: R149575 
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TWO-YEAR EASEMENT FOR R149575 

1. This easement is entered into between Multnomah County, a political subdivision 
of the State of Oregon ("Grantor") and Joan Simko (Grantee"). Grantor is the 
owner of certain real property located in Multnomah County, Oregon, and more 
particularly described in Exhibit A-1 attached (the "Grantor Property"). Grantee is 
the owner of certain real property located in Multnomah County, Oregon, and 
more particularly described in Exhibit A-2 (the "Grantee Property"). The purpose 
of this easement is to allow Grantee access to the property owned by Grantor as . 
described in Exhibit A for the reason that Grantee's improvements encroach onto 
Grantor's property. 

2. In exchange for good and fair consideration, receipt of which is hereby 
acknowledged, Grantor grants to Grantee a two-year, exclusive easement in 
gross on, over, under and across the Grantor Property described in Exhibit A-1 to 
allow the continued use and enjoyment by Grantee of Grantee's improvements 
that encroach onto Grantor's property. Pursuant to the easement granted herein, 
Grantee shall have the right and powers to: 

(a) Enter upon the Easement Area at any time without prior notice to Grantor; 

(b) Maintain the existing structures in the Easement Area; and 

(c) Plant and maintain vegetation, weed, fertilize and otherwise maintain the 
plantings in the Easement Area. 

3. The easement hereby granted is for the benefit of the Grantee and only for the 
purpose specified in this easement. The easement granted herein is in gross, 
and is not assignable. The easement granted herein runs with and is a burden 
upon the Grantor Property and is binding upon all successors in interest of 
Grantor and Grantee for the term of the easement. 

4. The easement created by this agreement is effective for a period of two years, 
beginning on the date this agreement is executed. The easement may be earlier 
terminated by mutual written agreement of Grantor and Grantee. 

5. The rights and obligation of Grantor regarding property taxes for property subject 
to this easement are not affected by the easement of this agreement. 

6. During the terms of this easement, Grantor shall not cause or allow the erection 
of any structures or improvements in the Easement Area if such improvement 
will, in the sole discretion of Grantee, interfere with the purpose of the easement. 
In addition, Grantee shall not cause or allow the erection of any structures or 
improvements that do not currently exist to be placed upon the property owned 
by Grantor, nor shall Grantee expand any existing structures or improvements in 
the Easement Area. , 
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7. Grantee agrees; to the extent permissible under the laws of the State of Oregon, 
to indemnify and hold harmless the Grantor and its successors and assigns from 
any and all claims, harm or loss to persons or property, including the Grantor 
Property, arising from Grantee's actions, or failures to act, pursuant to the 
easement granted herein. This indemnity includes the duty to defend Grantor, 
and it successors and assigns, at Grantee's costs, by legal counsel reasonably 
acceptable to Grantor or its successors or assigns, in any legal action, mediation, 
arbitration, or administrative proceeding that may be commenced arising from or 
related to Grantee's actions, or failures to act, pursuant to the easement granted 
herein. 

8. Grantor agrees to defend, save, hold harmless and indemnify Grantee, its 
officers, employees and agents from all claims, liabilities and expenses resulting 
from or arising out of Grantor's actions or failures pursuant to the easement 
granted herein. This indemnity includes the duty to defend Grantee, its officers, 
employees, agents, at Grantor's cost, by legal counsel reasonably acceptable to 
Grantee in any legal action, mediation, arbitration or administrative proceeding 
that may be commenced resulting from or arising out of Grantor's action or 
failures pursuant to the easement granted herein. Neither Grantor nor any 
attorney engaged by Grantor shall defend such claim in the name of Grantee nor 
purport to act as legal representative of Grantee without first receiving authority 
to act in such a manner from Grantee's attorney. 

9. The indemnity obligations of paragraphs 7 and 8 of this agreement will survive 
the expiration or earlier termination of the term of this agreement and will be a 
continuing obligation of Grantor/Grantee. 

10. Acceptance of this easement by Grantee shall not constitute a waiver or release 
of any claims, nor shall it form the basis of any claim of estoppel by either party. 

11. In the event any action is instituted to interpret or enforce the terms or provisions 
of this Agreement, including the indemnity provisions hereof, the prevailing party 
in such ~ction will be entitled, in the court's discretion and together with all other 
relief that may be granted by the court, to an award of reasonable attorneys' fees 
and costs of action at trial and on appeal and review. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 
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REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By ____________________ ~----~------
Christopher D. Crean, Assistant County Attorney 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

JOAN SIMKO, Trustee of the Simko Family Trust 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

This Easement was acknowledged before me this ______ day of February 
2006, by Joan Simko. 

STATE OF OREGON ) 
) ss 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH ) 

Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 

This Easement was acknowledged before me this 9th day of February 2006, by 
Diane M. Linn, to me personally known, as Chair of the Multnomah County Board of 
Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the Multnomah County Board of 
Commissioners. 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/09 
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EXHIBIT A-1 (EASEMENT) 

Legal Description: 
The East Half of Lot 3, Block 7, EAST LYNNE ADDITION, City of Portland, Multnomah 
County, State of Oregon. 

ALSO,, the West 17 feet of Lot 2, Block 7, EAST LYNNE ADDITION, City of Portland, 
Multnomah County, State of Oregon. 

Tax Account No. R149575 

EXHIBIT A-2 

Legal Description: 
Lot 1 and the East 33 feet of Lot 2, Block 7, EAST LYNNE, in the City of Portland, 
County of Multnomah and State of Oregon, EXCEPT that portion lying in S.E. Belmont 
St. 

Tax Account No. R149574 
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: BOGSTAD Deborah L 

Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2006 4:26PM 

To: SOWLE Agnes; THOMAS John S; CREAN Christopher D; Diane Linn; Lisa Naito; Lonnie Roberts; 
Maria ROJO DE STEFFEY; Serena Cruz 

Cc: 

Subject: 

ROMERO Shelli D; CARROLL Mary P; NAITO Terri W; LIEUALLEN Matt; WEST Kristen; SMITH Andy 
J; LASHUA Matthew; JOHNSON Cecilia; MAESTRE Robert A; THOMAS Gary A 

Agenda Item C-3 on the February 9th Board meeting agenda 

Importance: High 

At the request of the Department, please pull C-3 from the consent calendar in order to postpone 
indefinitely. Thank you. 

Deb Bogstad, Board Clerk 
Multnomah County Commissioners 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Suite 600 
Portland, Oregon 97214-3587 
(503) 988-3277 phone 
(503) 988-3013 fax 
deborah.l.bogstad@co.multnomah.or .us 
~/www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/index.shtml 

2/7/2006 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGE.NDA PLACEMENT RE,QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.:..:2::.:.../0.::..::9:..:.../-=-06=------
Agenda Item #: _C-=--4.:..__ ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 
Date Submitted: 01126/06 -------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

• 
Agenda 
Title: 

Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Frank P. Miller and Thomas 
P. Miller of MILLER TRUCK SALVAGE LLC, 15015 NW Mill Road, Portland 

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

Date 
Requested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Requested: N/A 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Adam Barber 

Phone: 503-988-3043 Ext. 22599 1/0 Address: 455/11116 
--------- ----------------------

Presenter(s): Consent Calendar 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of the renewal of an auto wrecker certificate for Miller Truck Salvage, LLC at 15015 NW 
Mill Road. The renewed licenses would be valid from the date of issuance to December 31, 2006. 

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

Miller Truck Salvage, LLC is currently operating a wrecker business at 15015 NW Mill Road. The 
most recent wrecker certificate expired December 31, 2005. In order to renew the certificate, the 
wrecking yard must apply for a business certificate through the Department of Motor Vehicles. ln 
order for the business certificate to be approved, the local governing body must authorize the 
business pursuant to ORS 822.140. Miller.Truck Salvage, LLC has been authorized by Multnomah 
County each year since 1986. A staff report is available in case T 1-05-042 at the Land Use Planning 
office detailing how the current proposal complies with County and State regulations for wrecking 
yard certificate renewal. The approval of the c<;>unty's governing body is required on the attached 
blue DMV Application for Business Certificate. The original DMV Application for Business 
Certificate and the enclosed original surety bond must be returned to the business owner after a 
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decision on whether or not to approve the renewal has been rendered. 

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

None. 

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

The most recent certificate under which Frank Miller Truck Wrecking operated expired December 
31, 2005. In order to lawfully continue operation in 2006, a renewal must be granted. 

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

Miller Truck Salvage, LLC has submitted all the materials necessary for the renewal application. 
Land Use planning staff has contacted both the Sheriff Office and the Assessment and Taxation 
Office to obtain information required by MCC 15.202. 

No other participation by citizens or governments has taken place. To date, no complaints have been 
received regarding Frank Miller Truck Wrecking in calendar year 2005. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01/26/06 

Date: ----------------------------------------- ---------------

Date: ----------------------------------------- ---------------

Date: ----------------------------------------- ---------------
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lj ----- -- -- - ---

J~~-~1~\j APPLICATION FOR BUSINESS CERTIFICATE 
AS A DISMANTLER OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR 

SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR 

I 

DEPam.III'OF~A11Diil 
DIIVER Me .noR WIICU! tiiMCB 

-a.UNAAVEMi.ULEIIOAECICIII.m" 

e PLEASE TYPE OR PAINT LEGIBLY WITH INK. 
e SEE PAGE 4 FOR INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING A DISMANTLEA APPUCATION. 

e ANY ALTERATION OF UNE 3 VOIDS LOCATION APPROVAL 

ZIP CODE 

D ORIGINAL '¥tRENEWAL 

q ,:z.o' 
STATE 

a~D 
CHECK ORGANZATION TYPE: 

D D D rati H corporation, Hat the atate under 
5 Individual Partnership LLC Corpo on: whoeet-bu8lnesalaln : 

6 a) THE DIMENSIONS OF THE PROPERTY ON WHICH THE BUSINESS IS LOCATED ARE J9(g • Q"f It ft. X 2'fl)• (o2 11 
ft. 

b) ORS 822.115(4) requires applicants to file a description of the location of the dismantling yard. Accordingly, 

please file a plat map or other description of the location of the premises .• 

7 By signing this application you are also certifying that: 
1. The right of way of any highway adjacent to the area proposed for approval to conduct the dismantling business is 

used for access to the premises and public parking; 
2. You maintain a building or enclosure or other barrier at least six feet high for the purpose of conducting the 

dismantling business; . · 

3. You will not store any vehicles or vehicle parts or conduct the dismantling business oUtside of the building, 

enclosure or barrier; 
4. The business is hidden and adequately screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plants, fences or 

other appropriate means so as not to be visible from the main traveled way or the highway except as permitted by 

ORS 822.135. 

8 LOCAL GOVERNMENT APPROVAL (CITY I COUNTY) 

9 

By signing this application you are authorizing a dismantler business to be conducted at the location listed on Line 3 of this 

application. If a dlsmantler business cannot be conducted at that location, or If any of tha conditions below are not met, do 
not sign this approval. 

I CERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE B ~NTV OF HAS: 

A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITABLE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OR OPERATE A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING 

BUSINESS (ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY). 
B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THAT LOCATION UNDER ORS 

822.110. 
C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY APPLICABLE PROVISION OF ORS 822.135. 

D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE 

JURISDICTION UNDER ORS 822.140. 

I ALSO CERnFY THAT I AM AUTHORIZED TO SIGN THIS APPUCATION 
AND AS EVIDENCE OF· SUCH AUTHORITY· DO AFFIX HEREON THE 
SEAL OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY. 

nn.E 

( 
SIGNATURE . DATE,._ , 

... PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE ... 

) 

10 X 
1+•1•1•11¥Hii*Hif----------------------------~hq.;1,--------L--------------------------~~~~~~~~~ 



11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

"' 
I 
1 Complete the section(s) below and sign. 

+' 
(Be sure to attach a separate sheet to show additional owners.) i 

! 

• List the primary owner, partners, LLC members or corporate officers below . 

• If a member of a limited liability company (LLC) is a corporation, the president must provide information below . 

• If a partner of a partnership is a corporation, the president must provide information below . 

• If corporation or LLC, then Oregon registered agent name and address required below . 

OREGON :t~ERED AGENT NAME 

\. lO F. W'_Ltr\'\1\'\("{ CvA. 1 <E5o;NE r22R, ~ 1 t, t 
OREGON REGISTER£D AGENT S~E~~ESS c\>l){~rv\ 

STATE ZIP CODE 

\~0 SW ~ \~ ~ \*-\00 ~ q 12.00 
OREGON REGISTERED AGENT MAILING ADDRESit(!j DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION 
PRI~~ME ?.F OWNER I PAME:! LLC MEMBER I CORPORATE OFFICER I TITLE • RESIDENCE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

\-~ :;~··\\l Y ~· . \ \ \Qt\ LLi.:.. MvM~r?.. ( 5i)b )4;Lq'0213 
OATEOFB5H DRIVER LICE~o~~; D., STATE OF ISSUANCE 

Of~~u/l . ,. 21 .. '10 
RESIDENCE ADOREM: . 

U(.!t'\l N-JII 
CITY f. . ._, 

STATE Z~CODE 

'5Cj IC\ ·~)\f \Jf(j ~~fU :5} C·R lO~t.f 
MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

CERTIFYI~G SIGNATURE OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 14 ABOVE DATE 

X#~ r', ~ .. .,. , - ''). -!5_ -l)!) 
PRINT NAME OF OWNER_( PA~TNER ILL~ ME~BER I CORPORATE OFFICER I TITLE • 

T \\t: M~~:J ~ ~ N\ . W/R L_\.t.. ·~\(ltv\~ ft. 
RESIDENCE TELEPHONE QMBE~ .'1 
< 00 ~ ) '"\1 q jo · 1Z 1 

DATE OF BIRTH • DRIV~ LICEN)qUMBER STATE Ol)SUANCE 

?> ~ \ 1 " '1 <;,) vqtco 'l (£(\11] 

RE:;cifo~DD~l)b\e• · e {([e ( (('/.. c\Jv;-flCfid I • ~ . \.. <r Zlq~. . ·# 
MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

CERTIFY1~1GNA;K~NER SHOWN ON LINE 19 ABOVE 

X I ''/):1' ~ 
DATE • 

/.2. ./ 6 -c:9~ 
PRJ~ NAME OF OWNER I PARTNER I LLC MEMBER I CORPORATE OFFICER I TITLE RESIDENCE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

( ) 
DATE OF BIRTH DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE OF ISSUANCE >· 

RESIDENCE ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

CERTIFYING SIGNATURE OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 24 ABOVE DATE 

X 
Please attach (staple) copies of ALL owners, partners, LLC members or corporate officers official photo ID's 

(driver license or state issued Identification card ONLY). If the residence address on the photo 10 is different 

than the residence address listed on Page 2, submit a statement explaining why the addresses do not match. 

~ Copy must be legible. ~ 
False certification is a Class 8 misdemeanor under ORS 162.085 and is punishable by six months in jail, a fine of up to 

$1,000 or both. In addition, DMV sanctions against you or your dismantler certificate may be imposed. With this in mind ... I 

certify that I am the owner, a partner, an LLC member, or a corporate officer of this business and that all information on 

this application is accurate and true. I certify that the right of way of any highway adjacent to the location listed above is 

used for acce-ss to the premises and public parking. 
Page2 . . .. ~: .. ; ~ .. 



-------

,, 

I SURETY BOND ... BONO NUMBeR ... 
NOTE: TO BE COMPLETED BY BONDING COMPANY. FAILURE 801881 

TO ACCURATELY COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE 
DELAY. PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK. 

LET IT BE KNOWN: 

THAT MILLER TRUCK SALVAGE LLC. 
(OWNER. PARTNERS, LLC OR CORPORA liON NAME) 

DOING BUSINESS AS 
(ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME, IF ANY) 

HAVING PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS AT 15015 NW MILL RD PORTLAND, OR 97231 
(ADDRESS, CITY. STATE, ZIP CODE) 

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

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) 

STATE OF OREGON, AS PRINCIPAL(S), AND CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 
(SURETY NAME) 

1201 NE LLOYD BLVD 1360 PORTLAND, OR 97232 { 503} 287-6000 
(ADDRESS, CllY, STATE, ZIP CODE) TELEPHONE NUMBER 

A <X>RPORATION ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UI'IDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF. THE STATE OFWJ\SHTNGTQN , AND AUTHORIZED 
TO TRANSACT A SURETY BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON, AS SURETY, ARE HELD AND FIRMLY BOUND UNTO THE STATE OF OREGON 
IN THE PENAL SUM OF $10,000 FOR THE PAYMENT OF WHICH THE PRINCIPAL(S) AND SURETY JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY BIND THEMSELVES, 
THEIR RESPECTIVE SUCCESSORS, AND ASSIGNS. 

WHEREAS, THE PRINCIPAL(S) IS APPLYING FOR A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT, WHEN THE ABOVE NAMED PRINCIPAL(S) IS ISSUED A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE TO 
CONDUCT A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING BUSINESS IN THIS STATE, SAID PRINCIPAL(S) MUST CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS WITHOUT 
FRAUD OR FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, AND WITHOUT VIOLATION OF ANY OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE OREGON VEHICLE CODE 
SPECIFIED IN ORS 822.120, THEN AND IN THAT EVENT THIS OBLIGATION TO BE VOID, OTHERWISE TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT 
UNLESS CANCELED PURSUANT TO ORS 742.366(2). 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE AS OF THE DATE THE PRINCIPAL(S) IS ISSUED A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE BY THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION UNTIL DEPLETED BY ClAIMS PAID, UNLESS THE SURETY SOONER CANCELS THE BOND. THIS BOND MAY BE CANCELED 
BY THE SURETY GIVING WRITTEN NOTICE OF SUCH CANCELLATION TO THE DRIVER AND MOTOR VEHICLES DIVISION OF THE OREGON 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. THIS BOND SHALL EXPIRE UPON EXPIRATION OF THE DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE, BUT MAY BE 
RENEWED UPON THE RENEWAL OF THE CERTIRCATE. 

THIS BOND SHALL BE ONE CONTINUOUS OBLIGATION AND THE LIABILITY OF THE SURETY SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE AMOUNT OF THE 
PENAL TV OF THIS BOND REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THIS BOND IS RENEWED OR OTHERWISE CONTINUED IN EFFECT UPON ITS ORIGINAL 
TERM, 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE January 1 2006 AND EXPIRES December 31 2008 ( BOND MUST EXPIRE ON THE) 
(MONTH, DAY, YEAR) (MONTH, DAY, YEAR) ' LAST DAY OF THE MONTH. 

-ANY ALTERATION VOIDS THIS BOND --
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE SAID PRINCIPAL AND SAID SURETY HAVE EACH CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED BY 
ITS AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AND THE SURETY CORPORATE SEAL TO BE HEREUNTO AFFIXED 

THIS 12 DAY OF December 2005 
' (DAY) (MONTH) (YEAR) 

SIGNATURE OF OWNER, PARlloiER OR CORPORATE OFACER TITLE 

X 
SIGNU oF su\~ (AllrHO,zEo REPRESENTATIVE) TITLE 

x\ .. ~ .J.\. \..LLLtcr- ATTORNEY IN FACT 

SURETY'S AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION: 
~ . I 

PLA~~~lM~l' ~ELOW 
. , ,-· ~O.q '• ~~,. IN THE EVENT A PROBLEM ARISES CONCERNING THIS BOND, CONTACT: ... ,..,_, •• ~ of '• ~ -'(·;:0 ,..,~ .... 

,.o....;-CJ CC'·~·, 
NAME !TELEPHONE NUMBER ; :~~ SEAL ~ 8 ~ CBIC !503-287-6000 , .....- , ,. I ..... 
ADDRESS ~ ~ .:# .= 

~, •••• 19? ~ _f"'i .:: 
PO BOX 12053 I ~'It .,.,• ~ -; ';f .. '""'''._ 0 -CITY. STATE, ZIP CODE 11 1

1 
BHtNG' ......... ~ l , ... 

PORTLAND, OR 97212 ''\'"'''' 
APPROVED BY ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE 
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Limited Power of Attorney 

Home Office: 
1213 Valley Street 
PO Box 9271 
Seattle, WA 98109-0271 
(206) 628-7200 

KNOW All MEN BY THESE PRESENTS thai CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY. a corporation duly OIQ3Ilzed and existing under 1l1e laws of 1l1e Slate of Washlngflln, and 

having ils princ:ipal office In Seattle, King County, Washington, dolis by 111ese presents make, cons1iMe and appoint DEBILEWIS. of Pcrtland. Olegon, lis true and lawful Aallmey-ln-Facl, wilh luD 

power and authority hereby confemld in lls name, place ll1d slead, !D execulll, actmowladge and defMII' 011 beh8f of 1l1e Company II1Y and all bonds and under1llldngs of suretyShip given fer II1Y 

purpose, plll'lided, hcMever, 1hal no AI!Dmey-irH'act shall be lll1horized Ill execute and deliver II1Y bond or undellaldng that shal obllgale lhe ComPII1Y fer II1Y portion of lhe pena SIJIIl fhereof in 

excess of S&.IXIO.OOO. and provided, fidler, that no AIIDrnlly.fi.Fact sial have lhe allhorily kl issue a llill or ~ band u II1Y projeclllllele. if a coniJact is Badad, II1Y bond or ~ 
woold be requRI!d with a penal Sllll in excess of $6,000,000; ;nl kl bind lhe Corl1p:l1y 1l1enlby as fully and lo the $IIIII exlenl as if such bonds Wl!lll signed by the Prasident, sealed witllhe corporale 

seal of llle Company ;nl duly aiiBst!!d by ils SecrBtry; hereby ralifyilg ;nl c:onfirming alllhallhe sad Altomey-b-Fact may do in lhe p!8l11ises. Said appointmBnt is made Ullder ;nl by aJihmily of lhe 

following resolutions adopted by tile Bolrd of Dinlctols of 1he CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 011 Seplember 19. 2005: 

RESOLVED that the Plasidenl of the Company Is aulhariD!d Ill appoint 111Y pelSOR as lie Coqraty's lnl& and lailfiJ Allarnay-in-Fac with power and authority tlllli!CIIIB ll1d · 

deliver oo bela! r1 tile ~ II1Y a1d all bonds n Ul1dellallilvl of SllllllrshlP given fDr II1Y pliJpa5e. ~ ID such llnils as shall be delermh!d 11J the President fllhe 

Compalr. prowldad. hOIIeler, 111at no such pellillll shall be aulhDrizl!d lo execulll and dahllr II1Y band ar l!lllleltaD1g that &hal o1J1i11* llle ~ b'111Y por6an of tile 1J1118 
smn tllereof in exce5s of $10.000.000. and pnJWiled. filrllar, thai no Alklrnay-in-Fact shall have 8111 dlcriy ID i&sue a llill or~ band lilr II1Y pnljact wtae, if a coniJact iS 

.adad. II1Y bond or undarllldng auld be RJqlinld 1lilll penal Sllll in lllllliiSS of S10.000.m krt ~ 8lllhorized ID IIIIIICillll a SUIIIty bond or llllaiiiR1g may also 

be ar...uat 1D 6'lCI!Cde II1Y consanl or oiliEr duwrna&IJb•lnl:illentj ID sad bond II' llllllerlallll1 p!lllidld such duwrnenl dolls 1101 ollllgaiB lite Company in ex£eSS of the limit 

set forth above. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the aJthorily of !lie Secretary of lhe Compaty to certify the atJthenticity a1d eflectiveness of the foregoing resolution In any Urnlted Power d Attorney 

is hereby delegated to the following persons, the signature of any of the following to bind lhe Compaty with respect to the autltenticily and effecllveness of the foregoing resolutions 

as if signed by lhe Secmt.y of the Company: Larry A. Byers, Michael D. Bums, Debbie Kldd, Ann Janes, Nancy M. Young, Marti A. Houts, Rose A. Tltor.rtenson, Hats Rauth, 

Malk S. Hllwilt. Theresa Smith, Tom Dyment Pal Domay, Deanna Wersch. JoAnn Johnson, Debi Lewis, James L Nescl!lc8, Cl1eryl Neschke, Michael K. Nesc:ltke. Provided, 

however. that no such person shall have the authority to C8111fy the authenticity of a resolulion or Umiled Power of Allomay document whldt serms to appoint themself as Attomey­

in-Fact. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the signatures (Including certification lhalthe Power of Attorney is still in fa'Ce and efJect) of the PI8Sidenl, Nolaly Public and parson certifying 

authentlciJy and effeclivaness, and the corporate and Notary seals appearing on II1Y Umiled Power of Attomay containing this and lhe foregoing resolutions as well as 1he Umiled 

Power of Attorney itself and its transmission. may be by facsimile; and suclt Umiled Power of Al!omey shall be deemed an original in all aspecls. · 

RESOLVED FURTHER !hat all resolutions adopted prior to today appointing the above named as Attomey~n-Fact for CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

are hereby superseded. • 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY has caused these presents to be signed by ill! Piasident and ill! corporate seal to be heleto 8ffixed this 19th day 

=:~~~-- ~ 
./ ii\SEAL~i 

~smn.Pres~t ~ ~~~~ J 
"'::.f.slf~ 

STATE OF WASHINGTON -COUNTY OF KING 

On this 19th day of September, 2005, personally appeaud DON SIRKIN. to me kmwn lobe ll!e President of the corporation lhalaxaculad the foregoing Umited Power of At1omey and actcnowladged 

said limited Power of Allomay to be the free and volunbry act and deed of said corporalion, tlr 1he uses and purposes lhereln mentioned. and 011 oath stated ~ he iS adhoriZI!d to axecu1e 1he said 

limiiBd Power of AI!Dmay. ~''"""''''' "" J.~'''" 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto set my hand and allixed my oflicial seallha day ll1d yea' first above wri11en. .=' 11~ = ~ 

Nolaly Pubtlc bt ll1d fur 1he State ofWaslting1on. residing at Sea111a 

~ ,TAit~o ~ 
== -.. ~ 
~ ~· ~.,. .. ~ 
\.?A..P$-3 :t~§ 
~,-.. s 

11111 0,. WAS ~ 

'"'""'""'"" The undersigned, acting under authority of the Board of Directors of CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, hereby celtifies, as or in lieu of Certifica!e of the Secretary of 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, that the above ll1d fol8g0ing is a fuO, true and correct copy of the Original Power of Attorney issued by said Company, and does hereby 

=j;!7!f;i ld ~· &w~r~_{Jj 
PoaDS01.14-US09192005 



Staff Report 
Determination of Compliance 

2005 Wrecker Certificate Renewal 
Frank Miller Truck Wrecking 

15015 NW Mill Road 

Case# T1-05-072 

This Staff Report and Determination of Compliance is made pursuant to the 
·requirements specified by Multnomah County Code (MCC) Section 15.201 Certificate­

Applications. An application for renewal of a Wrecker Certificate as required bl the 
State of Oregon Department of Motor Vehicles was submitted on December 16 , 2005 
by Frank Miller, 15015 NW Mill Road. 

I. Conditions of Approval: 

1. The applicant shall obtain a Business Certificate as a wrecker of motor vehicles 
from the Oregon Department of Transportation. Applications for future Wrecker 
Certificate renewals shall include. a copy of the Wrecker Certificate issued by the 
Oregon Department of Transportation the prior year. 

2. If there are any changes to the property during the year prior to renewal of 
Wrecker Certificate, applications for future Wrecker Certificate renewals shall 
include submittal of a site plan, drawn to scale, showing the revisions. Expansion 
of the dim~nsions of the wrecking yard shall not occur without prior approval of 
the County. 

3. Taxes shall be kept current prior to approval of future Wrecker Certificate 
renewals. 

4. Any application for a Wrecker Certificate or renewal must be reviewed by staff 
and presented to the Board of County Commissioners as required under MCC 
15.200 et. seq. 

II. Applicable Zoning Considerations: 

The applicable zoning considerations as specified in MCC 15.202(B)(3) and (5) are 
addressed below: 

A. Compliance w~th the requirements of Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 
822.110: 

The Oregon Department of Transportation shall issue a wrecker certificate 
to any person if the person meets all of the following requirements: 

Tl-05-072 Page 1 



(1) ·The person must establish that the area approved under the wrecker 
certificate for use in a wrecking business meets one of the following: 

(a) The area is more than 1,100 feet from the nearest edge of the right of 
way of any state highway. 

(b) The business conducted within the area is hidden or adequately 
screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plantings, 
fences or other natural objects or by plantings, fences or other· 
appropriate means, so as not to be visible from the main traveled way 
of the highway, in accordance with rules adopted by the director. 

(c) The area and the business thereon are located in an area zoned for 
industrial use under authority of the laws of this state. 

· (2) The person must pay the fee required under ORS 822.700 for issuance of 
a wreckers certificate. 

(3) The person must complete the application for a wrecker certificate 
described under ORS 822.115. 

(4) The person must deliver to the department any approvals by local 
governments required under ORS 822.140. 

(5) The person must deliver to the department a bond or letter of credit that 
meets the requirements ~f ORS 822.120. 

Finding: A site visit conducted by Land Use Planning staff on January lOth, 2006 
confirmed that both natural vegetation and a site obscuring fence screen vehicles 
from adjacent roads and property. A vegetated berm separates the property from 
Highway 30 to the south. Together, these elements provide consistency with ORS 
822.110 (1)(b). 

The applicant has provided a Surety Bond by Contractors Bonding and Insurance 
Company (CBIC) with a dated effectiveness of January 1, 2006 to December 31, 
2008, which has met the requirements of ORS 822.110(5). Compliance with the 
requirements of ORS 822.110 (2)-( 4) will be ensured by obtaining a Wrecker 
Certificate issued by the Oregon Department of Transportation. 

B. Compliance with the business locational provisions of ORS 822.135: 

(1) A person commits the offense of improperly conducting a wrecking 
business if the person holds a wrecker certificate issued under ORS 
822.110 and the person does any of the following: 
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Tl-05-072 

(b) Expands the dimensions of or moves any of the person's places of 
business or opens any additional places of business without obtaining 
a supplemental wrecker certificate by the procedure under ORS 
822.125. 

Finding: Staff has found no evidence or indication that the dimensions of the 
wrecking yard have been expanded beyond that of the existing Wrecker 
Certificate. The applicant has submitted a site plan clearly identifying the 
dimensional boundaries of the wrecking yard (fenced and/or screened areas) 
in relation to property lines and setbacks. A site visit conducted January lOth, 

2006 confirmed the existing dimensions of the wrecking yard. Expansion of 
the dimensions of the wrecking yard shall not occur without prior approval of 
the County. 

(g) Fails to keep the premises on the outside of the establishment clear 
and clean at all times. 

Finding: The Land Use Planning Section conducted a field inspection on 
January lOth, 2006 and took photos of the site indicating the area outside the 
establishment is clear and clean. Photos are contained in the permanent case 
file. There has been no indication since that time of the establishment not 
being kept clear and clean. 

(h) Conducts any wrecking, dismantling or altering of vehicles outside the 
building, enclosure or barrier on the premises of the business. 

Finding: Based on staff's field inspection on January lOth, 2006, no 
dismantling or altering of vehicles outside the fenced area of the business was 
evident. Furthermore, there has been no indication since then that the 
dismantling or altering of vehicles has taken place outside the premises of the 
business. 

(i) Except as otherwise provided in this paragraph, stores any vehicles or 
vehicle parts or conducts the business outside of the building, enclosure 
or barrier on the premises of the business. A person is not in violation of 
this paragraph if the person complies with the following limits: 

(A) In an area zoned by the city or county for industrial use, a 
wrecking business may display and offer for sale motor vehicle 
parts or nonoperating vehicles outside the enclosure or barrier in 
a single defined area limited to not more than five percent of the 
total area of the business and if no more than eight vehicles are 
displayed. 

(B) In an area zoned by the city or county for any use other than 
industrial use, a wrecking business may offer not more than four 
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vehicles for sale in an area outside of the building, enclosure or 
barrier. 

Finding: Based on staff's field inspection on January lOth, 2006, no activities 
related to the business were evident outside of the fenced area. Furthermore, 
there has been no indication since then any business activities have taken 
place outside the fenced premises of the business. 

(k) Except as otherwise provided in this paragraph, fails to keep the . 
business hidden or adequately screened by the terrain or other natural 
objects or by plantings, fences or other appropriate means so as not to be 
visible from the main traveled way of the highway in accordance with the 
rules of the Director of Transportation. This paragraph does not apply to 
a business that is: 

(A) Farther than 1,100 feet from the nearest edge of the right of 
way of any state highway; 
(B) Located in an area zoned for industrial use under authority of 
the laws of this state; or 
(C) A business established before June 30, 1967. 

Finding: The site visit conducted by Staff on January lOth, 2006 confirmed that 
both natural vegetation and a site obscuring fence screen vehicles from adjacent 
roads and property. A vegetated berm separates the property from Highway 30 
to the South. Together, these elements provide the screening required by this 
criterion. 

C. Compliance with zoning regulations: 

The wrecking yard was determined to be a non-conforming use in the 12/16/91 
"Report of Site Inspection" contained in the wrecking yard file on the subject 
property, a copy of which is kept in the Land Use Planning Office. The file 
contains a record of Wrecker Certificate renewal requests from 1986 forward. 
Examination of department land use inventory maps and zoning maps indicates 
that the business was in existence on the property in 1975, at which time the 
property was zoned M-1, which allowed the use. The property was re-zoned in 
1997 to MUF-20, a district which does not allow the use, therefore it became non­
conforming at that time. 

III. Notification: 

Notice of this application was sent to the Multnomah County Sheriff on January 6th, 
2006. A recommendation of approval from the County Sheriff's Office was received 
on January 9th, 2006 based upon a clean background check. A copy of the Sheriff's 
recommendation is contained in the permanent case file. 
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The Wrecker Certificate renewal for 2005 was approved with a condition that taxes 
shall be kept current prior to approval of future Wrecker Certificate renewals. No 
outstanding taxes are associated with the property according to Michelle Hanna of the 
Multnomah County Assessment and Taxation office during a phone conversation held 
January 6, 2005 at 1:25pm. 

IV. Recommendation: 

The staff of the Land Use Planning Section respectfully recommends that the above 
Wrecker Certificate renewal be approved, based upon findings that the business 
satisfies the applicable requirements contained in MCC 15.200* and ORS 822.110, 
ORS 882.135 and continues to retain a non-conforming status. 

Dated this 18th day of January, 2006. 

By: Adam Barber, Planner 
For: Karen Schilling, Planning Directo_r 
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I"IJlf.-~PPI:I\JA-riON""FOH-fSO::i·I·N·t:::s:=;-c;ER'riFiti"A-I~E 
AS A DISMANTLE;R OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR 

0:~~"::,'="~':."~~ SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR 
1005 LANA AVE HE. SAl.£1,1 OREGOfi 91'314 

e PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK. 
e SEE PAGE 4 FOR INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING A DISMANTLER APPLICATION. 

e ANY ALTERATION OF LINE 3 VOIDS LOCATION APPROVAL 

LEGAL NAME OF APPLICANT (OWNER, PARTNERSHIP, LLC OR CORPORATION NAME) 

~\ \<lf... \ \ 
OREGON REGISTRY NUMBER 
QF USING ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME OR TRAOE NAME) 

ZIP CODE 

OoRIGINAL ~RENEWAL 

~ BUSINESS NAME OF APPLICANT (IF ASSUMED BUSINESS NAM 

r MAIN BUSINESS LOCATION (STREET AND NUMBER) 

B tb0\6 (\'# ~\ \\ w_ .. 
~ MAILINso\6 {\ 'l\1 l-l(\ \\ ~~ • 

<\ \:Lo\ 
STATE 

a~o 
[ 

CHECK ORGANIZATION TYPE£ 

D D · L C 0 · If corporation, list the state under 
i) Individual Partnership L Corporation: whose law business Is lncor orated: 
I . . 

3 a) THE DIMENSIONS OF THE PROPERTY ON WHICH THE BUSINESS IS LOCATED ARE f9(g • QLf •t ft. X 2Lf0• fol '1 ft. 

b) ORS 822.115( 4) requires applicants to file a description of the location of the dismantling yard. Accordingly, 
please file a plat map or other description of the location of the premises .. 

1 By signing this application you are also certifying that: 
1. The right of way of any highway adjacent to the area proposed for approval to conduct the dismantling business is 

used for access to the premises and public parking; 
2. You maintain a building or enclosure or other barrier at least six feet high for the purpose of conducting the 

dismantling business; 
3. You will not store any vehicles or vehicle parts or conduct the dismantling business outside of the building, 

enclosure or barrier; 
4. The business is hidden and adequately screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plants, fences or 

other appropriate means so as not to be visible from the main traveled way or the highway except as permitted by 
ORS 822.135. 

S LOCAL GOVERNMENT APPROVAL (CITY I COUNTY) 

By signing this application you are authorizing a dismantler business to be conducted at the location listed on Line 3 of this 
application. If a dismantler business cannot be conducted at that location, or if any of the conditions below are not met, do 
not sign this approval. 

I CERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE ~ gg-JNTY .OF lY\u..L~\+ HAS: 

A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITABLE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OR OPERATE A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING 
BUSINESS (ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY). 

B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THAT LOCATION UNDER ORS 
822.110. 

C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY APPLICABLE PROVISION OF ORS 822.135. 
D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE 

JURISDICTION UNDER ORS 822.140. 

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

SEAL OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY. 

"' PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE "' 

' 

PHONE NUMBER 

< ~ 3 > a.e,cc-~ 3oe, 
DATE 

~~ Cl.. 2..000:> 



. -· 

~ 

Complete the $ection(s) below and sign. 
(Be sure to attach a separate sheet to show additional owners.) 

• List the primary owner, partners, LLC members or corporate officers below . 

• If a member of a limited liability company (LLC) is a corporation, the president must provide information below . 

• If a partner of a partnership is a corporation, the president must provide information below . 

• If corporation or LLC, then Oregon registered agent name and address required below . 

11 
OREGON ~~ERED AGENT NAME 

'" lfl ~I W_LttM'\{\t c.vA. 
-

(E5Eo~NE )!iRl b ll t t I 
OREGON REGISTER~D AGENT STREET A~~RESS -

.. 

CI}Dit~M 
STATE ZIP CODE I 12 \~ cow ~'iC'ft._\~ ~e.. \"'\00 c:J.... q 1200 

OREGON REGISTERED AGENT MAILING ADORES~ DIFFERENT) CITY 
13 

. STAlE ZIP CODE 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION I 
PRINT NAME OF OWNER I PARTNEFfi LLC MEMBER I CORPORATE OFFICER I TITLE- . RESiDENCE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

14 F( &1\l P r. \v\ \\\~A.. LLC, 1'1\Q--lv\~ft (SOb ) 4'-q G 02.. 1.?> 
DATE OF BIR1'H 

. DRiVER LICE~ot~~ D., ·---
STATE OF ISSUANCE 

- .... ft" ••• 

I 15 5. 21 tt '1b Qrft~Or\ 

RESID5&EtorE~~ C:ieel kl v crrv\/0.{1(D(1t ~ - STATE 
z~SSJ&'f 16 0~ 

MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE I 17 
CER2G SIGNATURE OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 14 ABOVE DATE 

18 X :--.-.-d .. ~ I .2. ~II=) -0..'1 

19 PRINT~M~sPA~T:ERM.~~w~RICORPORATEOFFICER ,Til~~~, ... <ro~CE)E~1q~E~11~') I 
DATE OF BIRTH ~ DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATEO()(~ I 20 ~· \1•., 5CJtooq 1t 
RE~~Q ;DD~hb\e- -r fee i ff't ·c\f~(M0) 

... C{E Zit/~ 21 
MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CliY . STATE ZIP CODE I 22 

23 
XRTI7WA~~HOWN ON LINE 19ABOVE DATE/.2. 4 

~ -c?~ I 
PRINT NAME OF OWNER i PARTNER I LLC MEMBER I CORPORATE OFFICER J TITLE RESIDENCE IELEPHONE NUMBE:R I 24 ( ) 
DATE OF BIRTH DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE OF ISSUANCE I 25 
RESIDENCE ADDRESS CITY 

··-- . - -
STATE ZIP CODE 

26 
----

MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY 
--

STATE ZlPCODt 

27 
CERTIFYING SIGNATURE OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 24 ABOVE DATE I 28 X 

29 
Please attach. (staph:!) copies of All owners, partners, LL,.C members or corporate officers official photo I D's 
(driver license or state issued Identification card ONL V). If the residence address on the photo ID is different 
than the residence address listed on Page 2, submit a statement explaining why the addresses do not match. 

~ Copy must be legible. ~ 
False certification is a Class B misdemeanor under ORS 162.085 and is punishable by six months in jail, a fine of up to 
$1 ,000 or both. In addition, DMV sanctions against you or your dismantler certificate may be imposed. With this in mind ... I 
certify that I am the owner, a partner, an LLC member, or a corporate officer of this business and that all information on 
this application is accurate and true. I certify that the right of way of any highway adjacent to the location listed above is 
used for access to the premises and public parking. 



SURE'lY BOND ..- . B.OND NUMBER 

NOTE: TO BE COMPLETED BY BONDING COMPANY. FAILURE 801881 
TO ACCURATELY COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE 
DELAY. PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK. 

LET IT BE KNOWN: 

THAT 
MILLER TRUCK SALVAGE LLC. 

(OWNER, PARTNERS, LLC OR CORPORATION NAME) 

DOING BUSINESS AS 
(ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME, IF ANY) 

HAVING PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS AT 15015 NW MILL RD PORTLAND, OR 97231 
(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) -. 

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

(ADDRESS. CITY. STATE, ZIP CODE) 

STATE OF OREGON, AS PRINCIPAL(S), AND CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 
{SURETY NAME) 

1 201 ~E LLOYD BLVD #360 PORTLAND, OR 97232 { 503} 287-6000 
(ADDRESS, CITY. STATE, ZIP CODE) TELEPHONE NUMBER 

A CORPORATION ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF. THE STATE. OFWA.SHINGTON , AND AUTHORIZED 
TO TRANSACT A SURETY BUSINESS IN THESTATEOFOREGON, AS SURETY, ARE HELD AND FIRMLY BOUND UNTO THE STATE OF OREGON 
IN THE PENAL SUM OF $10,000 FOR THE PAYMENT OF WHICH THE PRINCIPAL($) AND SURETY JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY BIND THEMSELVES, 
THEIR RESPECTIVE SUCCESSORS, AND ASSIGNS. 

WHEREAS, THE PRINCIPAL($) IS APPLYING FOR A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. 

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT, WHEN THE ABOVE NAMED PRINCIPAL($) IS ISSUED A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE TO 
CONDUCT A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING BUSINESS IN THIS STATE, SAID PRINCIPAL($) MUST CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS WITHOUT 
FRAUD OR FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, AND WITHOUT VIOLATION OF ANY OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE OREGON VEHICLE CODE 
SPECIFIED IN ORS 822.120, THEN AND IN THAT EVENT THIS OBLIGATION TO BE VOID, OTHERWISE TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT 
UNLESS CANCELED PURSUANT TO ORS 7 42.366(2). 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE AS OF THE DATE THE PRINCIPAL(S) IS ISSUED A DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE BY THE OREGON DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION UNTIL DEPLETED BY CLAIMS PAID, UNLESS THE SURETY SOONER CANCELS THE BOND. THIS BOND MAY BE CANCELED 
BY THE SURETY GIVING WRITTEN NOTICE OF SUCH CANCELLATION TO THE DRIVER AND MOTOR VEHICLES DIVISION OF THE OREGON 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. THIS BOND SHALL EXPIRE UPON EXPIRATION OF THE DISMANTLER CERTIFICATE, BUT MAY BE 
RENEWED UPON THE RENEWAL OF THE CERTIFICATE. 

THIS BOND SHALL BE ONE CONTINUOUS OBLIGATION AND THE LIABILITY OF THE SURETY SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE AMOUNT OF THE 
PENALTY OF THIS BOND REGARDLESS OF WHETHER THIS BOND IS RENEWED OR OTHERWISE CONTINUED IN EFFECT UPON ITS ORIGINAL 
TERM, 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE January 1 2006 AND EXPIRES December 31 2008 ( BOND MUST EXPIRE ON THE) 
(MONTH, DAY, YEAR) (MONTH, DAY, YEAR) ' LAST OA Y OF THE MONTH. 

-·ANY ALTERATION VOIDS THIS BOND ·-
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE SAID PRINCIPAL AND SAID SURETY HAVE EACH CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED BY 
ITS AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AND THE SURETY CORPORATE SEAL TO BE HEREUNTO AFFIXED 

THIS 12 DAY OF December 2005 
' (DAY) (MONTH) (YEAR) 

SIGNATURE OF OWNER, PARTNER OR CORPORATE OFFICER TITLE 

X 
SIG~ri. ~F SUt~TY {AU'fHO,ZED ~EP,RE~ENTAn;E)_ TITLE 

X . ..0 j ) .. A . :"\.LA ... A ... l.-e~ ATTORNEY IN FACT 

SURETY'S AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION: PLAQE'~~"'AN{);~IJ·f!ELOW 
•. (· ~ I 

IN THE EVENT A PROBLEM ARISES CONCERNING THIS BOND, CONTACT: .· r.., ••• .-o,. ··.:~ / 
- 0.;- .. •• <?- .. •• ~ / -e>·c:.P ""'· ~ _o.._;.. CC'···, NAME !TELEPHONE NUMBER :: ~¥ SEAL ~s ~ CBIC 503-287-6000 , ...--: -1' .,_ 

ADDRESS ~ ~~1. .i#: / v ';, 19?~ .:-·~ -
PO BOX 12053 , ~ ~ -'; ....... ,\ .............. 0.. ...-

CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE 11 t
1 

BHtNG'\ .......... 
97212 i , .. 

PORTLAND, OR ,,,,,,,,,, 
APPROVED BY ATTORNEY GFNFI=IAI ·~ n1=1=1r.1= 
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l!bic Limited Power of Attorney 
INSURANCE 

Home Office: 
1213 Valley Street 
PO Box 9271 
Seattle, WA 98109-0271 
{206) 628-7200 

KNOW All MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, a corporation duly organized and exiSting under the laws of the State of Washington, and 

having ils principal office in SeaWe, King County, Washington, does by these presenls make, constilute and appoint DEBI LEWIS, of Portland, Oregon, ils lrue and lawful Attorney-in-Fact, with full 

power and authority hereby conferred in its name. place and stead, !0 execute, aclcnowledge and deUver on behalf of the Company any and all bonds and undertakings of suretyship given for any 

purpose, provided, however, that no Attorney-in-Fact shall be authorized to execute and deftVer any bond or undertaking that shall obligate the Company for any portion of the penal su111 !hereof in 

excess of $6,000,000, and provided, further, that no Attorney-in-Fact shall have the authority to issue a bid or proposal bond for any project where, if a contract is awarded, any bond or undertaking 

would be required with a penal sum in excess of $6,000,000; aitd to bind the Company thereby as fully and to the same extent as if such bonds were signed by the Presiden~ sealed with the corporate 

seal of the Company and duly attested by ils Secretary; hereby ratifying and confirming all that the .said Attorney-in-Fact may do in the premises. Said appointment is made under and by authority of the 

following resolutions adopted by the Board of Directors of the CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY on September 19, 2005: 

RESOLVED that !he President of the Company is authorized to appoint any person as the Company's lrue and lawful Attorney-in-Fact with power and authority to execute and 

deliver on behalf of the Company any and all bonds and undertakings of suretyship given for any purpose, subject to such limils as shall be detennined by the Presidenl of the 

Company; provided, however, that no such person shall be authorized to execute and deliver any bond or undertaking that shall obligate the Company for any portion of the penal 

sum !hereof in exceSs of $10,000,000, and provided, further, that no Attorney-in-Fact shall have the authority to issue a bid or proposal bond for any project where, if a contract is 

awarded, any bond or undertaking would be required with penal sum in excess of $10,000,000. Any Attorney-in-Fact authorized to execute a surety bond or undertaking may also 

be authorized to execute any consent or other documentation incidental to said bond or undertaking, provided such document does not obfigate the Company in excess of the Hmil 

set forth above. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the authority of the Secretary of the Company to certify the authenticity and effectiveness of the foregoing resolution in any Umited Power of Attorney 

is hereby delegated to the following persoris, the signature of any of the following to bind the Company with respect to the authenticity and effectiveness of the foregoing resolutions 

as if signed by the Secretary of the Company: l.any A Byers, Michael D. Bums, Debbie Kidd, Ann Jenes, Nancy M. Young, Marc! A Houls, Rose A Thorstenson, Hans Rauth, 

MarkS. Hewitt, Theresa Smith, Tom Oymen~ Pal Dorney, Deanna Wersch, JoAnn Johnson, Oebl Lewis, James L Neschke, Cheryl Neschke, M'ichael K. Neschke. Provided, 

however, that no such person shall have the authority to certify the authenticity of a resolution or Umiled Power of Attorney document which serves to appoint thernseif as Allomey­

in-Fact 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the signatures Qncluding certification that the Power of Attorney is still In force and effect) of the Presiden~ Notal}' Public and person certifying 

au!henticily and effectiveness, and thf1 corporals and Notary seals appearing on any Umited Power of Attorney containing this and the foregoing resolutions as well as the Umited 

Power of Attorney itself and ils transmission, may be by facsimile; and such Umited Power of Attorney shall be deemed an original in all aspecls. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that ail resolutions adopted prior to today appointing the above named as Attorney-in-Fact for CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

are hereby superseded. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY has caused these presents to be signed by ils President and ils corporate seal to be hereto affixed this 19th day 

of September, 2005. 
'"''"''"'"'• ...... "" ~ AND~····· .. 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

~ ~ DonSirkln,President ~ 
STATE OF WASHINGTON- COUNTY OF KING 

~ .. ~:..."\..~ ...... ..._ ~, "'' 
.f ~o-::-:=..o01f;· ~"' ~ ....... ·,...~ .. " 
~~"""" ~'\ '-:.. .:giCJ ~,~: 

ii!SEAL:a§ 
--~~ I~= 
-=-~-. /~I 
~.'0' 7f119. ... .$ ,i 
~~ .. ~ ····-···· ~ ~, .,,,,,8HIN~ .... -.•" 

~ ............ ~~ 
On this 19th day of September, 2005, personally appeared DON SIRKIN, to me known to be the President of the corporation that executed the foregoing Umited Power of Attorney and acknowledged 

said Umlted Power of Attorney to be the free and voluntary act and deed of said corporation, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath stated that he is authorized to execute the said 

Umited Power of Attorney. 
~''"""'''' 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the day and year first above written. 

Notary Public in and for the State of Washington, residing at Seattle 

~ .... -.: ,. J. ·~··,,/. 
f ~·tt~O.J.:1~ 
: ~,-.A~ = - +O'fAit; ~ ~ .... ~ ~ ;......: 

~ ~ -·~ j ~ 
~ ell ~ .. CID\o'Ct e ~ -
\ "*}:.fts-ao-O'J,$~R # 

11. .. ''"'"'_...- ~ ~ 11111 Op WA'A.p ~,.#" 

''''"\""'''"" 
The undersigned, acting under authority of the Board of Directors of CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, hereby certifies, as or in lieu of Certificate of the Secretary of 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, that the above and foregoing is a full, lrue and correct copy of the Original Power of Attorney issued by said Company, and does hereby 

=j;!i~j_ /d ~· ~bLr.roill 
PoaOS01.14-US09192005 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEME,NT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0..:..:2:.;../0..:..:9-'-/0-'-6'------
Agenda Item#: _C...::..__c:-5 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:30 AM 
Date Submitted: 01126/06 __:_.::c..:;_c.:..;_;_;_ ___ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Approval of Auto Wrecker Certificate Renewal for Rex M. and June J. Davis of 
ORIENT AUTO PARTS, INC., 28425 SE Orient Drive, Gresham 

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

Date 
Requested: February 23, 2006 

Time 
Requested: N/A 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Transportation 

Contact(s): Adam Barber 

Phone: Ext. 22599 
--------------503-988-3043 1/0 Address: 455/l/116 

---=-~---=----=-----------

Presenter(s): Consent Calendar 

General Information 

1. · What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approval of the renewal of an auto wrecking yard certificate for Orie~t Auto Parts, Inc. at 28425 SE 
Orient Drive. The renewed licenses would be valid from the date of issuance to December 31, 2006. 

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

Orient Auto Parts is currently operating at 28425 SE Orient Drive. The most recent wrecker 
certificate expired December 31, 2005. In order to renew the license for 2006, the wrecking yard 
must apply for a business certificate through the Department of Motor Vehicles. In order for the. 
business certificate to be approved, the local governing body must authorize the business pursuant to 
ORS 822.140. Orient Auto Parts has been authorized by Multnomah County since 1977. A staff 
report is available at Multnomah County Land Use Planning detailing how the current proposal 
complies with County and State regulations for wrecking yard certificate renewal (Case No. Tl-05-
070). Multnomah County's approval is required on the attached blue DMV Application for Business 
Certificate. The original DMV Application for Business Certificate and the enclosed original surety 
bond must be returned to the business owner after a decision has been rendered. 

1 



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

None. 

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

The most recent certificate under which Orient Auto Parts, Inc. operated expired December 31, 
2005. In order to lawfully continue operation in 2006, the renewal must be approved. 

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

Orient Auto Parts, Inc. has submitted all the materials necessary for the renewal application. L~md 
Use planning staff has contacted both the Multnomah County Sheriffs Office and Assessment and 
Taxation Office to obtain information required by MCC I 5.202. No other participation by citizens 
or governments has taken place. To date, no complaints have been received regarding Orient Auto 
Parts in calendar year 2005. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

. Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01/26/06 

Date: ---------------------------------------- ---------------

Date: ---------------------------------------- ---------------

Date: ----------------------------------------- ---------------
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Department of Community Services 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Land Use and Transportation Program 
1600 SE 190th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-3043 

Staff Report - Case Tl-05-070 
Determination of Compliance 

2005 Wrecker Certificate Renewal 
Orient Auto Parts, INC 

28425 SE Orient Dr. 

This Staff Report and Determination of Compliance are made pursuant to the 
requirements specified by Multnomah County Code (MCC) 15.200 et. seq. Wrecker 
Certificate, as authorized by Oregon Revised Statutes (ORS) 822.140. An application 
for renewal of a Wrecker Certificate as required by the State of Oregon Department of 
Motor Vehicles was submitted on December 6th, 2005 by Orient Auto Parts, INC at 
28425 SE Orient Drive. 

I. Conditions of Approval: 

1. The applicant shall obtain a Business Certificate as a wrecker of motor vehicles 
from the Oregon Department of Transportation. Applications for future Wrecker 
Certificate renewals shall include a copy of the Wrecker Certificate issued by the 
Oregon Department of Transportation from the prior year. 

2. If there are any changes to the property during the year prior to renewal of Wrecker 
Certificate, applications for future Wrecker Certificate renewals shall include 
submittal of a site plan, drawn to scale, showing the revisions. Expansion of the 
dimensions of the wrecking yard ~hall not occur without prior approval of the 
County. 

3. Taxes shall be kept current prior to approval of futur~ Wrecker Certificate renewals. 

4. Any application for a Wrecker Certificate or renewal must be reviewed by staff and 
presented to the Board of County Commissioners as required under MCC 15.200 et. 
seq. 

II. Applicable Zoning Considerations: 

The applicable zoning considerations as specified in MCC 15.202(B)(3) and (5) are 
addressed below: 

A. Compliance with the requirements of ORS 822.110: 

The Oregon Department of Transportation shall issue a wrecker certificate 
to any person if the person meets all of the following requirements: 



(1) The person must establish that the area approved under the wrecker 
certificate for use in a wrecking business meets one of the following: 

(a) The area is more than 1,100 feet from the nearest edge of the right of 
way of any state highway. 

(b) The business conducted within the area is hidden or adequately 
screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plantings, 
fences or other natural objects or by plantings, fences or other 
appropriate means, so as not to be visible from the main traveled way 
of the highway, in accordance with rules adopted by the director. 

(c) The area and the business thereon are located in an area zoned for 
industrial use under authority of the laws of this state. 

(2) The person must pay the fee required under ORS 822.700 for issuance of 
a wreckers certificate. 

(3) The person must complete the application for a wrecker certificate 
described under ORS 822.115. 

(4) The person must deliver to the department any approvals by local 
governments required under ORS 822.140. 

(5) The person must deliver to the department a bond or letter of credit that 
meets the requirements of ORS 822.120. 

Finding: A recent site inspection by staff confirmed that both natural vegetation 
and a fence screen vehic.les from adjacent roads consistent with ORS 822.110 
(l)(b). The applicant has provided a Surety Bond by Contractors Bonding and 
Insurance Company (CBIC) with a dated effectiveness of January 1, 2006 to 
December 31, 2006. Compliance with the requirements of ORS 822.110 (2)-(5) 
will be ensured by obtaining a Wrecker Certificate issued by the Oregon 
Department of Transportation. 

B. Compliance with the business locational provisions of ORS 822.135: 

(1) A person commits the offense of improperly conducting a wrecking 
business if the person holds a wrecker certificate issued under ORS 
822.110 and the person does any of the following: 

(b) Expands the dimensions of or moves any of the person's places of 
business or opens any additional places of business without obtaining 
a supplemental wrecker certificate by the procedure under ORS 
822.125. 

Page2 



• 

Finding: Staff has determined that the dimensions of the wrecking yard have 
not been expanded beyond that of the Wrecker Certificate most recently 
issued. This was verified by visual inspection by Land Use Planning Staff on 
January 10, 2006. The site plan submitted identifies the dimensional 
boundaries of the wrecking yard (fenced and/or screened areas) in relation to 
property lines. Submittal of a new site plan will be required if changes are 
made to the site during the year prior to renewal of Wrecker Certificate. 
Expansion of the dimensions of the wrecking yard shall not occur without 
prior approval of the County. 

(g) Fails to keep the premises on the outside of the establishment clear 
and clean at all times. 

Finding: The Land Use Planning Section determined on January 10, 2006 that 
the area outside the establishment is clear and clean. All materials and 
activities relating to the wrecking yard are taking place within the confines of 
the wrecking yard property and fences and causing no external visual impact. 

(h) Conducts any wrecking, dismantling or altering of vehicles outside the 
building, enclosure or barrier on the premises of the business. 

Finding: Based on the Land Use Planning Section's site inspection, no 
dismantling, altering, or storage of wrecked vehicles outside the fenced area 
of the business was evident. 

C. Compliance with zoning regulations: 

Finding: The wrecking yard was determined to be a non-conforming use on April 
5, 1977 and January 15, 1987. Evidence within the Multnomah County file 
labeled Auto Wrecking- 28425 SE Orient Drive, contains a record that an auto 
wrecker business has occupied the site continuously and in compliance with 
zoning regulations since 1977. Examination of Department land use inventory 
maps and zoning maps indicates that the business was in existence on the property 
prior to 1977. The land use map shows the site with a case file MC 1-62 listed 
for the subject parcel. All evidence suggests the business is in compliance with 
zoning regulations. 

III. Notification: 

Tl-05-070 

Notice of this application was sent to the Multnomah County Sheriff on January 
6th, 2006. A recommendation of approval froni the County Sheriff's Office was 
received on January 9th, 2006. A copy of the Sheriff's report is contained in the 

permanent case file. 

The Wrecker Certificate Renewal for 2005 was approved with a condition that 
taxes shall be kept current prior to approval of future Wrecker Certificate 
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renewals. Staff inquired with the County's Assessment and Taxation office on 
January 6, 2006 and was informed by Mike Brown that taxes for the property 
have been paid in full. 

IV. Recommendation: 

The staff of the Land Use Planning Section respectfully recommends that the 
above certificate renewal be approved, subject to conditions, based upon findings 
that the business satisfies the applicable requirements contained in MCC 15.200 
et. seq. and ORS 822.110, ORS 882.135 and continues to retain a non-conforming 
status. 

D·r;;;;::::_6. 
By Adam Barber, Planner 

. For: Karen Schilling, Planning Director 

Tl-05-070 Page4 



, r·-=======----------------------
..:::::__.._ --=---=---.::::....=--~--=--- CERTIFICATE NUMBER 

-I) ~'v1 \T ~ 
_-:;__ - . --~-

APPLICJ ~ON FOR BUSINESS CERTif. • .,ATE 
AS A DISMANTLER OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR 

.,:::;:m...:.~:::S SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR 
- UIM AVE Mi. ULE11Cl!IIECII*WJ114 

e PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK 
e SEE PAGE 4 FOR INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING A DISMANTLER APPLICATION. 
e ANY ALTERATION OF UNE 3 VOIDS LOCATION APPROVAL. 

EXPIRATION DATE 

[]ORIGINAL ~NEWAL 

4~~~~~~~~rn.~~~e~,----------------------~----------------~------------------~~--------; 
s~~[J~tn=d=w=~=-~'---=[]~P~a~~===h~ip~~[]~L=~=c--~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~==~ 
6 

b) ORS 822.115( 4) requires applicants to file a description of the location of the dismantling yard. Accordingly, 
please file a plat map or other description of the location of the premises .. 

7 By signing this application you are also certifying that: . 
1. The right of way of any highway adjacent to the area proposed for approval to conduct the dismantling business is 

used for access to the premises and public parking; 
2. You maintain a building or enclosure or other barrier at least six feet high for the purpose of conducting the 

dismantling business; 
3. You will not store any vehicles or vehicle parts or conduct the· dismantling business outside of the building, 

enclosure or barrier; 
4. The business is hidden and adequately screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plants, fences or 

other appropriate means so as not to be visible from the main traveled way or the highway except as permitted by 
ORS 822.135, 

8 LOCAL GOVERNMENT APPROVAL (CITY I COUNTY) 
By signing this apPlication you are authorizing a dismantler business to be conducted at the location listed on Line 3 of this 
application. H a dlsmantler business cannot be conducted at that location, or If any of the conditions below are not met, do 
not sign this approval. 

I CERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE B ggJNTY OF HAS: 

A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITA~LE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OR OPERATE A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING 
BUSINESS (ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY). 

B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THAT LOCATION UNDER ORS 
822.110. . . 

C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY APPLICABLE PROVISION OF ORS 822.135. 
D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE 

JURISDICTION UNDER ORS 822.140. 

I ALSO CERTIFY THAT I AM AUTHORIZED TO SIGN THIS APPUCATION 
• AND AS EVIDENCE OF SUCH AUTHORITY DO AFFIX HEREON THE 
SEAL·OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY. 

Y PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE Y 

*-= mL£ PHONE NUMBER 

9 ( ) 
~~~~~~----------------------------~--------------~~~~=-.--~----------------------------; 

10 X 
lillllllr-------------~--------------~~~~~1---------L---------------------------.'ii+I•MFIIRI•'I'IIi 



e 
Complete the section(s) below and sign. 

., 
(Be sure to attach a separate sheet to show additional owners.) 

• List the primary owner, partners, LLC members or corporate officers below. 

• If a member of a limited liability company (LLC) is a corporation, the president must provide information below. 

• If a partner of a partnership is a corporation, the president must provide information below. 

• If corporation or LLC, then Oregon registered agent name and address required below. 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION 

NON LINE 19 ABOVE DATE 

PRINT NAME OF OWNER I PARTNER I LLC MEMBER I CORPORATE OFFICER TITLE RESIDENCE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

24~~~------~==~~~~~----~~~~~<--~>----------1 DATE OF BIRTH DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE OF ISSUANCE 

25~==~==~~~--L-~----------------~~----------~~~==~~ RESIDENCE ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

26~~========~----------------------~~----------~~+===~~ MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT) CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

27~==~====~==~~~~~=-----------L-------~~--~--~----~ CERTIFYING SIGNATURE OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 24 ABOVE DATE 

28FXk=======================================k===========~==9 
Please attach (staple) copies of ALL owners, partners, LLC members or corporate officers official photo ID's 

29 (driver license or state issued Identification card ONLY). If the residence address on the photo 10 Is different 

than the residence address listed on Page 2, submit a statement explaining why the addresses do not match. 

~ Copy must be legible. ~ 
False certification is a Class B misdemeanor under ORS 162.085 and is punishable by six months in jail, a fine of up to 

$1,000 or both. In addition, DMV sanctions against you or your dismantler certifiCate may be imposed. Wrth this in mind ... I 

certify that I am the owner, a partner, an LLC member, or a corporate officer of this business and that all information on 

this application is accurate and true. I certify that the right of way· of any highway adjacent to the location listed above is 

used for access to the premises and public parking. 

Page2 



·••'WY:t:t·•·•••·st:iNtl.'llUIIifBEllf? ·····\•ift•• 
SURETY BOND 804327 

FAILURE TO COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE UNAVOIDABLE DELAY. 

LET IT BE KNOWN: 

THAT JRIEN~ AUTO PARTS INC. 
(OWNER. PARTNERS. CORPORATION NAME) 

DOING BUSINESS AS 
(ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME, IF ANY) 

HAVING PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS AT 28425 SE ORIENT DR GRESHAM OR 97080 
(AOORESS, CITY, STATE. ZIP COOE) 

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

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) 

STATE OF OREGON, AS PRINCIPAL(S), AND 
CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

(SURElY NAME) 

1201 N.E. Lloyd Blvd., Suite 360 Portland, OR 97232. (503) 287-6000 

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE. ZIP C~J TELEPHONE NUMBER 

A CORPORATION ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF Washinaton 

AND AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT A SURETY BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON, AS SURETY, ARE HELD AND FIRMLY 

BOUND UNTO THE STATE OF OREGON IN THE PENAL SUM OF $2,000 FOR THE PAYMENT OF WHICH WE HEREBY BIND 

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

A CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT, WHEN THE ABOVE NAMED PRINCIPAL HAS BEEN ISSUED A CERTIFICATE 

TO CONDUCT, IN THIS STATE, A BUSINESS WRECKING, DISMANTLING AND SUBSTANTIALLY ALTERING THE FORM OF 

VEHICLES, SAID PRINCIPAL SHALL CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS WITHOUT FRAUD OR FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, AND 

WITHOUT VIOLATION OF ANY OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE OREGON VEHICLE CODE SPECIFIED IN ORS 822.120(2) THEN AND 

IN THAT EVENT THIS OBLIGATION TO BE VOID, OTHERWISE TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT UNLESS CANCELED 

PURSUANT TO ORS 743.755. 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE .January 1 2006. AND EXPIRES December 31 ..2Qil6 ( BOND MUST EXPIRE ON TME ) 
LAST DAY OF TME MONTM. 

- ANY ALTERATION VOIDS THIS BOND -

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE SAID PRINCIPAL AND SAID SURETY HAVE EACH CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED BY 

ITS AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AND THE SURETY CORPORATE SEAL TO BE HEREUNTO AFFIXED 

THIS 21 DAY OF Septernbe[ 2005. 

....-·, 
I ~ATU~ARTNE/2~~ 

Till£ 

L;GTit~Dt (Aun 
NOREPR~ 

TinE 

.( L Attorney-in-Fact 

SURETY'S AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION: PLACE SURETY SEAL BELOW 

IN THE EVENT A PROBLEM ARISES CONCERNING THIS BOND, CONTACT: 
.. ~''"'"• 

NAME rELEPHONE NUMBER . ... ... ... t)'I."A ANo •• ' 
.. ~'N. - ,, 

CBJ:C (503)287-6000 .... ',, ........... ~' 
ADDRESS 

:-H.-·· .. · .. "r.·t'·· ... \'', 
1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 360 

~ ... • : ~0 ·~ •.'I 0. ':. 

: 1l 1 SEAL ~ s ~ 
CITY, STATE. ZIP CODE , ..... : ~ 

Portland, OR 97232 ~ \l ~~; , . . -
~ .... ,, ,,, ' .... ·~ : ., ~ .._ .. ,, __ ...... ~ .... -

''•• ~I'IING\" ........... 

APPROVED BY ATTORNEY GENERAl'S OFFICE '•'"''"'""''" 



Umited Power of Attorney 

Home Office: 
1213 Valley Street 
PO Box 9271 
Seattle, WA 98109-0271 
(206) 628-7200 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE cOMPANY, a corporation duly orglllized and existing under the laws d lhe Slate of washlngtDn, and 

hmring i1s pri11C1Ja office in SeaiDe. King OJunty, Washington,- by these presents make, constitute and appoint DEBt lEWIS, of Portland. Oregon, i1s bue and lawful ~act. wilh run 
power and au!hcrity hereby conferred in ils name. place and stead. kllli8CIIIB. acknowledge and deliwr on behalf of lhe Company my and 81 bonds and undertaldngs of SUI8Iyship given b my 

purpose, provided, howver, that no Allomey-ln-Fact shall be authorized 111 execuiB and dellwr my bond or UIICieltacing flat shaft obligaiB lhe Company for my portion of the penal sum lhereof In 

excess of $6,000,000, and provided, furtller, that no Atbney-ln-Fact shall have lie aulhorily Ill issue a bid or proposal bond b my project whel8, if a contract is awarded, my bond or undellaking 

would be requi8d wllh a penal sum in excess of $6,000.000; and Ill bhllhe Company llereby as fully and to the sane ex1an1 as if such bonds went signed by the Prasident, se3ed willl the corporale 

seal of lhe Company and duly allesiBd by i1s Secmlary; hereby ratifying and contlnnfng aJ that the said Allomey-D-fact may do in the premises. Said appointment is made under and by aulhorily of the 

following resclutlons adopted by the Boanl of D1111C1Dr.1 of the CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY on September 19, 2005: 

RESOLVED that lhe Ptesident of the CoqJany Is authorized kl appoint any person as the Con'4lanY's IJue and lawful Albnlly-in-fact With power and authorily 1D execul8 and 

deliver on behaf of the Colqlaly any and all bonds and undarlallings of SUllllysblp given b any pwpose. subject Ill such linlls as shall be delarmlned by the Pn!silenl of the 

Company; provided. llowiMr, that no such parson shal be dJorizal kl execuiB and deliver any bond or underlllldng that shall obligaiB the CoqJany for my portion d lhe ~ 

sum theleof in excess of $10.000.000. and provided. fwther, ta no~ shall have lhe authorily kllssuu a liid or 1J1111111B bond b my piOject whel8, if a contract is 

awarded, any bond or undertaldng would be ruquinll willl penal sum in excess d $10,000.000. 1vrt ~act adhorized ID execuiB a Slnly bond or undertalcing may also 

be adhorized ID execu111 any consent or allier cla:vntentBm inl:ldunlilllo said band or undertaldng. provided sucb document does not allllgatll lite Company in -of the limit 

set forth above. 

RESOLVED FURTHER t11a1 the authorily dthe SecleWy aflbe ~Ill catry lie allhenticily and ellllc:tiveness ofthetngalng re&Oiullon in my URiad Pow1!r of Allllmey 

is hereby delsgaled kll!a ilblng per.III1S, 118 sipba d any lithe iJibftlg kl bild the~ willl respect klthe aulleltiY IIIII a&r:tileness d lletregalng 111S1MaDs 
as I signed by lila Secrelay d lila ~ l.any A. Byas.llchaBI D. Bllns, Debbie Kidd, Am Jenes. Nancy M. YCIII!g. Mad A. Hauls, Rise A. Tlllrsli!llsiJn Hans Rallb, 

Madt S. Hewlll. Then!sa Smilll, Tom Dpnant. Pat Domar.Daama We!sdl. JoAnn Johnson. Deli l.swls, James L Nesdllal. Cleryl Nesdlke, Michael K. Nesc:hk8. Prowidlld. 
'-· llal no such person shall haoa 118 U11aritJ kl c:atry lhe lllltmllicily of a redlllan or U1ilal PIMer d A1111rneJ cloallld wl*lt- kl appailt lbemslllas Albnay­

in-Fa:t. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the signatures (Including C8ltification that the Power of Attomey is still In fon:e and effact) of the Praslden~ Nolaly Public and person certifying 

authenticity and effectiveness, and the corporate and NoBy seas appearing on any Umillld Power of Allorney containing this and the foregoillg resolutions as well as the Umlted 

Power of Allomey itself and i1s transmission, may be by fa:slmile; and such Umited Power of Atiomey shall be deemed an original in all aspects. 

RESOLVED FURTHER lhal aQ resolutions adopted prior to today appointing the above named as At!Dmey-ln-Fil:l for CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

are hereby supe!Seded. 

:~.~OF, CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY has caused these pmsents to be signed by Its Presiden~be hereto affixed this 19th day 

CONTRACTORS BONIJINGANDINSURANCECOMPANY . ~ 
/ (I{~ Al~. \ 

., ~ '~~Aa .. __ , ~~J' 
STATE OF WASHINGTON- COUNTY OF KING ~ 
On litis 19th day of Sepb!mber, :!005, parscnalfr appeared DON SIRJaN. ID me known to be the President of the ccwporation lhal execuiBd lhe foregoing l.lmilad Powar of Allomey and a::lcmwledged 

said Liniled Power of Allomey ID be the free and voluntary act and dlled d said c:orporatlon, for the uses and purposes lhen!in mentioned, and on oalh staiBd ~ he Is authorizad to execu111 lite said 

Umlted Power of Atmmey. ..,.._""""'''If 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hen!uniD set my hand and afllxed my oftlcial seal !he day and year first above writlen. ~~ J. ~1111~, 

§ ~'tAit· \ 
- r.;~~~ 

i -·· ! 
tDt AoA il~~· ,_ _..,.r- i ~ ~.,. ;e ~ 
'Wtf.l'~ ~ \ .,.A.fL3o.a~ff 

~,.-. ~ 

• ....._~lnandfortheStateof ....... ......._ -""-at.,...... 
1''•• OJtwA• ,#' 

·~· .. _"'"'":'' ,_., .......... ''''"'\\""''' 
The undersigned, acling under aulhorily of the !load of Directors of CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, hereby certifi8s, as or in lieu of Cerfificale of the Secn!lay of 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, that the above and begofng Is a run, 1Jue and cmrect copy of the Original Power of A11omey issued by said Company, and does hereby 

=~~_::2/_dayof~20-~ 
PoaDS01.14-US09192005 

,. 



-~-·J~1-~Tji-Kr·r~:n:;I\.._.-;OI'rrOn-Dti"'II'IC""';:)-CCnynr--.,...;A-I~C 

AS A DISMANTLER OF MOTOR VEHICLES OR EXPIRATION DATE 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

DRiVER AND MOTOR VEHtci.E SERVICES 
1905LANA AYE NE. SAlEM OREGON 9731& 

SALVAGE POOL OPERATOR 

e PLEASE TYPE OR PRINT LEGIBLY WITH INK. 
e SEE PAGE 4 FOR INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING A DISMANTLER APPLICATION. 

e ANY ALTERATION OF LINE 3 VOIDS LOCATION APPROVAL. DoRIGINAL ~NEWAL 

D Partnership 0LLC 

a) THE DIMENSIONS OF THE PROPERTY ON WHICH THE BUSINESS IS LOCATED ARE ft. 

b) ORS 822.115(4) requires applicants to file a description of the location of the dismantling yard. Accordingly, 
please file a plat map or other description of the location of the premises .. 

7 By signing this application you are also certifying that: 
1. The right of way of any highway adjacent to the area proposed for approval to conduct the dismantling business is 

used for access to the premises and public parking; 
2. You maintain a building or enclosure or other barrier at least six feet high for the purpose of conducting the 

dismantling business; 
3. You will not store any vehicles or vehicle parts or conduct the dismantling business outside of the building, 

enclosure or barrier; 
4. The business is hidden and adequately screened by the terrain or other natural objects or by plants, fences or 

other appropriate means so as not to be visible from the main traveled way or the highway except as permitted by 
ORS 822.135. 

3 LOC.AL GOVERNMENT APPROVAL (CITY I COUNTY) 

By _signing this application you are authorizing a dismantler business to be conducted at the location listed on Line 3 of this 
application. If a dismantler business cannot be conducted at that location, or if any of the conditions below are not met, do 
not sign this approval. 

I CERTIFY THAT THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE @.g:JJNTY OF --r'Y\u_ LW~ HAS: 

A) APPROVED THE APPLICANT AS BEING SUITABLE TO ESTABLISH, MAINTAIN OR OPERATE A MOTOR VEHICLE DISMANTLING 

BUSINESS (ORIGINAL APPLICATIONS ONLY). 
B) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION OR PROPOSED LOCATION MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS FOR THAT LOCATION UNDER ORS 

822.110. 
C) DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION DOES NOT VIOLATE ANY APPLICABLE PROVISION OF ORS 822.135. 
D) APPROVED THE LOCATION AND DETERMINED THAT THE LOCATION COMPLIES WITH ANY REGULATIONS ADOPTED BY THE 

JURISDICTION UNDER ORS 822.140. 

I ALSO CERTIFY THAT I AM AUTHORIZED TO SIGN THIS APPLICATION 
'AND AS EVIDENCE OF SUCH AUTHORITY DO AFFIX HEREON THE 
SEAL'OR STAMP OF THE CITY OR COUNTY. 

T PLACE STAMP OR SEAL HERE T 

.\ 
I 

PHONE NUMBER 

< ~~ > ct<o<o- "3 ~oB 

STK# 300488 



0 0 
Complete the section(s) below and sign. 
(Be sure to attach a separate sheet to show additional owners.) 

• List the primary owner, partners, LLC members or corporate officers below. 

• If a member of a limited liability company (LLC) is a corporation, the president must provide information below. 

• If a partner of a partnership is a corporation, the president must provide information below. 

• If corporation or LLC, then Oregon registered agent name and address required below. 

\EtD 

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION 

DATE 

NON LINE 19 ABOVE DATE 

TITLE RESIDENCE TELEPHONE NUMBER 

( ) 
DATE OF BIRTH DRIVER LICENSE NUMBER STATE OF ISSUANCE 

RESIDENCE ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIPCODE 

26 
~M~A~IL~IN~G~A~D~DR~E~S~S~(I~F~D~IF=.FE~R~E~N=T)----------------------------------~C~ITY~------------------~ST~A~T~Er.Z~IP~CO~D~E~----I 

27 
1-:C~ER~T-,..,IFY-:---,-INc-:cG-:S-:IG_N_A-:-T\J-:R-E. -OF OWNER SHOWN ON LINE 24 ABOVE DATE 

28 X 
F===~======================================================~======~===l 

29 
Ple~se atiacl"! {staple) copies of ALL owners, partners, LLC members or corporate officers official photo ID's 

(driver license or state issued Identification card ONLY). If the residence address on the photo ID is different 

than the residence address listed on Page 2, submit a statement explaining why the addresses do not match. 

~~ Copy must be legible. ~ 
False certification is a Class B misdemeanor under ORS 162.085 and is punishable by six months in jail, a fine of up to · 

$1 ,000 or both. In addition, DMV sanctions against you or your dismantler certificate may be imposed. With this in mind ... I 

certify that I am the owner, a partner, an LLC member, or a corporate officer of this business and that all information on 

this application is accurate and true. I certify that the right of way of any highway adjacent to the location listed above is 

used for access to the premises and public parking. 



-. - \ :J't?'t~tft!P.Nfl'tl.tlMBERi if:'?f'::: 

SURETY BOND 804327 .-, 

FAILURE TO COMPLETE THIS FORM WILL CAUSE UNAVOIDABLE DELAY. 

LET IT BE KNOWN: 

THAT ORIENT AUTO PARTS INC. 
(OWNER, PARTNERS, CORPORATION NAME) 

DOING BUSINESS AS (ASSUMED BUSINESS NAME, IF ANY) 

HAVING PRINCIPAL PLACE OF BUSINESS AT 28425 SE ORIENT DR GRESHAM OR 97080 
(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) 

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

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE) 

STATE OF OREGON, AS PRINCIPAL(S), AND 
CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

(SURETY NAME) 

1201 N.E. Lloyd Blvd., Suite 360 Portland, OR 97232. (503) 287~6000 

(ADDRESS, CITY, STATE, .ZIP CODE) TELEPHONE tiUMBER 

A CORPORATION ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF THE STATE OF Washinqton 

AND AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT A SURETY BUSINESS IN THE STATE OF OREGON, AS SURETY, ARE HELD AND FIRMLY 

BOUND UNTO THE STATE OF OREGON IN THE PENAL SUM OF $2,000 FOR THE PAYMENT OF WHICH WE HEREBY BIND 

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

A CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT, WHEN THE ABOVE NAMED PRINCIPAL HAS BEEN ISSUED A CERTIFICATE 

TO CONDUCT, IN THIS STATE, A BUSINESS WRECKING, DISMANTLING AND SUBSTANTIALLY ALTERING THE FORM OF 

VEHICLES, SAID PRINCIPAL SHALL CONDUCT SUCH BUSINESS WITHOUT FRAUD OR FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION, AND 

WITHOUT VIOLATION OF ANY OF THE PROVISIONS OF THE OREGON VEHICLE CODE SPECIFIED IN ORS 822.120(2) THEN AND 

IN THAT EVENT THIS OBLIGATION TO BE VOID, OTHERWISE TO REMAIN IN FULL FORCE AND EFFECT UNLESS CANCELED 

PURSUANT TO ORS 743.755. 

THIS BOND IS EFFECTIVE .Jan!lary 1 20.0.6. AND EXPIRES December 31 _2QQfi ( BOND MUST EXPIRE ON THE ) 
LAST DAY OF THE MONTH. 

-- ANY ALTERATION VOIDS THIS BOND --

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE SAID PRINCIPAL AND SAID SURETY HAVE EACH CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE EXECUTED BY 

ITS AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OR REPRESENTATIVES AND THE SURETY CORPORATE SEAL TO BE HEREUNTO AFFIXED 

THIS 21 DAY OF September 2005. 

~ 

~YATu~RTNERrA_:cE9 
TiTLE 

S~GT'UUREJ¥ (AUT ~RE;~ 
TITLE 

X 0( i 
Attorney-in-Fact 

SURETY'S AGENT OR REPRESENTATIVE MUST COMPLETE THIS SECTION: PLACE SURETY SEAL BELOW 

IN THE EVENT A PROBLEM ARISES CONCERNING THIS BOND, CONTACT: .. ~''"'"•• ... ... f.t'Jj NIO I 
NAME I~ELEPHONE NUMBER ..... ~~ -,, 

CBIC (503)287-6000 _... ~.._, ,,,.., ••• ,,, ~ I I 

ADDRESS 
=-it' .. -·••"t~-" o,.'····· \ ',, 

1201 NE Lloyd Blvd., Suite 360 
: ~ £ ~0 ·f,.- \ ~ '. 

~~t Sf:AiJj"f CITY, STATE, ZIP CODE 

Portland, OR 97232 , I ~ -
~ +..'''• ,,, .... ·~ : 

*I :if """",...•• ~ --
'''••"'ltNG\0 .......... 

APPROVED BY ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OFFICE '''"''\"'" 



I! bit: Limited Power of Attorney 

Home Office: 
1213 Valley Street 
PO Box 9271 
Seattle, WA 98109-0271 
(206) 628-7200 

INSURANCE 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, a corporation duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, and 

having ils principal office in SeatUe, King County, Washington, does by these presenls make, constitute and appoint DEBILEWIS, of Portland, Oregon, ils lrue and lawful Allomey-in-Fac~ with full 

power and aulhority hereby conferred in ils name, place and stead, to execute, acknowledge and deliver on behalf of the Company any and all bonds and undertakings of suretyship given for any 

purpose. provided, however, that no Attorney-in-Fact shall be authorized to execute and deliver any bond or undertaking that shall obligate the Company for any portion of the penal sum thereof in 

excess of $6,000,000, and provided, further, that no Attorney-in-Fact shall have lhe authority to issue a bid or proposal bond for any project where, If a conlract Is awarded, any bond or undertaking 

would be required with a penal sum in excess of $6,000,000; and to bind the Company thereby as fully and to the same extent as if such bonds were signed by the Presiden~ sealed with the corporale 

seal of lhe Company and duly atlested by ils Secretary; hereby ratifying and confirming all that the said Attorney-in-Fact may do in the premises. Said appoinlment is made under and by authority of the 

following resolutions adopted by the Board of Directors of the CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY on September 19, 2005: 

RESOLVED that the President of the Company is aulhorized to appoint any person as the Company's lrue and lawful Attorney-In-Fact with power and authority to execute and 

deliver on behalf of the Company any and all bonds and undertakings of suretyship given for any purpose, subject to such limils as shall be determined by the President of the 

Company; provided, however, that no such person shall be authorized to execute and deliver any bond or undertaking that shall obligate the Company for any portion of the penal 

sum thereof in excess of $10,000,000, and provided, further, lhat no Attorney-in-Fact shall have lhe authority to Issue a bid or proposal bond for any project where, if a contract is 

awarded, any bond or undertaking would be required with penal sum In excess of $10,000,000. Any Attorney-in-Fact authorized to execute a surety bond or undertaking may also 

be aulhorized to execute any consent or other documentation incidental to said bond or undertaking, provided such document does not obligate the Company in excess of the limit 

set forth above. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the authority of the Secretary of the Company to certify the authenticity and effectiveness of the foregoing resolution in any Umited Power of Attorney 

is hereby delegated to the following persons, the signature of any of the folloWing to bind the Company with respect to the authenticity and effectiveness of the foregoing resolutions 

as if signed by the Secretary of the Company: Larry A Byers, Michael D. Burns, Debbie Kidd, Ann Jenes, Nancy M. Young, Marti A. Houts, Rose A. Thorstenson, Hans Rauth, 

Mark S. Hewitt. Theresa Smith, Tom DymenL Pat Dorney, Deanna Wersch, JoAnn Johnson, Debi Lewis, James L Neschke, Cheryl Neschke, Michael K Neschke. Provided, 

however, that no such person shall have the authority to certify the authenticity of a resolution or Umited Power of Attorney document which serves to appoint themself as Attorney-

in-Fact 
. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that the signatures (Including certification that the Power of Attorney is still in force and effect) of lhe PresidenL Notary Public and person certifying 

authenticity and effectiveness, and the corporate and Notary seals appearing on any Umited Power of Attorney containing this and the foregoi.ng resolutions as well as the Umited 

Power of Attorney ilself and its transmission, may be by facsimile; and such Umited Power of Attorney shall be deemed an original in all aspecls. 

RESOLVED FURTHER that ali resolutions adopted prior to today appointing the above named as Attorney-in-Fact for CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

are hereby superseded. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY has caused these presenls to be signed by its President and ils corporate seal to be hereto affixed this 19th day 

of September, 2005. 
~••""'"'"••• 

,~~AND ..... . 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY 

Br 
~ Sirkin, Presideni d 
STATE OF WASHINGTON- COUNTY OF KING 

~~ ~ -·- /At.:· ...... . 
~ cu ~-o:;.oob~~-t. '1. 

i' ~ ~ o'(U . ...,~ .. ·.~ '\ = g:: ··CJ :..\.~ a=')_\ • 1: : , ... - \ "' • 
~~;SEAL 'si 
-:.~\ . is= \ '- ~~~~ 

'1. , ..... 1m, .. .if.: 
"~~·············~!It>~ "" .... ~8HJHGt0 , ........ 

~ ................. ~ 
On this 19th day of September, 2005, personally appeared DON SIRKIN, to me known to be the President of the corporation that executed the foregoing Umited Power of Attorney and acknowledged 

said Umited Power of Attorney to be the free and voluntary act and deed of said corporation, for the uses and purposes therein mentioned, and on oath stated th~t he is authorized to execute the said 

Umited Power of Attorney. 
""'''"""''''' $'"' ~,. J. tiC.,,,, 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF,! have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seallhe day and year first above written. .,:~~'*"""""'•~ ~!. 
ff #.#;~~:-~, \ - =f+o~~ \~ ~ 

. ~Jeer ~ ~ -·~(1 }_~ 
~ ~\ ~\.~ .§--:: 
~ ?. '•,,fs-3o-al.# R .= 

;~,,. ~ ••• ,,'"'"'"''"'"'" ~Q .:: 

Notary Public in and for the State of Washington, residing at Seattle ~,,,, 0 1t WAS'~-~ ,#' ,,,,,\\\\"''''"' 
The undersigned, acting under authority of the Board of Directors of CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, hereby certifies, as or in lieu of Certificate of the Secretary of 

CONTRACTORS BONDING AND INSURANCE COMPANY, that the above and foregoing is a full, lrue and correct copy of the Original Power of Attorney Issued by said Company, and does hereby 

=~~ :2/ ~-~ro ~ 
PoaDS01.14-US09192005 

,. 

! --- ·-· ---- -------- ~------------ --....... ---~-- --- -~ ---~ 

., . 



SUBJECT: 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP 

AGENDA NUMBER ORTOPR~: .. · . ,. · .. ·.. ...,.... ~. ~.---. ..;.,. .. __...;_~.-...;.,.----~-...:...;._..:.;......_..:..,.~...;.........---~--"--~.;..,...,..-'-

_,...,.,.....__;···'"-'·AGAINST:··-·· ~~··· .• TlJEABOVEAGENDA ITEM.··· 
'·- :.-, . 

. · .. > 

PHONE: ·· .· EVES.:.,..: _. ··---~~-'-----

EMAIL.:.;_: _. -~...:....;._~------------- FAX.:.;_: ___ ...:...;.__...:...;._ __ ...:...;._ __ _ 

SPECIFIC ISSUE.:,_: --~,;,c....c..fJ""",pg.....,/;;e...........,.if-+--__,,._~,o.-.-:;..<'-'----1~~.(2----s.l.....:~c.+-l-""5_'----------

()( -t 21 

-<IP5o7 ooortfo7 If tloufll-j 1}/;t/LQ. 
IF YOU WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD: 

1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk. 
2. Address the County Commissioners from the presenter table microphones. Please 

limit your comments to 3 minutes. 
3. State your name for the official record. 
4. If written documentation is presented, please furnish one copy to the Board Clerk. 

IF YOU WISH TO SUBMIT WRITTEN COMMENTS TO THE BOARD: 
1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk. 

, 2. Written testimony will be entered into the official record. 



Getting Married? 
The View Point Inn 

The most romantic, charming and elegant place on earth ... 
is just 22 miles from downtown Portland, near Crown Point, 

situated on a one-acre bluff, with a panoramic view of the entire 
Columbia River Gorge, the city lights of Portland and Vancouver. 

This historic private estate, built in 1924, is exclusively yours 
for the day and closed to the public. 

Book 2007 Now! 
Come join us 

Feb. 19,2006 1-4pm 
for a lovely Open House 

featuring Papa Haydn Catering & Desserts 

Please RSVP by Feb. 10, 2006 

503-695-5811 
Private parties, special events, weddings and receptions welcomed 

For' Reservations, call (503) 695-5811 

Directions from Portland: 
I-84 East, Exit #22, ·(Corbett) Go right - up Corbett Hill Rd. At top go left onto 
Scenic Hwy. Follow to Crown Point - 3 miles. Veer right to Larch Mountain 
Rd. The Inn is the on the left: 40301 E. Larch Mt. Rd. 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP 

SUBJECT: 

' ' . . . '. . ·_ . -... ___ . . - .. _ . - ::· --~ : ': - . : 
CITY/STJ\TE/ZIP.:.....: ~··· -=~~_,:;..:.-..~~~~......,· ·___.· ·_. •·_,.........~~··::·,.......,4~--'-2 ......... ·····-=0""-/-'""~· .. f"""'··.•·· . ....,..·· ··~···:···.......,.· ··~---'-

SPECIFIC ISSUE"'-: -----------------------

~TTENTESTIMONY.:._: ____________________ _ 

IF YOU WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD: 
1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk. 
2. Address the County Commissioners from the presenter table microphones. Please 

limit your comments to 3 minutes. 
3. State your name for the official record. 
4. If written docwnentation is presented, please furnish one copy to the Board Clerk. 

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



B8/82/2BB4 15:09 5037522145 HAIL ROOtv1 PLUS 

Deertment of Business and Community Services 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Environmental Compliance Division 

1600 SE 190111 Avenue 
Portland, Oregon ~233-5910 
PH. (503) 988·5050 Fax (503) 98&-3389 

www.co.multnornah.or.LI!i/dbcs/LUT /land_ use 

July 22, 2004 

Geoffrey Thompson & Janet Gable 

40301 E Lazch Mountain Road 
Corbett, Oregon 97014 

RE: Use of the Viewpoint Inn for Commercial Purposes 

Dear Mr. Thompson & Ms. Gable: 

PAGE 02 

An advertisement placed in the July 16, 2004 edition of the Arts a:nd Bntcctaimnent 

section of 'The Oregonian contains a commercial offering seeking reser\tations for private 

parties, weddings, speciaJ eventS, and receptions at your Viewpoint Inn property 1ocated at 

the above referenced address. A copy of this advertisement is enclosed. 

Commercial use of this property for these purpo!ile& is not allowed ·lmder Multnomah 

County's National Scenic Area Ordinance. This \VDS made expteE:sly ~~~when the 

County enforced and litigated this issue with you, Mr. Thompson,' bi 1999 in response to 

your having used the property for similar purposes (ref: County file ZV-99-0()6). 'There . 

have been no substantive changes to the land use rules as they apply to this property since 

that time. 

While the· Gorge Commission recently revised the Management Plan for the National 

Scenic Area to allow certain commercial events, including outdoor group gatherings, on 

Jands within the General Management Area of the Gorge, the revised Plan is not yet in 

effect nor has the County chosen to adopt these allowances in its Scenic Area Ordinance. 

Derrick Tokos, Land Use Planning, advised Mr. Thompson of this wben they met on June 

22nd of this year. Further, the County bas not been advised by th<: Forest Service that this 

property has been designated as being within the General Managmnent Area (it is 

presently within the Special Management Area). 

As owners oftbe property~ you are responsible for ensuring that use of the Vitwpoint Inn 

is consistent with what is allowed under the National Sccmic Area rules, which we 

understand at this point to be as a single family residence (ref: fit~ T2-02-009). 

Acconlingly, the County is asking that you immediately cease to solicit or uS.e the 

property for commercial purposes, puU any ad-v~sements to that effect,. and inform.. 

anybody that has responded to an ad that tbe property cannot be used in this fashion. The 

County is also asks that you mcmoria1ize your willingness to takt; these steps by signing 

and returning the enclosed voluntary compliance agreement to the County Code 

Compliance Office no later than Friday, July 30, 2004. 

viewpoint_ 04072Z.doc 
Page 1 ofl 
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While we would very much like to resolve thls as amicably as possible, the County 'Will actively 

pursue enforcement if you do not immediately cease to use the property for c.ommercial purposes or 

fail to return tho signed compliance agreement within the timeftmne provide1. 

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 

Xc: Katen Scbillin8, PbmDing Diftctor 

Martha BemJett, Gorge Commiss:ion Bxewtive Director 

Sandnl DaffY, Assistant CouDty Attorticy 

Derrick Tokos, Princ:ipa1 Pl.amer 

Michael Grimmett. Code Compliance Specialist 

Enclowres 

viewpoint_ 040722.doc 
Pagc2 of3 



. ' 

-. 

VOLUNTARY COMPLIANCE AGREEMENT 

This document describes tbe terms of an Agreement between Multn:unah County. 

"COUNlY," and Geoffrey Thompson. Jan Gable. •RES PONDENTS,,. t·:> achieve voluntary 

compliance with the Jaws governing use of the property described herein, t!lat is under 

Respondent's ownersb ip. possession or control. 

1. Desaiption o[ Property: The property subject of this agreement is loc~ed at: 
. . 

40301 E Larch Mountain Road 

Corbett, Oreg~m 97014 
Tax Lots 1500 & 1600, Sec 30CC, TIN, RSE, W.M. 

TaX Acct #R832300010 and R832301940 

2. Respo:JWents, LiD ks to Property: Respondent Geoffrey Thompson Ulan Owner of the 

Property identified as Tax Lot 1600; therefore, is responsible· for what oceors at that property. 

Respondent Jan Gable is the Owner of the propertieS identified ·as Tax. Lot lSOO and Tax Lot 

1600 and isi therefore responsible fur what occurs at these propetties. 

3. La.Dd Us Compliance boblem Addressed with this Aere¢inent: ·The foUowirig· 

activities are oocutring at the above described property, and mUst be corrected under the terms 

of this Agreement: 

a. An advertisement Placed in the July 16. 2004 editiQJJ of the Ar:ts and Entgtainment·section 

of The Oregonian conr.aim a~ offering seeking mervations for m:jvate parties. 

weddings. special events. and ~tion& at the dwelling l<gted on the property. known as the 

.. Viewpoint Inn ... 

***Entering into this Voluntary Compliance Agreemem. is an acknowledg~nent by Respondents 

of sufficient notice that the County intends to follow through with coaec:tive action a:od 

enforcement. if necessary. However. enteri.ng into this Agreement shall Jl.ot be considered an 

admission by Respondents of the existence of the violation(s) for any purpose.••• 

4. Reanired Cor:rectl!e Adlon & Time Limit! for Comptiante: The following actions are 

required of the Respondents to resolve tbe above described compliance problem. Each action 

must be completed in the time frame specified in this Agreement. 

a. Immediately cease co use the mppgry located at 40301 E Latch Mountain Road Corbett. 

Oregon. for commercial purpgses. 

Page 1 of3- Multnomah County Vohmtary Compliance Agreement-multiple; UR.~.S 
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b. Desist from advertising mmertv located at 40301 E J..areh Mountain Ro.ld Corbett. Oregon. 

for commercial purposes and pull @1lY existing advertisements no later than Friday, July 30. 

2004. 

c. Contact any persons that have @1>2nded to the advgtisementJ apd inform tben tbat tbe 

property cannot be used in tbis fashion. Such contacts shall occur no lam than Priday, July 

30,2004. 

5. Impact of Voluntary Com.pllaDce A2reelpent on Enfortement Action by CoDDty: 

County agrees to delay further processing or enforcement·action on the matters 

described above during the time allotted under this Voluntary Compliance Agreement for 

completion of all corrective action. County shalt. t.alce no further action COJacCming. the alleged 

violation(s) if all terms of this Voluntuy Coiiq>liaoce Agr~ are satisfied. However, if 

new evidence comes ·to County's anent ion after· execution of tbis Ageement tbat indicates that 

otber compliance problems exist at the property, County may requR RespQ~eu1s, .to enter into 

an Amended Voluntary Compliance Agreement, or an additiODal Voluntary ·compliance 

Agreement for addilional corrective action on these issues. Failure to enter into the Amended 

or additional Agreement Ulidet those circumstances would result m·rewcatlonoftbis . 

Agreement and reinsWement of processing and other enfmceme:nt action by COllllty. 

If no new eVidence arises to ·~ter the tem1S ·agreed ~ ~e •. and if p(!x:eedings w~e 

initialed against Respondents prior to execution of this Agreerent, tberi tbdse proceedings will . 

be tenninated by Co\Ully when all terms of this Agreement are satisfied. 

6. Jmpad of Failm to Qmmly.wlth Terms of this Volqntan Com.pllimee Agreemeat: 

Failure to comply with any term of this Voluntary Compliance Agreement constitutes a 

separate violation. and sbaD. be bandied in accordance with the procedures established by 

Multnomah County Code, ~cept no further notice after the Voluntary Cmnpliance Agreement 

has been signed need be given before further enforcement prOCHdings are initiated. Upon 

failure by Respondents to comply with any term of this Voluntary CompliaDce Agreement, · 

County may consider this Agreement void aDd proc:eed witb enforcement action on the matters 

described herein. 

By signing below, the parties agree to all terms set out in this VoluntarY Compllimce 

Agreement. 

RESPONDENT RESPONDENT 

Signature Signature 

Page 2 of 3 - Mulmom.ah County Vohmlaey Camp~ Agreernen&.multiple; UR..o44t8 
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IE§j GROEN ~ STEPHENs&KLINGE UP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

2101 112TH AVENUE NE, SUITE 110 
BELLEVUE, WASHINGTON 98004-2944 

Via Facsimile and US. Mail 

Ms. Kim Peoples 
Environmental Compliance Manager 
Multnomah County 
1600 SE I 90th A venue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 

Re: Use ofthe Viewpoint Inn 

Dear Ms. Peoples: 

July 30, 2004 

jOHN M. GROEN 
RICHARD M. STEPHENS 
CHARLES A. KUNGE 
DIANA M. KIRCHHEJM 

TELEPHONE 
(425) 453-6206 

FACSIMILE 
(425) 453-6224 

I have been retained by Geoff Thompson to help him in his relations with Multnm;q$ Co.unty 
with respect to the Vie-wpoint Inn. We met yesterday afternoon, Thursday July 29;'''2004, and I 
reviewed your letter dated July 22, 2004. Mr. Thompson and I discussed the past history of this 
property, including the permitting disputes from several years ago. 

First, I have reviewed the advertisement that appeared in the Oregonian and I understand why it 
has raised your concern. Unfortunately, there have been some misunderstandings that hopefully 
this letter can clear up. 

My client is the new co-owner of the property; he is now residing in the dwelling and intends to 
continue to live there for many years. He also desires to be able to use the property as a bed and 
breakfast and possibly host some commercial events such as weddings. However, Mr. 
Thompson understands that he must first secure the necessary land use permits to be able to 
engage in those commercial activities. Please be asst.rred, there has not and will not be any 
commercial use of the dwelling or the premises until the necessary approvals are in place. 

I will be working with Mr. Thompson to prepare applications for submittal and we hope to 
schedule a pre-application conference in the near future. As he goes through the permitting 
process, I have counseled Mr. Thompson to set aside his prior frustrations with the events that 
unfolded several years ago, and to tum the page. This is an opportunity for a fresh start for all 
parties. 

With respect to the advertisement that appeared in the Oregonian, there is an unfortunate error in 
the text. The advertisement was supposed to state that dates are available for 2005, not for 2004. 
The reason this advertisement was placed is because weddings must be planned well in advance. 
Nevertheless, Mr. Thompson knows that he cannot accept any contracts for 2005 weddings until 



Ms. Kim Peoples, Environmental Compliance Manager 
Multnomah County 
July 30, 2004 
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the land use approvals are complete. Accordingly, any prospective clients that might call will be 
informed that all potential dates are tentative only and are subject to securing necessary permits. 
At this time, there are no tentative bookings. 

Although Mr. Thompson's advertisement was only intended as advance planning in anticipation 
of securing land use approvals, he has agreed to not run any further advertisements. 
Accordingly, to the extent it is even necessary, he is voluntarily complying with your request to 
not place further advertisements. Unfortunately, Mr. Thompson and I met late yesterday 
afternoon it was too late to pull an advertisement that appears in today' s edition of the 
Oregonian. However, there wiU,,,be no further advert.isements until we reach a point where doing 
so is consistent with a reasonable expectation otland use approvals. --~ · ·· · 

1 hope that this response will satisfy the C~_up.ty andthat you will see there is no need to initiate 
an enforcement proceeding. There has been no commercial use of the property, nor will there 
be any until land use approvals are in place. Mr. Thompson believes he is in compliance already, 
but to the extent further voluntary compliance is necessary, he is. taking the action you desire by 
not placing any further advertisements. 

I realize that your letter includes a "Voluntary Compliance Agreement." That agreement is 
defective under the Multnomah County Code§ 37.0935 because it does not provide the required 
applicable code provision that you assert Mr. Thompson is violating. Nevertheless, as the above 
demonstrates, there is no need for a revised Voluntary Compliance Agreement because Mr. 
Thompson has already voluntarily ceased to place additional advertisements. 

While commercial use will not take place, it is well known that the Viewpoint Inn is a unique 
and ideal spot for social gatherings. Indeed, as a parcel listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places, the property should be enjoyed and appreciated by many visitors. Accordingly, 
Mr. Thompson anticipates that from time to time, he will be asked to make his residence 
available for non-commercial gatherings. This is not unlike any other person allowing their 
residence to be used as a site for charitable fundraisers. I have attended numerous such 
charitable events on the grounds of private residences. 

With that background, could you please clarify for Mr. Thompson what permits, if any, would be 
required for non-commercial gatherings such as a charitable fundraiser. The question is 
particularly important because Mr. Thompson has been asked to make his residence and grounds 
available for a fundraiser for the Corbett Fire District. The fundraiser to benefit the voluntary 
firefighters is currently planned for August 29, 2004. Mr. Thompson is not accepting any money 
for the fundraiser and he will be engaged in no commercial activity. He is simply making his 
home available as a site for the gathering. We are happy to answer any additional questions you 
may have about the fundraiser and to put you in contact with the primary organizers. 

Please advise us of how Multnomah County would like Mr. Thompson to proceed in responding 
to the request to host this fundraiser. 
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Ms. Kim Peoples, Environmental Compliance Manager 
Multnomah County 
July 30, 2004 
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As you know, Mr. Thompson has a deep respect for the beauty and history of this property. 
Although he is the owner and has a right to exclude others, Mr. Thompson views himself more 
as a steward of the property and that, rather than restricting the property for his private 
enjoyment, he desires to allow others to enjoy its aesthetic benefits. Accordingly, regardless of 
what may transpire in the permit process for commercial use, Mr. Thompson desires to be able to 
freely invite friends and guests for non-commercial social gatherings. The fundraiser described 
above is one example. Perhaps a wedding for friends is another example. 

As these private opportunities arise, Mr. Thompson does not desire to enter into disputes or 
misunderstandings with the County~ Commercial use is oi1J_e thing, bth private non-commercial 
use is another. Accordingly, please advise what MultD.omah County's position is with respect to 
private, non-commercial gatherings. 

Thank you for your anticipated response . 

JMG:lch 

Sincerely, 

GROEN STEPHENS & KLINGE LLP 

· .. ·.··~~~t;&~ 
/ohn M. Groen 
jgroen@GSKonline.com 

cc: Martha Bennett, Gorge Commission Executive Director 
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Viewpoint Inn owner tangles again with county 
BY SHARON NESBIT 
staff writer· 

CORBErr - Multnornah County officials 
and Geoff Thompson, owner of the 
Viewpoint Inn, are butting heads again over 
Thompsan's plansto open the historicinn 
near Crown Point to weddings and other 
special events. 

A July 16 adv~rtisernent for . events at 
Viewpoint Inn offered bo9kings in 2004 and 
provoked the county's environmental com­
pliance division to write Thompson and his 
partner, J~et Gable, saying that the inn, at 
40301 E. Larch Mountain Road, is not zoned 
for . commercial use, The tWo were given 

· until Friday, July 30, to sign a voluntary coni.­
plianc~ agreement. 

"I did. not open it. I didn't look I have no. 
interest," Thompson said this week, adding 
that he had passed the letter on to his attor­
ney.' ~'I am in full compliance with the 
Columbia River Gorge commission; l will 
not be corresponding or dealing with 
Multnornah County. They are· a corrupt 
agency." . 

Thompson said the 2004 date listed in the 
·. advertisement was an error and that the inn 

will be ready to receive guests in 2005 and 
likely will be in use as a bed and breakfast 
before that. . . . . 
· However, Kim Peoples, ; county compli­

ance manager, .said the county was aware of 
a person who responded to the ad, put a 
deposit down and later iearried that such 
events are not a•lawful use .of the inn at this 
time. 

"We don't want to.see folks disappointed horne, to train developmentally disabled 
and hopes dashed," he said. people, including his brother, . for work in 
. . Thompson, who dismisses his opponents the hospitality industry.· 
as "closed~rninded eco-terrorists,'' lost a As an educational facility, Multnornah 
tumultuous fight in ·1999 over hosting coni- County officials. allowed the operation but. 
mercia! events :it. the Viewpoint Inn. .· restricted hours to weekend breakfasts and 

A CirCUit Court judgefound that by hosting lunches with a closing time. of 4 p.m. 
weddings .and large parties at the inn, Thompson and Perkins hosted a number 
Thompson and ·Stephen Perkins, who was of large events, including lunches and dine 
then his ,partner, exceeded terms of a 1997 nel'S that set off complaints from neighbors 
permit that ail owed them to us~ the inn as an over parking problems~ 
educational facility under a non-profit cor- After losirig the fight in 1999, Thompson 
poration, The Lois Thompson Housing went to California; trailed by a civil lawsuit · 
Project for Challenged Citizens. from the state attorney general's office 

Thompson originally purchased the prop~ charging Thompson With lying in order to 
· erty, which wa5. then in use as a private · collect government money for the Lois 

- ...... 

Thompson Housing Project. . . officials, including Troutdale Mayor Paul 
. The inn, a National Register site, reverted Thalhofer. 

to the origillal owners and has been idle, ''I didn't come here to lose; I wouldn't be . 
rented out to establish residency, but here but for the grace of God. Do you think 
became mired in financing struggles and Multnornah County has any power over God?· 
complex scenic area rules that made it diffi.- No. God's running the show here," he said. 
cult to sell, said Realtor Dale Burkholder. ln his letter to Thompson, Peoples· noted 

The laiJ.d was offered. to the U.S. ForeSt that nothing in land use 'hiles has changed 
·Service, but that agency rated it a low prior- since Thompson lost his case in 1999. 
ity and when the opportunity to buy the site Meanwhile, Thompson is counting on a 
expired in March, Thompson returned to revised management plan recently adopted 
buy the property. · · by the Columbia River Gorge Comrnissi()n 

"The property was a mess,". said that could relax rules on commercial events 
Burkholder, associate broker With Pete in certain management areas of the gorge. · · 
Anderson Associates, who nursed the site Friends of the Columbia Gorge have filed 
tlu,-ough ~~ed property issues for more a legal challenge of the revis.ed plan an.Q ·· 
than three years. "There's no better person even when the revision is approved, the new 

. (than Geoff) for that property with the pas- rules must be adopted by MUltnornah 
~ion he has." He said Thompson has been County. County planners are charged with 
fixing the inn up and repairing years of overseeing regulations in the· part of the 
neglect. national scenic area within the county. . . 

"I've come back here to reclaim my prop- Peoples notified Thompson by mail. to 
erty, my losses and the rights of this proper- cease use of the inn for commercial purpos-' 
ty once and' for all," Thompson said. es, to quit advertising arid to contactpeople 

He blames the Friends of the Columbia who had responded to the ad infonnmg . 
Gorge and county officials for a loss of· $3 them that the property was not to be used for . 
million that he might have earned had the 'commercial events. · 
inn remained open the last thiee years. He At the same time, Diana Karabut, board 
said in California he found "amazing rich member of Friends of the Columbia Gorge, 
and famous friends who will come out on a wrote Multnornali County Commission~r 
globallev~l in print and in film" to tell the Lonnie Roberts, citing the Viewpoint Inn's 
story ofhis struggle. "long history of unlawful use" and asking 

The former body builder and one-time commissioners to support .the county plan­
owner of a cosmetic company marked his ning agency. Karabut, . a retired teacher, 
return May 25 With a prayer breakfaSt at becaine active in gorge issues while working 
Viewpoint Inn. He invited a number of local as a volunteer at Multnomah Falls. 

·{l 
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Department of Community Services 
Environmental Compliance 

MULTNOMAHCOUNTYOREGON 

1600 SE l901
b Avenu~ Suite 116 

Portland, Oregon 97233 

{503) 988-5050 phone 
(503) 988-3389 fax 

January 18, 2005 

Geoff Thompson 
40301 E. Larch Mountain Road 
·Corbett, OR 97019 

Viafacsimile: (503) 695-5818 

Location: 40301 E. Larch Mountain Road 
Case#: · UR-04-048 

Dear Mr. Thompson. 

Per your request today of Kim Peoples, Environmental Compliance Program 
Manager, this communication confirms that on Aprill5, 2005, the Code 
Compliance office closed Under Review (UR} case file UR-04-048 for the 40301 
E. Larch Mountain Road property. 

Respectfully, 

.~.JJG#f-
Michael Grimmett 
Code Compliance Specialist 
Environmental Compliance 

p.l 



~erizonwireless 
P.O. BOX 96088 
BELLEVUE, WA 98009 

DONN ANGELO SIMIONE 
40301 E LARCH MOUNTAIN RD 
CORBETT, OR 97019-9786 

Verizon Wireless news 
Get Your Family IN 
Add up to 4 lines to your account and share your calling plan 
minutes. Call 1-866-396-7 444 or go to 
www.verizonwireless.com/addaline for details. Certain conditions 
and restrictions apply. 

Let Us Take Care of This for You 
Wh~ you sign-up for Auto Bill Pay, your monthly bill will be paid 
automatically each month from your credit card or bank account. No 
more checks to write, stamps to buy or late fees. Call 
1-866-868-3882, log on to My Account online or see back of 
remlttance stub to enroll. 

Aecibe tu Factura en Espafiol/ Get Your Bill In Spanish 
Para recibir tu factura de Verizon Wireless en espariol, llama desde 
tu telefono m6vil #SPAN (#7726). (llamadas sin cargos de 
conexi6n ni tiempo de aire). To get your Verizon Wireless bill in 
Spanish, call #SPAN (#7726) from your wireless phone (calls are 
toll and airtime free). 

~ verizonwiretess 
Payment coupon 
Please return this portion with your check or money 
order made payable to Verizon Wireless. 

DONN ANGELO SIMIONE 
40301 E LARCH MOUNTAIN RD 
CORBETT, OR 97019-9786 

January 19, 2006 Page 1 of 7 

To Make A Payment 
Online: verizonwireless.com (My Account) 

Account number 
761372637-00001 
Invoice number 
2011807326 

Phone: #PMT (#768) or #BAL (#225) 
from your wireless phone. Airtime free. 

Mail Payment: Verizon Wireless 
PO Box 9622 

Contact Us 
Online: 
Phone: 
Mail Letters: 

Account summary 
Previous charges 
Previous balance 
Payment received 01/18 ·Thank you 
Balance forward 

Current charges 

Mission Hills, CA 91346-9622 

verizonwireless.com 
*611 or 1-800-922-0204 Airtime free. 
Verizon Wireless 
Customer Service 
PO Box 96082 
Bellevue, WA 98009"9682 

$76.34 
-7$ .. 34 

$.00 

Monthly charges 59.99 
Usage charges 23.84 
Verizon Wireless surcharges and other charges and credits 1.65 
Taxes, governmental surcharges and fees · 6.50 :i-To~t~a'i-1 cl.Jut::rr~e~n-i!'t c~h~a~rg~e,.cs=~=~~=-----___:----~--...;;:$91.98 

Total Amount Due by February 14, 2006 $91.98 
A late payment charge applies for unpaid balances. The charge is the greaier of 
$5 or 1.5% per month or as permitted by law, and are liquidated damages, not a 
penalty. 

Bill date January 19,2006 vw 
Account number 761372637-00001 
Invoice number 2011807326 

'=B"'al,_,a""'"nc""e~f,_,o:!-'rw"-'a,_,r_,d ____________ -:- $.00 
Current charges ·::-:c-.,...----------~$91.98 
AMOUNT DUE BY 02/14/06 $91.98 
MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO 
VEAIZON WIRELESS 
Amount enclosed 

$ DD.DD 
PO BOX 9622 
MISSION HILLS, CA 91346-9622 

11.1 ..... 11 •• 11 .. 1 •• 1.11 •• 1.1 ... 11 .... 1.1 •• 1.11 •• 1.1 

D Check here and fill out the back of this slip if your billing address 
has changed or you are adding or changing your email address. 

2011807326010761372637000010000091980000091984 



~erizonwireless 

Usage detail continued ... 

In Your Home Area 

Date Time 

50 01/03 11 :49A 

51 01/03 11:52A 
52 01/03 11 :58A 
53 01/03 01 :09P 
54 01/03 01:1 OP 
55 01/03 01 :12P 

56 01/03 02:08P 
57 01/03 02:1 OP 
58 01/03 02:11 p 
59 01/03 02:12P 
60 01/03 02:14P 

61 01/03 02:16P 
62 01/03 02:17P 
63 01/03 02:18P 
64 01/03 02:23P 
65 01/03 02:24P 

66 01/0.3 03:18P 
67 01/03 03:19P 
68 01/03 03:23P 
69 01/03 03:26P 
70 01/03 03:32P 

71 01/03 03:41 p 
72 01/03 03:42P 
73 01/03 03:45P 
7 4 01/03 06:35P 
75 01/04 10:06A 

76 01/04 12:59P 
77 01/04 08:24P 
78 01/04 08:26P 
79 01105 1 0:34A 
80 01/05 10:35A 

81 01/05 .J0:39A 
82 01/05 11:53A 
83 01/05 11 :55A 
84 01/06 11 :46A 
85 01/06 11 :53A 

86 01/06 01 :12P 
87 01/06 01 :24P 
88 01/06 01 :33P 
89 01/06 03:39P 

,. 90 01/06 03:40P 

91 01/06 03:44P 
92 01/06 03:45P 
93 01/06 03:48P 
94 01/06 03:49P 
95 01/06 04:07P 

96 01/06 04:14P 
97 01/06 04:15P 
98 01/06 10:11P 
99 01/07 09:58A 

100 01/07 10:03A 

Rate 

p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
0 
0 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
p 
p 
p 

p 
p 
0 
w 
w 

Bill date January 19, 2006 
Account number 761372637-00001 
Invoice number 2011807326 

Minutes Origination+ Phone number Destination 
Usage 
type 

Call 
type 

Airtime 
charges 

3 

3 
4 
1 
2 
5 

1 
1 
1 
3 

1 
2 
4 
1 
4 

1 
4 
3 
7 
9 

1 
3 
8 
2 
2 

3 
2 

1 
2 

12 
3 
2 
5 

34 

10 
2 
5 
1 
4 

1 
2 
1 

18 
3 

2 
2 
3 
1 
1 

Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 

OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 

OR (503)288-1265 Portland 
OR (503)663-0772 Gresham 
OR (503)663-0772 Gresham 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 
OR (503)224-4564 Portland 

OR A 

OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 

OR (411)000-0000 411connect CL A 
OR · (503)667-4455 Gresham OR A 

. OR (503)297-5742 Portland OR A 
OR (411)000-0000 411connect CL A 
OR (503)221-8327 Portland OR A 

OR (503)294~5930 Portland OR A 
OR (411}000-0000 411connect CL A 
OR (503)665-2181 Gresham OR A 
OR (503)221-8327 Portland OR A 
OR (503)294-5972 Portland OR A 

Portland oR <5o3)m ~oo3o Poriiand 
(503)695-5811 Corbett 
(503)695-2283 Corbett 
(503)988-6796 Portland 
(503)221-8327 Portland 

OR 
OR 
OR 
OR 
OR 

A 
A 
A 
A 
A 

Portland OR 
Portland OR 
Portland OR 
Clackamas OR 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Troutdale 

Troutdale 
Gresham 
Gresham 
Portland 
Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Gresham 
Camas 

Camas 
Camas 
Camas 
Portland 
Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 
Portland 

OR (503)988-6796 Portland 
OR (503)663-0772 Gresham 
OR (503)663-0772 Gresham 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 

OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 
OR (503)493-4175 Portland 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 
OR (503)493-4175 Portland 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett 

OR 
OR 
OR 
OR 
WA 

(425)453c9206 . Be)IE:!Yue. 
(503)695-5811 Corbett 
(503)695-6551 Corbett 
(503)221-8329 Portland 
(503)663-0772 Gresham 

WA (503)988-5220 Portland 
WA (503)988-3043 Portland 
WA (503)221-8329 Portland 
OR (503)988-3043 Portland 
OR (503)254-4884 Portland 

OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 

OR A 
OR Y 
OR Y 
OR A 
OR A 

.. W/L.A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 

OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 
OR A 

OR (411 )000-0000 411 connect CL A 
OR (503)762-2130 Portland OR A 
OR (411)000-0000 411connect CL A 
OR (425)453-6206 Bellevue WA A 
OR (503)695-5811 Corbett OR A 

Portland OR (411)000-0000 411connect CL 
(503)222-1140 Portland OR 
(503)695-5811 Corbett OR 
(411 )000-0000 411 connect CL 
(411)000-0000 411connect CL 

A 
A 
y 
y 
y 

Portland OR 
Portland OR 
Washougal WA 
Camas WA 

LEC 

LEC 

LEC 

LEC 

LEC 

LEC 

LEC 
LEC 

Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included. 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 
Included 

·Long 
distance 
and other 
charges 

·' .00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
.00 

.00 
1.49 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.. oo .... 
.00 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1.49 
.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
1.49 
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Total 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
.00 

.00 
1.49 
.00 
.00 
.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.oo 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

.00 

1.49 
.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
.00 
.00 

1.49 
1.49 
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January 19, 2006 

To Whom It May Concern: 
. . . 

t receiVed a message durtng the first week ofJanuary 2006 from Mattrtew 

Lashua at Multnomsh County ~·TI're Vie~.~.tm. I dfd rattJrn . 

Mattt1evla cau and gothla message centet. 1lfl8·fOBQwlna •y, r trted to calt . · 
Mattttew.agatn and QOt hlsmes&adeaenter..,,,at~ time. Ueft a· measap 

forMattJtew requeeting a rettertivm Mtatfnoma~t·ecXmty •llte ~-·sajlr.g· 
that It waa okay to promote The VfewPoint tnn •. I mentioned we naeGefJ the 

letter aa soon u Polelbfe. a&w8-wete·Oftcftadllneifclr:a·apedat sediOn~ · 

Matthew called me bEK:k and told m&ltewoufd cto btabeat tv ~·the Jetter, 

bUt_,..~~.-.. -~~_ .. ' ........ :~_--'·.·_,;~:fat_ ... / •. ~_i'-!, .. ~_-_· ... --~med· . 
there was no problem taking Tfii·VIeiil,.;Qai:Bflirtlilftl~ · · · · · ·.· · · 

Dur1ng the next few days. I called Matthew eavtQitfmett requesting alder · 

because we were on a Pf04Uction deadtlM. Matthew· eJCPfalned to me tl\at 

Multnomah County didn't work d1at f8sf.. butthn\'18$ no: pmbfem actept~rtg The . 

VieW Polf'lfs advefttslng asf8raa MuiiROmah COunty was conceRted~ · 

On my last converaatfon wfth Matlhewj 11&-&Xpfall\ed to me that for Muftm)mrlh 

County to send a retterto The Oregonfan would .,... mtsdlreCtsct since tbelt­

COrrespondence had been dJrectecUo the ownerofTheVfsw Point lnn. notl118: 

Oregonian. Again. at that tfmep Mauttew assuiVd me Mulfnomah· County did not , 

have a problem with The Oregonran acceptfn;adV&msmg. 

Terry Carragher 

7 'J '01 0 'nll WWift~ II QfHl7 •1\1 ·MIIr 



SUBJECT: 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
PUBLIC TESTIMONY SIGN-UP 
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-FOR:~----· AGAINST:--'-~· .. _ ..• -TfiE ~OVEAO:ENDA' riEM, 

NAME: ·_ . - /3tJ8 _-

ADDRESS.:..: ~L----=:._;,:_;____..£_~~---~.,.....;.,..-..;.....~____,.-____,.____,.~..:...;....-------..,;....,._..,;..~.......;... 
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PHONE: 

EMAIL . .:..:-------'---'----'----'------

SPECIFIC ISSUE,.:..:-----------------------

~TTENTESTIMONY.:...:~Y~~------------------

IF YOU WISH TO ADDRESS THE BOARD: 
1. Please complete this form and return to the Board Clerk. 
2. Address the County Commissioners from the presenter table microphones. Please 

limit your comments to 3 minutes. 
3. State your name for the official record. 
4. If written documentation is presented, please furnish one copy to the Board Clerk. 

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



8 February 2005 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners 

Two weeks ago Chair Linn asked for proof of unethical and illegal actions of some planning department staff 
after several incidents were mentioned by Multnomah County residents who spent their time and energy to speak 
before you. I am back to present you with that proof for the incidents I mentioned. Let me start by saying again, 
as I have said before: there are many good, honest, competent employees at the Land Use Planning and 
Transportation division. There are also several out-of-control planners that should not be receiving a taxpayer­
funded salary. 

Incident 1: Exhibit #1 is a letter from your own previous "Interim Planning Director" documenting the lack of 
compliance with state law regarding the 150 day rule (ORS 215.427) on two separate applications. Not 
mentioned in this letter is the fact that Multnomah County (MC) had code provisions previous to November 
2000 that contained specific time deadlines in those NSA codes. Also not mentioned in this letter is the fact that 
in my case the 120-day rule applied, not the 150 days as the letter implies was the governing law. This letter 
clearly shows a lack of compliance with state law and the Multnomah County NSA codes, codes that this Board 
passed. The 2003 SB 310 passed with a nearly unanimous vote in the House and was signed into law by 
Governor Kulongoski. It was necessary only because some Multnomah County planners, in my case Chuck 
Beasley, had decided they didn't want to comply with this pesky already existing law. During the committee 
meetings on SB31 0 Senator Ringo offered an apology to me for the treatment at MC. No such apology has ever 
come from MC. 

'Incident 2: Exhibit #7 is a page from the MC Code Compliance Procedures manual prepared by Kim Peoples. 
Paragraph 1.5.4.1 clearly says "Priority Cases. The Board of County Commissioners has established the 

•. following priorities for Land Use and Transportation Division code violations." Eight violations are listed, the 
·third being violations within the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. When Mr. Peoples was 
questioned about the lack of enforcement within the NSA at a Planning Commission meeting review he 
responded that these were not priorities but "simply bullets ... of values", and that violations were not 
prioritized (Exhibit #6). During the adoption of the new enforcement code Mr. Peoples also told me, before the 
Planning Commission, that existing, proven violations that were beyond the appeal deadlines in the old code 
would not simply be starting all over again from the start under the new 15 step code. Yet that is what has 
occurred in regards to ZV -0017 under Mr. Peoples supervision. At the same time as "priorities" became 
"bullets", this violation was back to step 2, step one being the original complaint. 

Incident 3: Last August a presentation of the MC code process was given to the Gorge Commission (GC) by 
Kim Peoples and Michael Grimmett, his subordinate. During the presentation it was represented that there waS 
one closed ZV case within the NSA for the approximately year and a half that the new enforcement code had 
been in effect. Except it really wasn't closed, it was just renumbered, a fact that was not made clear to the GC 
and the public. Se~ exhibit #2. A letter to the GC after I talked to Mr. Grimmett was sent to "provide 
clarification" but never really mentioned the one specific NSA "closed ZV violation". 

Incident 4: During the process of a residential addition application, Mr. Beasley also jumped over a fence 
adjoining a lock gate after he was simply asked to make an appointment so I could be home and unlock the gate. 
These pictures of his actions are not in your packet since I feel you can ask him yourself if you are really serious. 
If he admits to looking at the locked gate and then going beside it to jump over the fence and gain access, then 
you have your proof without the pictures. ORS 215.080 does not apply. If he denies doing it, then I will make 
these pictures available to a third party, such as the newspapers. 

If department or division supervisors are not able to do any investigation on these and other incidents, it is time 
for a replacement. The same would apply to any legal staff who are advising ignoring other state and local laws 
and simple ethical standards. 

Bob Leiooer Troutdale. Oregon 503-695-5276 
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Department of Business and Community Services 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 
Land Use and Transportation Program 

1600 SE 190th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-3043 

Members of the Senate Water and Land Use Committee 
900 Court Street, State Capitol 
Salem, OR 97301 

March 17, 2003 

Dear Chair Ferrioli and Committee Members: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide information regarding SB 310. As you know, The Federal Act establishing the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area mandated that each county within the Scenic Area either adopt regulations to implement the 
Management Plan for their portions of the Scenic Area or relinquish control of land development within the Scenic Area to the Columbia River Gorge Commission. 
Multnomah County adopted an ordinance to implement the Act and Plan on February 6, 1993. Since that time, Multnomah County has processed 213 cases in the Scenic Area; we have approved all but 4 of those 213 applications. Since 1993, our average case 
processing time has been 136 days. Recently the County staff has worked diligently to improve that number and for the time period between July 1. 2001 through June 3. 2002. our average review time was 80 days for scenic area permits. 

We understand there has been specific testimony regarding the timelines of two particular cases processed by Multnomah County; the first is the case ofTim and Casey Heuker and their application to replace a burned down dwelling. The County processing time for Tim and Casey Heuker' s case was 181 days from the date it was determined to be a complete application, which included the unanticipated appeal and public hearing process required for us to take this case to a County Hearings Officer. The application was filed at the 
County on May 4, 2001, approximately five months after the devastating fire the Heuker .family suffered, and the final County decision was issued on January 24, 2002. The difficult situation that makes the processing timeline for the Heuker property unique and beyond 150 days is that the Heuker' s had a land division violation, and knowledge of the violation, on their property prior to the fire. Multnomah County Code prohibits us from approving applications on properties where violations exist. We notified the Heuker's of the violation and rather than deny the application, waited and held the decision until they cleaned up the violation. The day after they cleaned up the violation, we issued an 
approval for the replacement dwelling, unfortunately, that took us beyond 150 days. On March 4, 2002, the County signed off the building permit for the replacement dwelling 
and the Heuker' s began construction at that time. As you may know, even though 
construction was occurring, that case was later appealed to the Columbia River Gorge 
Commission, who then issued a final decision on July 9, 2002. 

Another case you have heard testimony on was Mr. Bob Leipper's application to construct a new 2 story detached garage, an addition to an existing structure and new retaining wall, totaling over 1,000 square feet in new structures on the site. The Hearings Officer noted 
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this was a·difficult application to decide,.because there is difficulty interpreting 
applicability of code provisions when an applicant has proceeded to do excavation and 
construction prior to making application and retroactively determining how much work 
had been done is more difficult than if the application is made prior to work commencing. 
Never the less, Multnomah County issued that decision 156 days after the application was 
deemed complete. The I 56 day processing time on this case included the time of Mr. 
Leipper' s appeal of his own approval. 

The question of whether or not the 150 day clock provisions ofORS 215.427 has never 
been litigated or tested to our knowledge, and in a past case, a Multnomah County 
Hearings Officer found the 120 ot 150 day ruling as the case may be, not applicable to an 
appeals case in the Scenic Area and that matter was not contested. In November 2000, 
Multnomah County adopted procedures in the Scenic Area that mimic the state processing 
rules found in ORS 215.402 to 215.438. There does need to be a release valve however, 
for one reason, if the 'cultural review process' found in the Management Plan kicks in 
then the process can and usually does go well outside 150 days. The United States Forest 
Service, in conjunction with State Historic Preservation Office determines when this 
process is applicable and when each step of the process is satisfied. There is a similar 
situation with the 'natural resource review' process controlled by the United States Forest 
Service and the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife. In other words, the County has · 
no control over these portions of the Scenic Area process and the associated timelines. 
However, where we can comply with the 150 day rule, we will comply, and we will 
continue to improve our internal processes to streamline the 80 day average we are 
currently maintaining. 

It is one ofMultnomah County's goals to continuously strive to improve customer service 
and we look for opportunities to reach out to our customers and improve their experience 
with our program and the land use system. We have been able to make recent 
improvements to our case processing timelines with this goal in mind and have shaved 
approximately 55 days off our processing time in light of this goal. We continuously 
search for ways to improve service delivery and exceed customer expectations at a cost 
that represents value to them and appreciate any feedback your committee may have on 
how we can continue to improve. 

Sincerely, 

Susan L. Muir 
Interim Planning Director 

cc: Diane Linn, Multnomah County Chair 
Lisa Naito, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Serena Cruz, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Maria Rojo de Steffey, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Lonnie Roberts, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Martha Bennett, Executive Director, Columbia River Gorge Commission 
Anne W. Squier, Gorge Commission Chair 
Tom Guiney, Interim Land Use and Transportation Director 
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this was a· difficult application to decide,. because there is difficulty interpreting 
applicability of code provisions when an applicant has proceeded to do excavation and 
construction prior to inaking application and retroaCtively determining how much work 
had been done is more difficult than if the application is made prior to work commencing. 
Never the less, Multnomah County issued that decision 156 days after the application was 
deemed complete. The 156 day pro~ing time on this case included the time ofMr. 
Leipper' s app~ ofbis own approval. 

The question of whether or not the 150 day clock provisions of ORS 215.427 has never 
been litigated or tested to our knowledge, and- in a past case, a Multnomah County · 
Hearings .Officer found the 120 ot 150 day ruling as the case may be, not applicable to an 
appeals case in the Scenic Area and that matter was not contested. In November 2000, 

· Multnomah County adopted procedures in the Scenic Area that mimic the state processing 
rules found in ORS 215A02 to 215.438. There does need to be a release valve however, 
for one reason, if the 'cultural review process' found in the Management Plan kicks in 
then the process can and usually does go. well outside 150 days. The United States Forest 
Service, in conjunction with State Historic Preservation Office determines when this 
process is applicable and when each step of the process is· satisfied. There is a similar 
situation with the 'natural resource review' process con~olled by the United States Forest 
Service and the Oregon Department ofFish and Wildlife. In other words, the County has · 
no c01itrol over these portions of the Scenic Area process and the associated timelines. · 
However, where we.can comply with the 150 day rule, we will comply, and we will 
continue to improve our internal processes to streamline the 80 day average we are 
currently maintaining. 

It is one ofMultnomah County's goals to continuously strive to improve customer service 
and we look for opportunities to reach out to our customers and improve their experience 
with- our program and the land use system. We have_ been able to make recent 
improvements to our case processing timelines with this goal in mind and have shaved 
approximately 55 days off our processing time in light of this goal. We continuously 
search for ways to improve service delivery and·exceed customer expectations at a cost 
that represenis value to them and appreciate any feedback your committee may have on 
how we can continue to improve. 

Sincerely, 

Susan L. Muir 
Interim Planning Director 

cc: Diane Linn, Multnomah County Chair 
Lisa Naito, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Serena Cruz, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Maria Rojo de Steffey, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Lonnie Roberts, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Martha Bennett, Executive Director, Columbia River Gorge Commission 
Anne W. Squier, Gorge Commission Chair 
Tom Guiney, Interim Land Use and Transportation Director 
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h. there is a previous history of complaints and code enforcement on the · 
subject property and/or with the alleged code' violator; 

1. there is community interest in the violation, and the potential code 
enforcement and compliance on the property would be very visible; 

J. there is good potential for combining enforcement action on the violation 
with other violations; 

. 
k. the relative benefit of code enforcement outweighs its cost; 

l. there is good potential that the violation(s) can be established will be 
successfully resolved; and 

m. there is little likelihood of obtaining voluntary compliance. 

1.5.4 Priorities for Code Enforcement.- It is the county's policy to. investigate and to attempt to 
resolve all code violations. However, because of limited code enforcement resources, there may 
be times when all code violations cannot be given the same level of attention; some code 
violations may receive no attention at all; or the county may be unable to carry out code 
enforcement activities set forth in this manual. · 

In circumstances where not all code violations can be investigated, the most serious violations, as 
·determined under the priorities set forth in this section and the criteria for enforcement in Section 
1.5.4 of this manual, shall be addressed before the less serious violations, regardless of the order 

·in which the complaints are received. However, complaints alleging both priority and non­
priority violations should be processed together to maximize efficiency. 

1.5.4.1 (Priority Cases. __ The Board ofCol!tlty_-c..COJll.t:n,i~ners h~-~s.tablished the] 
[ following ~priorities for. Land~ Use. and_ Transportation DiY!sion~o<Ie violatfOns. 

a. Violations that present an imminent threat to public health and safety; 

b. Violations affecting the environment; 

[c. Violations withln.theiliumbia Riv~;·Go;;e~N;tionaJ.Sc";wc A!~ 

d. Violations causing irreparable damage; 

e. Violations involving ongoing un-permitted construction; 

f. Violations for failure to comply with permits; 

g. Violations affecting neighboring property; 

h. Violations within a site that is considered a critical area, including, but not 
limited to, a view shed, habitat, or landslide area; and any court ordered 
enforcement action. 

Multnomah County Code Compliance Procedures Manual 
July, 2004 

Page 
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Grimmett gave an overview of the case history by stating that in February 2005, there were 48 open 
Zoning Violations still pending from 1992 through 2002 and 245 open Under Review cases from 
2000 through 2005. Grimmett gave a breakdown on the complaints and the current case breakdown. 
Grimmett discussed the fact that he had learned that the accepting of anonymous land use violation 
complaints might need to be reconsidered, that there was a need to be more flexible in determining a 
violation and the remedy, and there was a need to be more flexible in time lines needed for property 
owners to address violation remedies. 

Looking ahead, the Code Compliance Program will be issuing a second revision of the Code 
Compliance Manual, reviewing the acceptance of anonymous complaints by other jurisdictions, and 
the launching of a web site for the Environmental Compliance Program. 

Questions: 

Foster asked about the possible problems with anonymous complaints and asked Grimmett to 
describe some of the potential problems and if he had found that many complaints were not valid. 

Grimmett stated that there have been mixed reviews about the program accepting anonymous 
complaints from the general public and that to date, most complaints had been valid, even though in 
some cases additional code violations were discovered during site inspections. 

Brothers asked if the anonymous complaint issue had been addressed by counsel. 

Peoples stated that under State law all the files are eventually discoverable unless there is some kind 
of an exemption. The procedure of holding a complaint anonymous is an option as one takes into 
consideration the public policy. At this time the file is held in confidence to those that the file does 
not impact, however, these are public records unless there is an exception, which would have to go 
through County Counsel and subject to State and Public records law. 

Chairman Ingle stated that the public would have an opportunity to make comment. 

Public Comment 

Robert Leipper, P.O. Box 94, Troutdale, OR 97060. 
Leipper stated that he had not come prepared to make a statement but that the last Code Compliance 
Procedure Manual that he had read was about 8 months~~go!It listed theNSA violationsas the thjld 

(highest priority. LeippefdKfilornear any oreakdoWn ofNSA violations or CO~J!pl~ during r ~ 
( ~mmett's ~rvieJ'~e felt that by~~Q~!!lentioning_these,.it.was.Jike ~~to~fi.i<!_e §Omethi~g. 

Le1pper asked what the Gorge Commission voted on when they d1d not have the Code Comphance 
Manual and now it appears that it had been changed. 

2 

Peoples re.§ponded that in the Procedures Manual _giese types of cases were not prioritized, the~re 
\sliii.i>1Y_bull~ts tliafstatecnliat tfiese were values that Land Use and the Board of_Councy- ---­
\~~ne~l<!__~~~~~:JPeoples referred Leipper to page 6 of the pape;co'py of the 
power pomt presentatiOn wliere it mcorporates the view sheds; environment and others are 
mentioned under Level 1. The Procedures Manual has not changed. Any changes being made are to 
take care of editing errors and the like. There has been a data base kept of everyone who has 
received a copy of the Procedures-Manual and they will receive the second version when it is 
available. " , 

Peop.les commended Grimmett for his hard work and diligence in getting the program up and ex ' 
runmng. 
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CLOSED Zoning Violation Cases by Type and Rural Plan Area 

10% in the National Scenic Area (NSA) 

WSR ESR West Hills Sauviels. .N5N Total 

Grading and Erosion ControU f I 
0! Hillside Development 2 0 0 

I o! 
3 

Health Hardship 0 0 0 0 0 

Non-Permitted Dwelling 0 0 I :; 2 

Junk Yard 0 0 0 0 0 

Commercial 1 0 0 0 1 I 2 

Multiple/Miscellaneous 2 0 0 0 \ 3 

Illegal Structure or Development 

0 1 Standard 0 0 0 0 0 

I 

Totals 6 0 3 0 ~J 10 

Summary of Code Compliance Cases 
for the 

National Scenic Area (NSA) 

Total Open Total Open 
zv Closed ZV Actlvezv UR ·closed UR Active UR 

Grading and Erosion Control·/ 
Hillside Development 0 0 0 6 4 

Health Hardship 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Non-Permitted Dwelling 3 0 0 5 1 2 

Junk Yard 0 0 0 2 0 

Commercial 5 0 4 8 0 

Multiple/Miscellaneous 3 0 15 9 

Illegal Structure or 
Development Standard 0 0 0 6 3 

Totals 11 1 1 38 26 5 

&X ,t. 2.. 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA P·L.ACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 02/09/06 · 

Agenda Item#: _R=..::....:-1=------­
Est. Start Time: 9:30AM 

Date Submitted: 01/17/06 
----=-=-=~:.-=-___ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice Regarding the 
Proposed Vacation of a Portion ofNE Arata Road, County Road No. 730 

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

Date 
Requested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 minutes 

Department: Community Services Division: Land Use & Trans Program 

Contact(s): Robert Maestre 

Phone: Ext. 83712 ---------503-988-3712 1/0 Address: _4_:..;5:...::5..:..:/2=---------

Presenter(s): -=-P-=a=tr.:.:ic:.::k:..::H:.::::::in::d=s __________________________ _ 

General· Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

In continuation ofthe proceedings necessary to vacate a portion of a slope and drainage easement 
acquired for use in conjunction with NE Arata Road, County Road No. 730, the Multnomah County 
Land Use and Transportation Program (LUTP) requests that the Board accept this Agenda 
Placement Request as the County Road Official's Report as provided under ORS 368.346( I); 
schedule Thursday, March 16, 2006, as the date for the final hearing pursuant to ORS 368.346(2); 
and, finally, direct staff to provide all appropriate notice ofthe March 16th hearing as required under 
ORS 368.346(3). 

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

As a requirement for development of property abutting Arata Road, Multnomah County acquired a 
30' wide slope and drainage easement paralleling Arata Road. This easement area contains an open 
channel ditch which accommodates surface runoff from the pavement and sidewalk area of the 
southerly half of Arata Road. The abutting property owner and developer has contoured and graded 
the ditch and their abutting property so that the existing ditch can continue to accommodate surface 
runoff from Arata Road. We do not anticipate an increase in capacity for this channel, as Arata 
Road is currently built to County Street standards, and the abutting property will soon be built to its 
highest and best use. The existing drainage facility is sufficient for our current and future needs. 

It is in the best interest of the public to vacate the southerly 15' of this 30' wide slope and drainage 
easement, as described in the attached Resolution. 
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3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
NE Arata Road and this slope and drainage easement area are maintained by Multnomah County. 
Reducing the size of this easement will not interfere with the intended use or purpose for the 
easement. Reducing the size of this easement will reduce the area of County maintenance 
responsibility. 

All costs associated with this petition are the responsibility of the petitioner. 

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

The roads proposed for vacation are situated entirely within the City of Wood Village. Before the 
vacation proceedings are finalized, the City of Wood Village must by Order or Resolution concur 
with the fmdings of the county governing body that the proposed vacation is in the public interest, 
pursuant to ORS 368.361 (3). 

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

A Resolution will be adopted on January 26, 2006, initiated this vacation proceeding. 

A Public Hearing will be scheduled for March 16, 2006, during which time public comment will be 
heard, pursuant to ORS 368.346. 

Notice ofthis Public Hearing shall be provided in accordance with ORS 368.401 to 368.426 by 
posting and publication and service on each person with a recorded interest in the property proposed 
to be vacated, any improvement constructed on public property proposed to be vacated, and any real 
property abutting public property proposed to be vacated. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Date: 01/13/06 

Date: --------

Date: 
--~-----

Date: Countywide HR: ----------------------- --------
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Setting a Public Hearing, and Directing Notice Regarding the Proposed Vacation of a Portion of 
N.E. Arata Road, County Road No. 730. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On January 26, 2006, the Board, by Resolution in response to a lawfully submitted 
petition, initiated the proposed vacation of a portion of a slope and drainage easement 
(more particularly described in the attached Exhibit A) acquired for use in conjunction 
with N.E. Arata Road, County Road No. 730, and directed the County's Land Use and 
Transportation Program (LUTP) to prepare a report as required under ORS 368.346(1). 

b. The Board has received the LUTP report, which found the proposed vacation would be 
in the public interest and recommended that the vacation be approved. 

c. The Board pursuant to ORS 368.346 is now required to provide for notice and a public 
hearing on the proposed vacation. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Board will hold a hearing on Thursday, March 16, 2006, at 9:30 a.m., in the 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100, 501 SE Hawthorne 
Boulevard, Portland, Oregon. 

2. The purpose of the hearing is to consider whether the proposed vacation of a portion of 
a slope and drainage easement as described in the attached Exhibit A, is in the public 
interest. 

3. Land Use and Transportation Program Management is directed to provide notice of the 
hearing in the manner required under ORS 368.346(3). 

ADOPTED this 9th day of February, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

Page 1 of 1 - Resolution Setting a Public Hearing, and Direct Notice of the Proposed Vacation of a 
Portion of N.E. Arata Road, County Road No. 730. 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. 06-017 

Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice Regarding the Proposed Vacation of a Portion of 
NE Arata Road, County Road No. 730 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. On January 26, 2006, the Board, by Resolution in response to a lawfully submitted 
petition, initiated the proposed vacation of a portion of a slope and drainage easement 
(more particularly described in the attached Exhibit A) acquired for use in conjunction 
with NE Arata Road, County Road No. 730, and directed the County's Land Use and 
Transportation Program (LUTP) to prepare a report as required under ORS 368.346(1). 

b. The Board has received the LUTP report, which found the proposed vacation would be 
in the public interest and recommended that the vacation be approved. 

c. The Board pursuant to ORS 368.346 is now required to provide for notice and a public 
hearing on the proposed vacation. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Board will hold a hearing on Thursday, March 16, 2006, at 9:30 a.m., in the 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100, 501 SE Hawthorne 
Boulevard, Portland, Oregon. 

2. The purpose of the hearing is to consider whether the proposed vacation of a portion of 
a slope and drainage easement as described in the attached Exhibit A, is in the public 
interest. 

3. Land Use and Transportation Program Management is directed to provide notice of the 
hearing in the manner required under ORS 368.346(3). 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNO UNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

u.~n. ct;C)----

Page 1 of 3 Resolution 06-017 Setting a Public Hearing and Directing Notice Regarding Proposed Vacation of a 
Portion of NE Arata Road, County Road No. 730 
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EXHIBIT 'A' 
DRAINAGE AND SLOPE EASEMENT VACATION 

LOT 20, 'WOOD VILLAGE TOWN CENTER" 
DESCRIPTION 

October 26, 2005 

A tract of land in the southwest and southeast one-quarters of Section 27, Township 1 
North, Range 3 East, Willamette Meridian, City of Wood Village, Multnomah County, 
Oregon and being ,described as follows: · 

Beginning at a point on the westerly line of Lot 20, "Wood Village Town Center", a duly 
recorded plat in Multnomah County, and bearing South, 21.38 feet from the westerly 
northwest corner of said Lot 20, and also being on the southerly line of the Drainage 
and Slope Easement granted to Multnomah County on the plat of said "Wood Village 
Town Center"; thence S.89°51'24"E. along said southerly tine, 915.88 feet to the 
easterly line of said Lot 20; thence N.00°08'25"E. along said easterly line, 16.50 feet to 
a point on a line which is· parallel with and 13.50 feet southerly of, when measured at 
right angles to, the southerly right-of-way line of N.E. Arata Road; thence N.89°51 '24'W. 
along said parallel line, 269.88 feet; thence leaving said parallel line S.00°08'36'W., 
1.50 feet to a point on a line which is parallel with and 15.00 feet southerly of, when 
measured at right angles to, the southerly right-of-way line of N.E. Arata Road; thence 
N.89°51 '24'W; along said parallel line, 646;04 feet to the easterly right-of-way line of 
Wood Village Boulevard; thence South along said. easterly right-of-way line, 15.00 feet 
to the Point of Beginning. · 

REGISTERED 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND $URVEYOR 

CZf'~iG~ 
OREGON 

JAWAAY 11, 1996 
GARY E. PAUL 

.2898 
RENEWAL 12/3i/2006 

L:\Project\11800\11833\Survey\Legals\Drainage-slope Easement 052605.doc E~-"i;T A 
R:J. 1 ()r z. 
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WESTERLY NORTHWEST 
CORNER OF LOT 20, 

"WOOD VILLAGE TOWN 
CENTER" 

SCALE: 1"=150' 

DUNBAR STREET (VACATED) 

PORTION OF EXISTING 30' DRAINAGE AND 
SLOPE EASEMENT TO MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
PER PLAT TO REMAIN 

PORTION OF EXISTING 30' DRAINAGE 
AND SLOPE EASEMENT TO MUL TNOMAH 
COUNTY PER PLAT TO BE VACATED 

LOT 20 

REGISTERED 

PROFESSIONAL 
LAND SURVEYOR 

CZi~~~ 
OREGON 

JANUARY 17, 1996 

GARY E. PAUL 
2698 

RENEWAL 12/31/2006 

"WOOD VILLAGE TOWN CENTER" 
PORTION OF EXISTING 30' DRAINAGE AND 
SLOPE EASEMENT TO MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
PER PLAT TO REMAIN 

NOTE: PLAT DENOTES THE "WOOD VILLAGE 
TOWN CENTER" PLAT, MULTNOMAH 
COUNTY PLAT RECORDS 

/POINT OF BEGINNING 

WOOD VILLAGE BOULEVARD 
S833E136.0WG 

EXHIBIT A otak 
DRAINAGE AND SLOPE EASEMENT VACATION . 

surveyors 
engineers 
planners LOT 20, •woOD VILLAGE TOWN CENTER• . 

CITY OF WOOD VILLAGE 
MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

OCTOBER 26, 2005 

I n C· o r p o r o t e d 

17355 S.W. BOONES FERRY ROAD 
LAKE OSWEGO, OREGON 97035 
(503)635-3618 FAX (503)635-5395 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT RE,QUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 02/09/06 _::..:=:._:c.:...:...cc--'-----

Agenda Item#: _R:::..::....::-2-'--------
Est. Start Time: 9:33AM 

Date Submitted: Ol/26/06(revised) 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

First Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Amending County 
Land Use Code, Plans and Maps to Adopt Portland's Recent Land Use Code, 
Plan and Map Revisions Related to the Adoption of the lnfill Design Code 
Amendments in Compliance with Metro's Functional Plan and Declaring an 
Emergency 

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

Time 
-'--.:...::...;;...:c..:..:.:...L..:~~.:__-------- Requested: ---=-5....::m~i..:.:nu:::t:=e:::..s ______ _ 

--=--=-===:.L...;::....:..:....:...::..::...:.::_ _______ Program: Land Use & Transportation 

1/0 Address: 455/116 
-'---~~-- --~-'----'----------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Adopt the ordinance as recommended by the Portland Planning Commission and Portland City 
Council. 

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

On October 11, 2001 the Board adopted Ordinance 967 (effective date January 1, 2002) adopting, in 
summary, the Portland Comprehensive Plan and zoning ordinance. The County and the City of 
Portland have been engaged in agreements enabling the City of Portland to provide planning 
services to achieve compliance with the Metro Functional Plan for those areas outside the City 
limits, but within the urban growth boundary and urban service boundary of Portland. Since the 
adoption of Ordinance 967 and subsequently Ordinance 997, the attached ordinances have been 
passed by the Portland City Council and therefore the County must adopt them pursuant to our 
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intergovernmental agreement to keep the code up to date. Multnomah County and the City of 
Portland entered into an Intergovernmental Agreement (lGA) to transfer land use planning 
responsibilities on January 1, 2002. The IGA lays out a process requiring the County to ensure that 
any amendments to the City's comprehensive plan, zoning code and other regulations adopted by the 
City Council will be considered by the County Board of Commissioners at the earliest possible 
meeting. It also states "The County Board of Commissioners shall enact all comprehensive plan and 
code amendments so that they take effect on the same date specified by the City's enacting 
ordinance" (unless adopted by emergency). The City will have taken action on all of the above 
items by the hearing date of this ordinance. If the County does not adopt these amendments, the 
IGA will be void and the County will be required to resume responsibility for platming and zoning 
administration within the affected areas. 

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

NA 

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

State law requires a notice be placed in a newspaper of general circulation 10 days prior (1 /16/06) to 
the BCC hearing. We request adoption of this ordinance by emergency to closely align with the City 
of Portland effective date(1/20/06) as stated in the !GA. The County Attorney's office was involved 
in the drafting of the original IGA and has been involved in coordinating our compliance effort 
through adoption of these code amendments. 

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

The City included the County affected property owners in their noticing for these code revisions 
when required pursuant to the IGA and directed them to the City legislative process. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01/26/06 

---------------------------------------- Date: ______________ _ 

---------------------------------------- Date: ______________ _ 

----------------------------------------- Date: ---------------

2 



[, 
I 

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 

Amending County Land Use Code, Plans and Maps to Adopt Portland's Recent Land 
Use Code, Plan and Map Revisions Related to the Adoption of the lnfill Design Code 
Amendments in Compliance with Metro's Functional Plan and Declaring an Emergency 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The Board of County Commissioners (Board) adopted Resolution A in 1983 
which directed the County services towards rural services rather than urban. 

b. In 1996, Metro adopted the Functional Plan for the region, mandating that 
jurisdictions comply with the goals and policies adopted by the Metro Council. 

c. In 1998, the County and the City of Portland (City) amended the Urban Planning 
Area Agreement to include an agreement that the City would provide planning 
services to achieve compliance with the Functional Plan for those areas outside 
the City limits, but within the Urban Growth Boundary and Portland's Urban 
Services Boundary. 

d. It is impracticable to have the County Planning Commission conduct hearings 
and make recommendations on land use legislative actions pursuant to MCC 
37.0710, within unincorporated areas inside the Urban Growth Boundary for 
which the City provides urban planning and permitting services. The Board 
intends to exempt these areas from the requirements of MCC 37.0710, and will 
instead consider the recommendations of the Portland Planning Commission and 
City Council when legislative matters for these areas are brought before the 
Board for action as required by intergovernmental agreement (County Contract 
#4600002792) (IGA). 

e. On September 15, 2005, the Board amended County land use codes, plans and 
maps to adopt the City's land use codes, plans and map amendments in 
compliance with Metro's Functional Plan by Ordinance 1067. 

f. Since the adoption of Ordinance 1067, the City's Planning Commission 
recommended land use code, plan and map amendments to the City Council 
through duly noticed public hearings. 

g. The City notified affected County property owners as required by the IGA. 

Page 1 of 4 - Ordinance Amending Land Use Code, Plans and Maps 



h. The City Council adopted the land use code, plan and map amendments, set out 
in Section 1 below and attached as Exhibits 1 through 3. The IGA requires that 
the County adopt these amendments for the City planning and zoning 
administration within the affected areas. · 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. The County Comprehensive Framework Plan, community plans, 
rural area plans, sectional zoning maps and land use code chapters are amended to 
include the City land use code, plan and map amendments, attached as Exhibits 1 
through 3, effective on the same date as the respective Portland ordinance: 

Exhibit Description Effective I 
No. Hearing 

Date 
1 Ordinance adopting the lnfill Design Code Amendments to the 1/20/06 

Portland Zoning Code; Titles 17 and 33. (POX Ord. #179845) 
2 lnfill Design Code Amendments Recommended Draft 11/18/05 
3 lnfill Design Project Report: Medium-Density Residential 10/10/05 

Development Issues and Staff Recommendations 

Section 2. In accordance with ORS 215.427(3), the changes resulting from 
Section 1 of this ordinance shall not apply to any decision on an application that is 
submitted before the applicable effective date of this ordinance and that is made 
complete prior to the applicable effective date of this ordinance or within 180 days of the 
initial submission of the application. 

Section 3. In accordance with ORS 92.040(2), for any subdivisions for which 
the initial application is submitted before the applicable effective date of this ordinance, 
the subdivision application and any subsequent application for construction shall be 
governed by the County's land use regulations in effect as of the date the subdivision 
application is first submitted. 

Section 4. Any future amendments to the legislative matters listed in Section 1 
above, are exempt from the requirements of MCC 37.0710. The Board acknowledges, 
authorizes and agrees that the Portland Planning Commission will act instead of the 
Multnomah Planning Commission in the subject unincorporated areas using the City's 
own procedures, to include notice to and participation by County citizens. The Board 
will consider the recommendations of the Portland Planning Commission when 
legislative matters for County unincorporated areas are before the Board for action. 

Page 2 of 4 - Ordinance Amending Land Use Code, Plans and Maps 



Section 5. An emergency is declared in that it is necessary for the health, 
safety and general welfare of the people of Multnomah County for this ordinance to take 
effect concurrent with the City code, plan and map amendments. Under section 5.50 of 
the Charter of Multnomah County, this ordinance will take effect in accordance with 
Section 1. 

FIRST READING AND ADOPTION: February 9. 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By~~~~ 
Sandra Duffy, Assistant County Attorney 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

Page 3 of 4 - Ordinance Amending Land Use Code, Plans and Maps 



EXHIBIT LIST FOR ORDINANCE 

1. Ordinance adopting the lnfill Design Code Amendments to the Portland Zoning 
Code; Titles 17 and 33. (POX Ord. #179845) 

2. lnfill Design Code Amendments Recommended Draft 

3. lnfill Design Project Report: Medium-Density Residential Development Issues 
and Staff Recommendations. 

Prior to adoption, this information is available electronically or for viewing at the 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners and Agenda website 
(www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/WeeklyAgendaPacket/). To obtain the adopted ordinance and 
exhibits electronically, please contact the Board Clerk at 503-988-3277. These 
documents may also be purchased on CO-Rom from the Land Use and Transportation 
Program. Contact the Planning Program at 503-988-3043 for further information. 

Page 4 of 4 - Ordinance Amending Land Use Code, Plans and Maps 



ORDINANCE No. 179 84 5 

Adopt the Infill Design Code Amendments. (Ordinance; Amend Titles 17 and 33) 

The City of Portland Ordains: 

Section 1. The Council finds: 

h . 
1. The Comprehensive Pion for the City of Portland was adopted by City Council in October 1980 

(Ordinance No. 150580). Comprehensive Pla11 Goal), Neighborhoods,:states: "PresCr\le'and 
reinforce the stability and diversity of the City''s nejghoorhoods. while allowing fodnereasecfdensity 
in order to attract and retain long-term resi&nts and lbUsmesses an<lmsure'i-he Cicy ... s residen'tial 
quality and economic vitality." Subsequetitly,1he·a"dopte<! f)Olit"ies·ofnumerous·eotnmunity and 
nei~rhood ;plans, which ace part of~· •Go17V1re/rens,.iva Plan, have called for new in fill 
d~vtlbpmtn't4o·ibo designed 'to resped ~sting comm'!lni~ character. 

; : .. ~ . .. ~ ~ ~ "- ' 

2. In 1997, the Portland Planning Commission deliberated on.amendments to the Qmununil)i iOesign 
Standards- the standards used as an alternative to desi(pi teview itt most· areas-outsi&;;o.fthe ()enltal 
City where design rev:.ew is required. During the oommissiOR"'sheanrtgs, many:citiuns voiced· · 
concerns about new residential development in areas lfhet were mot subject to design orhistorio design 
review and called for design standards to apply to th~ ,projects as welt In parti~~~~ testimony. 
focused on the building characteristics that negativel1 imp_aot the stred and sumounding :. . . 
neighborhood, such as the dominance of automobile .areas and the :tack.of~l"illOOtion betwe~. the 
living area of residences and the public realm. This ·requeM 10 apply design standards to proj~cts not 
subject to design review is consistent with Comprehensive Plan Policy 12.7 (Design Quality), . 
Objective F: "EstabliHh development standards that foster compatible des\gn.:SdfutiOilS in areas oot· 
subject to design review. Identify and estabtishrstandllrds aimed at inwroVirtg how development· 
projects fit into the community." The PlantfingrC!ommission completed lheir work.oti'tbcComm'Uility 
Design Standards in May of 1997. The Cityeb01i¢il approved the arnmditient:s:",on 8eptembtr 10, 
1997. 

3. In ~esponse to these request$, the J;>l119ninaComtrdss~yappointed a su'boo~ttee en~~ of.·: 
members of it~ .Planning, ~a~ Historic .Lan&ii~ks Commissions m _ApriS a~t. This 
subcommittee was chaged with recommending tQ the Planning Commission•design f5tandarods that 
might be applied to re:;idential projects citywide WithoUt requiring desi~teView. Ule::Wl»omniittee 
published a draft proposal in September 1997 calted.rthe1nterim Design R.egulaliliMjor!njiff ·' 
Development Discussion Drafl, which ino!udecl draft provisions for single-Gwening and · ,.., • 
multjdwelling develoJ:ment. · ·• • ... 

-~ • ""':I~ 

4. On October 14, 1997, the Planning Comnii~ion iheard testimony on the /nJ"er_im Deslgt!;R~a_liC?.~ 
for In fill Developme111 Discussion Draft. ·~n. lts;onse to public testiin0f{y1 .tbe' 'Planning Cornmi&sion 
directed Bureau of Planning staff to limit futtbineti'nement of standatds to those that #feet tlie ..... 
public realm and the rdationship between the stfeet.,facing fa~ade ofthedwelliJ'IS!M tliC jruf>lic· • 
realm. The focus of the project was also further nartowed and split into !Pha-ses. ..-~ 1"-fooused 
on the design of singk-dwelling development,afidbecame the "Base :Zone Design.:Star11Jatds"' project. 
The intention was that subsequent work (''Phase Ia'') would further refmo baSGI zonct stal)da,rds for,• 
attached houses and that a ''Phase 2" would develop design standardS for muttidwelliog,developrnent. 
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S. On July 21, 1999, the City Co~ncil approved the Base Zone Desi~ Standards, which resulted ib~' ' 
design standards for single-dJ,elling development, in particular restricting the ability of houses to rely 
on garage-forward configurations. 

6. In January 2000, the PlannmgJCommission reported to the City Council on preliminary fmdings ' ' 
related to the design ofhousirlg on small lots, with a focus on rowhouses, and regulatory appl:oach,es. 
that could be taken to interver\e in their design. This report was entitled RowliouSt undNarr~w' Lot 
Policy and Design Is~·ues. In regards to rowhouse development in higher..<Jen~ity Jones,. ~e r~rt .. I 
recommended that, instead ofJocusing solely on refming rowhouse design, standards, the lJureau of 

~ Pla~ing sh~uld id~tify and bromote bou~ng types t~at~ao1 secve as aJte~ta'ves tc?-~0:":~~~!:7. ·~ •,) 
7. On September 26, 2001, the dity Council approved the amendments of the Landi Division Code 

Rewrite Project. These amenJiments incorporated some of the recommendations ,from·t~January 
2000 Planning Commission n}port, resulting in additional design standards fbr detached andlaftached 
houses on newly created lots Jn single-dwelling residential zones. However;·the LandrDi;vision Code 
Rewrite amendments did not ~opt standards for the design of housing on lots within the 
multidwelling zones or for m~Jltidw~UilliJ,dcvelopmen_i!.. ·,l :· · , •'' 

8. In May 2003, the Bu1eau on~\anniniJ re~d the 11tjtlll:i/t9ign"~f({l;i White Pahrr ~M~h·i&;~~fled 
the need to 'rocus on design injthe med'iWU.!density niuftidwellirig :zoiies 'and similar deveJopmer;,l iB 
commercial zones. This whit~ paper acknowledged! tha'~ while pasil pl'anni'ri8.tff0ffil 1.1ave;:focustdl·on 
the design of single--dwelling 8evel(lpntent-and dtvef~t in ·roixed~ centefSI,. there had.~~ 
little focus on the medium-de~si~ P1Ulti'<Swetung toth~s. wtiidt constitute the· Majority of the tity''s· 
multidwelling zoning and are1wherethe majority,of'multid!wellin~)f:projects were ~Kling built: · •·. · 

9. Following release of":he Ma/200lln.fl/l Design. haJet.f !1!Ue Pajfu~ the· Burea;u ~.f~iakri~s·. · ~: 
initiated the "lnfill D•~sign Pn\jec~" whosc:rfoo'US. was tJre,des~ ofrcii~t!a1 ~velop~~~·m,.# :. 
medium~ensity multidwellin~ ZOil.es. particula11ly llle ~ arld R.l ~es. !lJid simi far (fe_'Vel~p~~rin 
commercial zones. · 

··~ ,{ . '·' '' 
10. In April of 2004, the lnfill Design Advisory Group (IDAO).wa$ fotrned to-proVide adVice to ~laMing 

staff on infill design issues and to provide a diversity O(tOmfnunit:y perspecti:ves: fj'biS adViSor)' 
group consisted of24 community m~mbers, includingdevelopeo, b1iij~ archifects;lealtOI'$, .. 
representatives from City reg• Jlatory· ag~cfes .•. as well· as represenfati'Ves from. each of'the ;til:y',~ se-ven 
neighborhood eoalition areas. The IDAG met ~2 times prior to the !Planning Commission public 
hearing. IDAG members recommended pedestrian-orientation, res~t fot ntigbb<>thood.~on~ext,.:and 
~ousing diversity as key areas of fo~s !~the Jn~l! Pesigp,~ec(, ·-~4~1gt:0\1~~1n~~:~lped 
mform subsequent development oftlle lilfitJ;IJcsip Projectalid the resUlting Code amendments. 

· · • · •·.Jt---= ~ r • ' ~ • .. • *Vl-- , ~ ~ 

11. On March 27, March 29 and April8 .. of2004 .. tha Bureau of Planning lleld open houseS:i,[l.diffetent• 
parts of the city to so".icit initial pub tie iilpu-.regatdin,g the: Jnfill. Design frojec.t• . 'IliC: events.were .,. 
attended by over 100 commw1ity members •. Lfhtse,eventsJ ieatured: infottnational di'splaJs,.~a.- · , ·, 
questionnaire on design prior: ties, and .. :11 design .Pfe~nceSI survey. Thednterest of.opeDI ,house': ... · 
participants in courtyard-oriented housing contributed 'to :the indusioo of provisions fatififating,it~ 
development of courtyard housing among th~Umtrtdrtietl,iS:). ' · · · · · · · ' • ~ :,; ·.: ' .' 

J. " ~ "'t'1 f ' • ' ' • /l't I .. ' ~ &-.\ ,_ ''" • 

12. Publi~ in:volvementandoutr~ch activities inelu<kd open h9use events;·.a.discussiorl:session:;with·t 
local-bui!ders aod d'e.'i(ll.-;perstJ~tneetingSJand 1interv.ie~s wit~:buildiog d'~gn~ builders._, and other· 
community members; a seri~ ot disc1,1ssion ~.hosted l>y the CAinerican·lnsJitute!'()(?Arcfliteets: 
Housing Committee~ and nun~erous meetingswitb.neigb~hood·O(ganizations;c· · ·. . t · ..... :~~1 '" . 

13. In the Spring of2004, the Outer Southeast Livable InfllfPtoj~t'w-'ai~~:~l)yPortf~:Sfftif 
"-'' .. ·~· .,_ ... ' ol. ·~- ~ ',--.._. ..... F •>t-" • ,.. ~- · .......... 

University planning students in conjunction with the lnfill rnesign Project The·Outer SOOtlleast · 
Livable Infill Project focused on development and design issues in an area of Outer East Portland and 
included a survey administen::d to nearly I 00 neighbors and occupants of recent infill housing 
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developments. This project's research and findings helped infonn subsequentwo~Jtori the;~h,lflu.· • : 
Design Project. 

14. On December 22, 2004, the Bureau of Planning published the Discussion DraftYnjillDislg1f Project 
Report: Medium-Density Residential Development (the "lnfi/Uksign Proj.'ict Rq>Url"'). 'This report 
summarized issues related to the design of multidwelling and row house infiU <levefopment,. inttuding 
community concerns, regulatory issues, and developer's P;CliSpeQtivcs. A fmal\'"tts!ooofthis:r:eport 
was published on October I 0, 2005, that included the addi~i9g ofappenditta proVidi:ng filltfher . 
background information. The report also presentedst.air~liOns on·a!l1!ng~,9f ~- . , 
implementation strategies, including potential tegulatoryarnendmen~ but focused on~ibilities for 
non·regulatory imple.nentation strategies and j~f&ves. rht:.,Ottnri'al tegUidtozy luiien<lhlents 
identified in this report served as the basis for tbe lnfi/1 ~ig;,. CtH!e ;ftifenHfne!Jts~.'' In -:, •·t· ' 

• · .. ,r I • • j ;J I 

15. Through code modeling undertaken as part of lies~rob to.: the.J,ji/l ~jg, J?roject .. ~~~r(as well as 
through subsequent work on a set of housing proto~ ~l~ng; ,staff_tdentified:~t:: ~rs to 
rear-parking arrangements, a greater diversity ofhous!ngf¥pes.. a~d otherotlletwise ~~itable housing 
configurations. The identified code barriers irtduded proviSions fi'omboth litlc.~J andi Tcitlt. 117. 

16. The amendment to Title 17' which provides an allowlil'ltCl·:f« na:.rro'fm';-dl'Wewa~ roumaU I ' 

multidwelling projects, is integral to the other J)toitisi.~ of~·totd Qffie~m!!Jl~ ~~~-.the Title 
17 amendment serves m conjunction with the Title )3. B.lllf:ndmenlsito f.H:ifi~t!lll:!'~:p&r~g 
arrangements for multidwelling development on small. in fill si~ The T~le 17, amendmtnt also 

" .. - C'1 ~ ~ .. ~ · ..t • • • " Pol 

functions together with the Title 33 amendments Co allow less site area 10 be devoted~t9 U:n~rvious 
surfaces. The amendments to both Title 33 andiTitl'e Hare focused~·Ori i~aving the cfesign of 
multidwelling development, especially in regards to lmptementing c'ornmunity·o&jectives for' infill 
housing that is pedestrian~riented and respects community character;·· r , 

·-·~ -·· •. : "•" ·-~' •• - :+: 
17. The lllful Design Code Amendments were developed by the Bureau of Planning wtth tlie participation 

of other City bureaus. including the 0 ffice of Transportation, whose staff crafted the amendments to 
Title I 7. Bureau of Development Services staft" were atso Bttive1y iiivolved in devetopment·"of the 
amendments, as were staff from the Bureau of finVitoflrilCii.ial Sere~ W1d the Offic:e:of·Sustainable 
Development. .. ·, '·' · · 

18. On August 22, 2005, notice of the proposed.~ti<>n w~ rnait~ to-~ Department oH~1ihd" · · 
Conservation and Development in complia~e·wiitb tbe post..:~tnowte4ger:nent revieWiprooeas 
required by OAR 66<:·18-020. · I 'l~dr · 

19. Written itotice,,oftbe October U, 20QS. Portl:and iPiannin3 Commissionpubljc tie;;,rig~Cfii..,iKl'lnfill 
Dl!3ign Code· Amendt,rrents PrOposed Draft was mailed 'to over 1.,600 interested ~fes ~'SePtember 
9, 200$. . . ' . " . 

20. On October 11~ 200,~~ the Portland PJanrHng Commi$S~Jhetd a ,Ubli~ !lieanni ~il.~fbe!~flJ/J}esign 
Cotk Amentlmen& AY)posed Diafl~ · Aftoclhe etc:lse ofpublia testiniooi~ tb~ Plinilik'g' CO~ilsion 
diSfussed _the propOsbt a~nd~nts ~di,m:OIJlin¢rlded thai Cit)' ~Urlcil~~b~((C:~iljilfzyJsig,, Code 
Amendmenlt ReC<>mmendetJ Drtift, · · · · 

. ' • •. f· ·.•t ·'' lo.!t.. 

21. A gQletal notificatrorH>ftlie !December l S, 200~~ City COuntiJ public ~ting,on· tfiel!Jfil{.Duign 
Code Amendmiii/$ fl.e?Cwimend'd D-lfi}twas sent t~ .lJ1diVld'ua1s. who ~~titicd" ~~ tht Pia'rlhinl' 
comrniS$ion hearing and to.aver' 1,600' interested putf~·~ November23 .. '2~Jo5:·, e· • ., -: .... · · • 

) . 1' . o~.. ~. -·,.··_.,.. ;;~ .. r~~' 

22. On December 15, 2005, City Council held a hearing on the Planning Commission~ree.oiJ\i'fleD.dation 
for the /nfi/1 Design Code Amendments Recommended Draft. Staff from the Bureau ot:Pianrung 
presented the propo~J and public testimony was received. 
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~· . - . 
23. State planning statute:> require cities to adopt and amend comprehensive plans and lan4;use. -

regulations in compliance with state land use goals. Only the state goals addressed below apply. 

24. Goal!, Citizen Invol.vement1 requires provision of opportunities for citizens to be involved in all 
phases of the planning process. The preparation of these amendments has provided numerous 
opportunities for public invol'Vement, including: • · 1 • · • ' ' ' : · 

r r i, • . ·t· . ....h .• . , ·J l,. · 

• A 24-m~bec_''Infill Design Advisory Group" (IDAO~,.~f!lP~ o~~igl:lJ:>.o!h?~-:! 
representati~-4-.::velopers, architects, and repr~ntatiws ofC.ity reil:llatOI\)' a~i~, was 
formed in the :Spring of2004 and held its first meeting in April of·the same year .. The group 
served as an ad:Vi~;ory body to consider the diverse: interests of th'"C ·community ahd iepfesent a 
range of,perspecti ves on i;1fill design issues, as. well aSI fo. h,elp' identif'fproblems Biid solUtion~. 
The ~IDAO met; 12 times prior to the Planning C0mmi'ss1on.:public beanng.1 tiir f~ck:hclped 
infOnn.lhe development of the In fill Design Projed arid the resutlirig~.ainendttienfs. 

• From the piojece incePtion in September 2003 uiitirihe Planhin"g ·Coriln'il~iOJi,putilic hciin#g, i 
Planni'ng staffmc~·wffit. numerous &ommunity groups,. mcrudfng rieigb&oflfo&fa~iiti0ti1J, . 
neig~ eootition groups. '(he Citywide Land Use Group, ~:~tin 'Jq~Biult"'ot' . · 
Architeeti;>-Mo~sing Oomi.'nittte; ana representati\'es lfl ih¢' Boroi 'Buil~'Ass&'i~tioil"of'· 
Metropolitan PQI'tland. · · • '· -. ~ • · 

• 4 I • )Jf ·: ~ 

• As,partof'tl)e bifill Desi~1Proj¢c:C and development oftbc ~· amend:rlJCilfs,.fil~in!Ji staff 
periodically met with and ,tllgaged .in telephone and e-mail exchanges wrtb. devel~.architeas, 
building designen, and other community members regarding infil~ design iss~~; an4·:ootentia., 
solutions • • · · · · l. "\ · • ~ • 

• • ~ 0 • •• ~ " • i~·- J' 

• The Bureau of Planning maintained and updated as needed a project web site tbat-:i®ludedibasic 
project infonnation. announcements of public events. project documents andstaffQOntact- ~"l• 

information. .~ "" • • 

• In the Spring of2004, the Outer Southeast Livable lnfill Project was undertaken:1>y:PortlandStafe 
University plannbg students in conjunction with the Infill Design Projecttt ifbe:OUter SOutheast 
Livable In fill Pro: ect focused on development and design issues in an arcll;i0£:0\I:tet•East P«tland 
and included a su~ey a~ministered to nearly ~0~ nei~~s.an4 ~~~"~~~f~~.~U]Jt~si~g 
dev~lopme~ts. Tlus proJeCt's research and fmdi~p·:~lped m(~ su~eot.~0!~~~ ~e };~~ill 
Destgn ProJect. . ;~. ... 

• In March of 2004, the public was invited to attend .r• series .. ~(·.~ initi~l project 9J)e~,,~o.u~', 
through notices sent to ne(ghborhood ~!gan~zati~~; a~~vei 1~ ~nle~~!~--~~¥.i$Y,, ~:· 
me~be~, an ~ouncement throu~ the Office_ ~f~~~bo¥ ~lfO!VJ~~~~: ~;-li]~~l,: • .., -~·, . 
nottficahon serv1t:e, and through amel~s and no bees publ•she~ 1fi tl\e. Oteg_~!'.,'P!l:.. ~wspapel',1 two 
business journals, and several community newspapers. - · 

\.)'".: : r... < "" J ,.. ~ ... t ~- ·~ .. ,. •. 1. !•' .. ~-~ I 
• On March 27, March 29 and April 8 oU004. tfr~ B.ureau of Planning held Open ti~in -~ 

- J • ' • "!"" I "' - r'" . ,• •-.:' ,\""''~"""' '( .~·._'.: 

different parts oLhe city 1o soljcit initial public,i'rlput. The cvcntswere.attedded;~Y·ov~J.QO·t 
community memhers. Th~ events featured intOiinati<>'naJ displays,. !l'Qi:aest!Qriiialie' on design 
priorities, and a d::sign prc~ferences survey. Th,eque'stiOnnaiieoartd surveyiesufts'Wete?cotrtpilM' · 
and made available on the project website and ·helped in·tormsubs:equenl :pRJject wotk · · ~ ; 

• "· ... h ., llftf ~ .. , .. ""f.;. ·• ... ~t· .~~~~ 
• On January ll, 2005, Planning staff briefed and solicited input from the Planning· Commission on 

the draft In fill De.;ign Project Report and potential code amendments. 
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• On February 17, 2005, Planning staff briefed and solicited input from the Design Commission on 
the draft Inflll Design Project Report and potential code amendments. ' " 

• On April2, 2005, as part of a public open house for the Division Green Sireet/Main Street Plan 
attended by over 100 community members, project staff provided displays on infill design issues 
and solicited public feedback. . · " 

• On Ap~·il 7, 2005, Planning staff briefed and solicited input from the R~gtilatory· linprov~etit 
Stakeholder Advisory Team on the Infi/1 Desig11 Project Report and potential code"amendments. 

' . ~ .,, .. _l1 _C' ~,._-:f._ 1- •. U,.*', .. ~t t ._" 
• 0~ May 25: 2005, P!anning staff held a di~cussion session !'i,~ ~gr~~ of ~~rh?pe~ .. ~~~ 

bmlders of mfill proJects to present potential code amendmen~ ~n~to seek thr~[~ba,c,l(. 

• On July 29,2005, the Bureau of Planning sent over I,$>0·noticetrto·all'neiShbotboOd'as:sooiations 
and coalitions, and businesses associations in the Cityoff.Ortland, uwell as oth'er'imerested' 
persons, of the upcoming Infi/1 Desig11 Zo11ing Code Amendnrenls Discussion Draft and a public 

open house. . .. . • •· ·H·"'J. f \' 1 r • 

• On August 8, 2005, the Bureau of Planning published! the./~fd/ Desi'gn ZCnmg·COife;)fJiieffdnfenls 
Discussion Draft. The report was made available to ~~p1ll)lic"r'Jl6stedcort~tlle pfojec~w~bsite! and· 
mailed to all tho~:e who requested copies. . .. 1 ,li'•r> ' ,., • : '•t:: .·;}"~. -:. 

. f.r .. : .. IJ.·__ ..a .. ·~·:':-l(=;ll._ll('fll4Q. 

• On August 11, 2005, Planning staff briefed and ~lici~ed inpu_qro~.·~·.~l~~!'Reyiew 
Advisory Committee on the bifl/1 Design ZoningpOde·Ameielin(!I}IS Disclf!S.{on Dr,afl~t··'·. , .•• 

• On August 17,2005, the Bureau ofPlanning held'an'open liOus~<>n'the·~e·~ttte~~~· ,.. .. 
proposed in the Jnfi/1 Design Zoning Code Amendments Discussion Draft: ·over 60 oornmuility 
members attended the open house, which served as an opportunity for th~~J?9J:;lic•w:l~·al>Qut 
and comment on the draft code amendments. ,. , . · , • • · t · 

• . On September 9, 2005, the Bureau of Planning published the Jnfi/1 /iesign Colle AmeKdmenfi 
Proposed Draft. The report was made available to the public, posted on the project website, and 
. maned tG all ,thof.e WOO requested t)op,i¢a , . . · ._ 

. • AlsO· On &ptetnbei' 9·. 200S,.!thefBureau ofPJann~g sml.over '1';600 notices to alfrteiifi&srhood 
associations arut ®atitiotls •. an<l businesses assOciations. in the1City·~fPoiltlartd~.·as1weii ~s other 
interested [,ersons, ol a Pf'anningcot:runission publie ~ on•lhe"/nfiliDesi'git Clile" 
Amendments Prop'osedDrafl: · · ' • ·•. '··"• ... 

. · , · •' . ..,, l.l I' H;;r' 

• On October 11, ~.005, the Planning Commission held a public'hearil)gduringwhichcommunity 
members commented on the Infill Design Code Amendments Proposed.Draft. • 

""1 • ·~ ...... ,l ., ......... ~ .,...,:~• ·-·~..., ...... ~1''''• 

• ~ Nf~J;TI~{ :Z1, lOOS:~ We Bweau o(Piannjng~ntnotice to all persOM who,Ces~fied~onllly or 
fn wrating., at1he, ~bnl1\ing Commission hearing; inf()(ming them of a CityCountil ~l)li!c nearing 
~o.consid'erthe.lf!ji(l Design .CodeAmendments~Recomm.ended Draft. This· notice:, was, also sent to 
tl'iose pmons.reQJcsting such information. . ~ 1 ..... • •t· ~e., lt •• ~1 

·· "i· ;-on ,Decem&q u. }00,, the Cit¥ COuncilheld!a p.~bHe beann~ Oil tile in}utjj&t "'cOttl 
' Amendments. Recll'nime~id f.J;'aft, ~UringwMell .Sommil~itY ~Jrtbe~h~o~~~~~~~tile 

proposal. . . '.,... ..,. 

The amendments: are &]so· ronsistent. Witll Goa~ 00 by ptovkli~. additionaf'op~li~·fot·~unity 
inpuf regarding'fuc OO$ign of.mwtidwe.liing pi-6j~ts. · · · · .. w · .... .s;t· lir : 1· 

'I··. ~ .• ' - - .t• -~ ·,. ··" -:,.:.t -~·') 
25. Goall, Land Use Plalllling, requires the development of a ptO®SS and. policy fr~work;;~at acts as 

a basis for all land use decisions and assures that decisions and actions·are.l)ased'on: an,uncjerstanding 
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of the facts relevant t:l the de<:ision. The amendments support this goal because development of the 
recommendations followed ef;tablished City procedures for legislative actions. 

26. Goals 3 and 4, Agrh:ultural Lands and Forest Lands, requires the preservation and maintenance of 
the state's agricultural and forest lands, generally located outside ofur:ban areas. -The amen<Jments 
are supportive of this goal bet:ause they facilitate compact housing arrange-ments that make efficient 
use of land within an urbanized area, thereby reducing development ~sure .<>n· agricu..1~at .a.nd 
forest lands. · . . . • ·: .. , ~1 • 

I i ' f ~ .o. 

27. Goal6, Air, Water, and Land Resource Quality, requires the.maintenaQce an~ improv~m~t of the 
quality of air, water, and land resources. The amendn)enfs.'5u~c.X:t:'~lii~ ~031 ~a~.th~y .. f~~1itate 
compact, pedestrian- and transit-oriented developmen1 that.hOlds patential to reduce retiantt on 
automobile travel. T1e amen:lments also support this ;pLby providing tpj)Oituiiities fot !less site 
area to be devoted to impervious surfaces by allowing:nattower drl~ways and walkways, vihich will 
reduce stormwater impacts. . . ;. . · 

28. Goal 9, Economic Development, requires provision of·adequate opportunities for avitie\Y~f 
economic activities vital to public health, welfare, and.rprosperi~~·'fbe·ameQdQltlltssupp9ttthis goal 
because they facilitate development opportunities on Slnal~~infill sites. SpetiliG!lly•Jh~:foll()~ng 
amendment provisions make infill development morC"J)rattical-on smal1 $ites:-'·allowances for, 
narrower driveways &nd walk ways, allowances for vehicle ~tnd :pedestrl~ .fhci.litiesi ~ share the same 
s~ elimination' of ~ading space requirements f<?i sman residential'"proj~. :,D-Oyisio~tl\~1 
facilitate ·tlie 'creaoon ·of sma1Ilol ihousing' oriented looomrnon gteeJiS "a'nd 'sHared <tOofti;' allowances 
for ~ll :lo~~au~k~S..tt~4uced .side.~tbac~ for d'eta¢~' lboyse .projects, ao<htd4itionill:re&\l1atory 
fle~i~ility for the design·ofrO"wbouse projects. . · , .• 1 '·tt'illl, .• 

29. GoallO, Housing, n:quirespi'6'9ision for the h6using'needs of citizens of the mati:''rhi'~meridments 
support this for the rt,asons bt!low. See also findings for Portland Comprehensive Plaft\Gdaf4-, 
Housing and Metro Title l. ,,.,.- , · .,., 1 ,·~t' 1.1 

• The amendments facilitate a diversity of housing types·suitablefor a range'of!HoUieholdS•and 
residential tenures. Thcs·~ include provisions for cOiliirlM· green!' and sh~ ¢6UHS"thaf expand 
opportunities for omedium,-<k,:n~ity ownership housipg~ ~llO\V,l\D~SI'that ~~~~ ~'~~QS that · 
can pro~.addi~nal opportunities, for outdoor ~pac~ :for. play ~s~9.,(1 oth.erJ~epr~iottal uses; 
provis~oo~ to~~<•l._V a grei!tefdiversit)' or ~ltanative 'hous~g :~s such~~ sm~I711l~ 4H.PJexes, 
small-lot d'etacbea iho~ :afid a greater o(liversity of row house en:angements; ~nd;l\D_:.!Illowance 
that would :facilitate the rd1eve~n' of aooeSS"ory dweUing units b;y .allo.wing sue'h units to count 
toward meeting ·rninimunl density requimnen1s·iifthe bighet·detiSify zOties. · ' • · 

: ~. ~. ' . · • .•;._J.f» •. 1J'_.,.. •-~•t.n..t.n 
• The amendments faeilitate higher-density residential development on small infill sites by 

· .redudng iR:,gulatcJ11·barniers t0 such de:velopment: .Amend~ntS 'that lieJp, :tacililat~lfeater 
.density on.:smal~ sites i..rtotudc allowantes for narrower&ivewayn.nd'WaJk'Ways; J)roVisions 
· allowingvehi¢1e an<Jpedo~ltiaii f~i!ities;ioo'Shate '&he same s~. ·elimil'mliorl',ot~11hg·8pace 
requirements t« srnatl residential projects, prol\'isions llml :fatilita1e tlie'ot~tiOh r0"Fsma1flot 
·housing criented to comnlQD.;greens and shated,cout1.s., ·snowai)Ces f0f:f;fllal111old4J)1~es,reduced 

• n• 'I I~_,..·. I ·- '- , ..... ~.~- • .-..-. ..., :~-~-./"'{~~!r..l~,.,_~,·t"'...V, ~-~ 

s1& setbacks ~w deC,ooci3 hOu~ pro~~ wid a~.ifi9!fal~gula\01f,.~~~~tl~f.or.~he.,~ign of 
row house ,pto,Jetl.s. •• ~~ v• 11 

• The amen4men~ ~tso,pr~mote a~rdab1e h~~~l\8 ~y~taci~~~~~ng;hi:gheJjf~j:tY,.~Jt\8z-¥!.! . 
arrangements that:,can uti't~ rel(tiv¢ly afl'o~~~~'bp\iding ~~-~h.~~~~~;~~:~~~~ 
houses and townhouses, wh1cb are less expenstve to construct than stacked urut bous~ 
Amendments that reduce requirements for di'ive\Vayan'dwalkWay.:Wid~eonffiSiif.E~;H:ousiMg ·: 
affordability by 2llowing a reduction in materials ootltS: · · ·• .,f' .•• .::.. ll,. -r; ., •4 t: · 
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. 30. Goal12, Transportf1tion, requires provision of a safe, convenient, and economic transportation 
system. The amendments support this goal because;: tbey facilittle. comP,a~t~ pedestrian- and transit­
oriented developmen·;, thereby promoting alternatives to a~ornobi.fe ,1J'ayel. See also findings for 
Portland Comprehensive Plan Goal6, Transpol1atiC?t1, and. i~crelated poljc:ies: and objectives. 

• . . ' I I 
The Oregon Transportation Planning Rule (TPlt). [~uires·~in fi,ridiJl8!" :if:the .P~P<?,.~,a~endment 
will significantly affect an existing or planned tra~~port~ti?.nJ~iHty ... Thjs PfC?POSCIF '!'ili:J!ollhave a 
significant effect on existing or planned transportation facilitie~ beq_!use the ~~ents. ~~1 not 
increase or change allowed residential densities, cfeveiQPment intensM~ «'land ~· . . .~ 

~tioq. 660-i) • 2..oo4.>(7). of·~· TP.R requires.tlplt ':~al:g9v~m~P.ts:~llaJL es~~l}sh_;~~~~~s{or 
too'l sb::eets and ao¢e';sways tbat minill'!izc pavement w.idth,:and tO:l8.~ rigJl.c--o6-way,"onsistent wi~lii the 
op_era~al needs.o('tbe facil~ty." Theatnet\d~nt t9 QliOw_-ri,iit;r:Owelf wi(Jdl$ fot·wa1~S:~~8 
fou.r,.e>r!ewer reside~~a~ uni~ s.uP~'this ~yj'rement: as ~Sit~ a~d~e tct~Uc)\\~.~hlc1es~a~d 
ped'estttans Ia share t:x salllC! c:arc~lati~t:l ~~. thereby reducmg pavement are~r when,.~pec.lal,pavmg 
rreattnents-·ate used to. signifY1its inrendecJ use 1by pedestrians. · · · ~ 1

' --
1 

• "' "'t 1 

• • ... ~ I . ' ,. + f'.. · .. · · " ' ... , · ' . ~: ' 

31. GOa~. l.J, Blle.rgy CotMeJTvati_on, . .-~uitea di:veJ.<?P~t. Qf a land use Pfi~rn that..:~~Jt;!~~s_rth~~- : 
consesvatioo, otenefl:Y, base,(~ o~-soun<f economic ~~ipl~. 'Ji1le a~nd!'flCJlllii~~~~~this &oal •• 
because they ptovide~ddi,ti~~~ ~'ties fqr e-o~c.t~:h~~r;-dettsity·~hOQs_lngJ:ype:s;that a-U.o~ 
t~i~euse of)>uildin4J mate~al's and aite ~ea;J~j.l~t;a1e_ ~fill4eve~~-t~~n-~rp~~JIJ~ts::~,;~eas 
zoned ~or hi~t-dCll!iity tesid'ential.;de~etop~l]t .1~~~ n~. tra~:it.fa~il,i.~~ ~~.aiJ9~;01<?~~, ... 
eillcieot m;magetnenll of !ltonnwatet by ~.duting requirem~ts~for th~,~~~ 9f:4rfve~y;;~nd ..• ¥· 

walkway.. . .• ~ .. •. . ·'h .. 

32. Goall4, lllrbanizlltbD, require&:provisiol'lflt an orderly and efficient transition of rural lands to 
url>an use. The! amendments' suppoot. this goaJ ~ause· they faeilitate ~mpact,. higher density­
de~lopmen~· im.,~~,z9.0~ ~or rruilti411v.~lll~~ ~~~l~pment;-~~reb'yJ~el'pinJ}~. ~i:'C~-:~~g-t~.W'f7~-;, 
pressure to expand the Uroon Growth Boundary. See aWSOt fm&mgs1 for ~ortland Comprehenstve Plan 
Goal 2, Urban Development, and its related policies and .QbJ~pves;. . ., r•· •. , . , 1 

. ., ll'i'.to .J., ... ,-~ . 

33. nne 1:; Rtctnitemencs:~<Jr Howlilj·lnd Emplo}Dieii x~ommodatlou;'Fequircs'tla, ~H J, • 
jurlsdicuon·contribute.itSI fainhare •o mcieaslng the ~ve~t capacity'of•fand"wfdii'ii the Urban 
GrOwth Doundaey. 'fhiS:requirementJs to·r,e·g,enerai!ir lmpt¢inented ~gh ci~d(!·,nati~is based 
on calc'ulated' capaCities from· land use des'ignations. 'The aiiiendnien~ are; toiJsistmfMtli :this titre 
because they do not significantly alter the devet6p'Dient.dpaeity .. ofdit:~it)f.:Some aiiltmdmtri"itf'lso 
support this title by fncilitating development on. infiU sites. Amendments 'that help f.i:cillUit~tgreater 
.~sity on small sites include allowances for ~~ow~:4r~-vewa~Jln4w~l~ys;provki~JliJQwing 
~~}!ieleand ~s~~:1 facili_ties to ,shan:~ a.e .sa~-SPA~, ~~~~ticm-~f~l~dll)g:space ~~J~men1s 
f()( $maU resb.te~tia• pt~etts, provisions thatfa_c:ilita~e.t]1e t:,rea,ti()nofsmalllot·fl9~ing pneg~~ JO 
il~ greens~ ~·barc4 ®~,.allqwarutesfor s~J_l.,lotdt,Jplexes,;rcdu~ide ~~bJott;; . 
&tae~ bouse projects. and ad'ditiooaf regu.Jatoqr flexibiJity, f()t; dle, desi8J!:oh9w~OUMJ:1Jt0jeyu. See 
also fln.dings under. Cop1pr~nsi.vc P!'af!,(JQals.4 (llousin~) afi~-5' {EConomic Dev¢10pro¢n'E}. Jt • . 

34. Titte'l:. Regional Jllarldng toney~· regulates me·amoufit otiirtang~~i;plitted 6x'use torJunsdJC:'Mns 
in the~gion: The amehdmenfsare·cOIIsistimt with this titt~·ti®ause dfeydo nbta·ffe(tJii>·amwtit:Of . 
par'kinj Pcnnitted oiiiCquiredl by 1he City~ u:•:.. ·• ,.., .,,. •'"flb'<t. ~-oh1•m··'····t 

.;"' . ·n: . . "'"'.- , ~ .. :• 
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35. Title 3, Water Quallty, Flood Management and Fish i!illil Wi14Uf(! O)ns~ilti0n,-p"r9J~ts'ttie'' 
. public's health and safety by reducing flood! :and: land)lidt: hazatd~, cbfitr1Jllitfg soiferosibn .and' '' 

reducing water pollution by avoiding, limiting. Qf tnitigatltig (he lrnpac~ or 4evelopme~~(on·f~3J$.s. 
rivers, wetlands, and floodplains. Title 3 spet·iftcaJiy i'mplements:the:Statewide Uihd:Use'GbaW6 
and 7. The amendments are r.ot inconsistent with this title because they ,do not chanM pOlicies or 
intent of existing regulations relating to water qualiU>7 iflohd manqernent, or fis'h 1m<i Wil~llfe' · ' 
conservation. The amendments support this ltiile by pioViCtlng dppommities:'f6H& ·site ai1ea to be 
devoted to impervious surfact:s by allowing:nmowei' <lli~¢Wiys and·wil~ys,·wtucinvill red~ 
stormwater impaets. .. ' · " "'~- ·• 

36. Title 4, Industrial and Othe:~ Eanploymeni'Aiiea~Jimits<retail and off.tCeideve!~pri'leiifm . 
Employment and Industrial areas to those tlmtti\fe m6st liR:ely to seiVe tHe needs offhe'atea.:afid::not 
draw customers from a larger market area. 'fhe ameiidrifents ire ~onslst@t'W:ith this 'de·~ause they 
do not change policies or existing regulations re&ting''tb'.rttail' jri emptbymertt'and indul"tiiat1if'eji8; 

- ... , :... ~ ...... !' ,j-1•... \: 1~ '"";t.t·-..- .. ~~~ 

37. Title 7, Affordable llousing~ ensures op~~~s f,orraff()fda!'>'le lfl.o~i,Qg-at:allJneOllJC' l~ye1~1 and 
ealls for a choice of housing types. The amendments: are coo:Sistent. witb this ·title beeause promote 
affordable housing by facilitating higher-defisii;y'Jiou§fug:atrtu1gemex\l~·Uiat;ean"'utiliie i~i!\tively" · 
affordable building t}pes, such as detached ahd 'attached lio'llses'ana-iownhb~ ~lllch ~e less· 
-e~w tc:teoosirucr"thau stacked'unifihoos'in:g. ···S()riie .Ofllieselaffieri<tWtetits,::J)am~tii::l)r p-o~Sions 
for~·oommon rgr«ns'D:Jd stlartJll,~, also e'x;~ opporfurufies :foi:"•iiffOidabTe ~i)Jrp::&nlity' ~. 
Ownership bousirlg by ~JiCreasing· oppottUrtitieS rto'aeatC! hOusuig on small !JOu·: -Ai\i.t:ni!m&~ ~t. 
r~U¢~--~u\r~~t$ ~~~dti~~Y and waikw-1\y \vidths.iiSO'«>ilttib\it~ to boQ$1fl8 ~f:l'{)fdabilltyby 
allowing a reduction in materials costs. · ' 

38. Only the Comprehen:>ive Plan goals addressed beloo~rapt)ly. I ' :, •· ~ "1 • i 

39. Goal I, Mctropolita11 Coordination, calls for the Comprehensive Plan to be coordinated with 
. .,f~L a~ state la)IJ1and to.,s\ippOO,fegional goafs. Ql)jetltvc=s and_plafi~, .:rhe:a~rnen!S~~ ... 

. , >this gb'al ~USe they cOn:f'Onn to llM ,flo natel\ang~ peneregiJr1eg'Ulati6As{rel~tetf itO mefrOpo'litan 1.' t. 
OOOITdination. 

40. Policy JAJ llotergov~!rPDlenltal Coor:d!natlo~,.I~e<J';ir~,~~i~uqus:~c'~~n im io!"&O've~rttal 
, affairs wftl P,ubl~ Jigeooics l<! -~ootdinalo metr~~litan:pll\nfli,rl& 1:D4 pro~~vct~ment :al)d !" i 

,~xi.mj1:" the efllcie~tusert?fpubtio f~s. 'ftle ~~-4me.n~~u-P.Po!tt!",s~y~~~ a~rnumberof 
~" ,gov~ment ag(~ies ~"'e-~ted ofthiS:IP.fOpqsal.iB!ld ,giyen:.rthelo,~l)'.;l0~~menfr. .. 
-~ ag~oeies incl.ude :Multn.omab COUntyfj M~rro. \ll~d tho. State ~~p~t o~lai,itU;on~aii<Ji) 
an~Devc~rnent. . . ·i ... t ·";lt •. t·"~ .. t 

4~ .'GOat :t,;tJtbat~ l>eve10pb1!lri\"-t1ills for, .~intaifiifig:Ybrllaftd>s role !Is m.~~tnaj(Jt',~on~l tl)ipl~~L 
and po;po1ation ~ebler by eXJ)rtiiding1 opportunities'for hO\Jsing and jol)s.white7~ii'li~lfthe· retiaia'!ler 
of tsta'btiShed residerliat neighborhoods antfbu'Sirte5S'cen!eri,. The amendments "iupport~t!lis,goal ; 
betaa flieypromot<radditionat h0using~·ities'by:teducmg·regtita10t:Y f)i!iriers· to mCdiuffi.. 

. . d~sily oouSing develOpment i()Ji ·small iinfilli :sites. A'ftie :'iritendi'rieJS{s' al'so :S~ppot;t:,retentibfi O~\the1 

character ofmideniiam fieight~ ~y~imitin{i"ftont ve11iet~·areas,·and fa'c,11imtitig ;teat-:~ 
. arrangernen~ to tlel,p P.fesentf: ·t~ ft~n~yard i~i;)~~P.i,qg ~Jlara9t~!Si~ ·of~~i~n~r.~~it!e~P!t~s .. 
.. an~ by:}req~~,;fliom \_Vi~dows 1o continue ~~itions of~~~;orlen.~d m>~r.t,g .. ._~¢ft4~n!l! ., 
provisions facilitating courtya.rd housing and house-like pl~xes .. ~ belp .~tip.~J.nfdl .ho~.types 
that are part of the character-giving housing mix ofPortlaltd neighborhoods. 
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4 2. Policy 2.9, Residential Neig~borltoocJs, calls for ~tlowiJ'lB a ran&e ofho\isirtg m;es. ~to: aCOOtnrrlQdato 
increased populatio~ growth While improving and p!:(l1ecdng tJ)e ~ity•s res~ntiat ptigh'fx>tboods. 
The amendments support this policy because they faci1i~.te ll· di.vetsity 4>lbovsmtrtype8 •. these , 
include provisions for common greens and shared courts.tbatex~n4"pporhlnities~(or roedi\lilh. 
density ownership hc·using; allowances that encourage courtyardstMt~!lJl'pt:Qvi<le ad4itionat, 
opportunities for outdoor space for play areas and other r:ecreati~al U$e$;p,covisi<m$' tO• allOW; a. · . 
greater diversity of a: temative housing types such as small~!ot duplexes, SIJ111ll:4bl: de_t;achecl~:hou.s:es,. 
and a greater diversity of rowhouse arrangements; and an·.allowB!lce1hatwouf&faciti1aJe ~e . . . 
development of accessory dwelling:.:units by aUowiJlg such units lo oounttowal'dl:meeting minimum 
density requirements in the higher density .ZOnes.. ·llbeamendments also;$Jpp()rt lhts.polipy,;by,., it 
helping to protect the character of'neighboehoods by requiring new multldWelHrtg&veloptlle!ntJ to· 
continue basic neighborhood pattems~s.UCiia$1dn(fsCaped front.setoaatci18M irtUt!&tb1&lb'ui1dings 
with front windows. " · · · ; ''' : '"" · · ,- r ::t·• 

9

" 

• • '\ I.,.~ • ~ ... L ,._ 1~•. •• ·t; J';f. !'".I_.. .A • 

43. Policy 2.12, Transit Corridor~~t oalfs f<>rr &11JOI18 other th~gs.- requirOOi develop-ment;al~g:~sit 
routes to relate to pedestrians. The amend·ments suppon this polic1. b~-RQ'l~ str~~'·fac,ing_ • • 
windows and limiting front vehick~afia~ il'l Or4eflo (osftt ~sGia~fncn<llYS~~Kil*ifiitthe-.1 

multidw~lling zones, which are [prln:tatily 1oeat~d atQng Or niat:·mi~it -toifiifors"'and~~o-ihti·'tt.fnsH" 
facilities. . . ' • ' l . • . • . ': .:. .rl "! • • • ' a 

' .. o1 .... , •• , ,, .......... ~~ .... _ .• !:.,,. 
44. Policy 2.17, Transit Stations anc1.1'ransic.Cfotea:s, catJs;.fot setting,minirri~~-re$ide~~a•d.~ities 

near transit facilities :md for design inJhese~areasto emph,sj~a,pedestrianro anci.bic)'t:.le-«i~.nted, 
envirorunent. The amendments s\lpJ)«t thiS pe>liey,by. reqUiring street;-~facing· windows W1d ,Jitniting 
front vehicle areas in order to fostetP,edestrlan..:ftiend~y :stteet:seapes in. tk multid'Welli'ng .zones,:;~. 
which are primarily l:>cated near transit facilities. - ... ; 

45. Policy 2.19, lnfill and Redevelopment, calls for encouragj.tig ift(i,}f and redevelopment as a:vt'Jy,·to 
implement the Livable City growth principles and accornrnodating lncr¢a#S!in,populatiQtUn<t .. t• 
employment-. The amcndments.suppo_rt thi.s policy..b~ .reduc:ing.regu~toty ba,rri~rs:todevel<>p_roent on 
small in~U SittS~ andl t~y f~ilirating. a, ,greater diversicy· of infill.ihousing types, ,and~ijgurati9ns. .. 

46. GoalJ,.:NeighDG'rhooels, calls' fOr- t6.e preservation arid.remrbrcenieni of;the'S&bifitY ihdl di~er5-it)i' of 
the cit($ neigbborhOt:tds wbife· ~ho~ fot ineitasecfdensifi. Tb~ a~nd~nt$ 5UPiiJi!ift~ ioaD' by 
facilitating higfier~~it)l.ho\lsins Q"onfigum1ioria, suc'b u. eow1y·ard bo~in& iind·house.o:tike 'pr~s. 
that hold potentiaho ~bleoo into estil!>ltsfted nelgflborh'ood patterns. The eniebdmefiiS iiSO:'suPP<»t. 
this goal ~Y providing additional oppoctililities far the' develOpment: of ownet'ship housitig· Uiafc:iln 
contribute to neigltbor!ii)Qd &t~bilitt:and: vitalil)i and !bylimiting: the disropdons:ormulHdV-relli'rtg; mfill 
development on die s~t eny.ironmencs olneighbol:hood~ . . ,. .)J • • ; ·:· • • 

4 7. Policy 3.lS, N etghbotlioodl Pia_n~ ,t>atls. f'or lllaintainf.ng arid ~nfore~g nei~~otfiOod .~~~-thll~ro at~ 1 

consisrent.\vith ttH! Compr.ehensive Plan aiid that havtrbe"en.a&p'iea byCitY'.c6u~u:Jnie;•r: . 1'
0 

amendineniS 'Slfppoii111his pofi(;y by'hefping:10 imple#nent policies;ofthe niiny"'~igiil)Ot-llh9d~P.titfs 
tlfat'eail for i~ll devefopmeqt tO'b'e compatibJe ;witli.exist~· commrlnit.y cbamcter:•~rig ffier· 
amendment8diat wohld. help iiriplemennhcse' poUeiesare' th&e encouraging 'rear 'P¥.-ki~~ ··~· t;.' t• 

· amngeme'n!_S'wruch nl!ow me corltinuatiori.~ofneiifil)orl:iOO<t J;attenis <>ft~ct~~(.ttoj\(~lb~~ and 
sti'ieti.()rienttd buil'dihgs. OtherimplementilijproviSiOns' ate those thai wotdd f~cilitate '~)busing •l 

ao-iri,g~mentS,. such as eouttyard hoiismg and fl~litce ·duplexeS,, tl\1ltb0fdl~tenna1't~ ~cConmiooate 
incieaied residential ~itie5 iin 'wa~',ilat!refl«t~ coffiino"n net&hbOdioOd patit~;· '()aiel-&nrel\diftent 
prbVislons w®kl.betp lmpiernefit these policies. by proiricHns a<Jdi'tiona~ iregiilatocy·fteilt>ilifi'roi;' 
building setbacb a'to::}g transit !>ltteU to better respond 10 site·specifie asp&b offHesrlW&irtdmi' 
neighborhood. · ·,. ·· •· ,·'.uA! ,; •• :. ~1>·b"f .~~ · 

48. Goal·~ Rol(sln~ calls lorenhaneing Portladci~s Vitality· q a eomro\lnit)l i\ftbf ~tet6t·~d(e}~gtol\'s 
bousUtg'Maftet by providing llousmg Of ditrerent types, aef.sfty~ sizes~ COsts ana· kicafioos; lha)" FH 

Page9of 14 



179 84 5 

accommodates the needs, preterences, and financial capabilifies:,of'~Uri'etl11uid'.fut\fre:illoUSt'Mld'S:'Tie 
amendments support this goal because they facilitate1i1diversifyof'housmg. type$·suitabte'tota·range: 
of households and residential :tenures. These include provisibrts t<>r iOiiirOOn steens ana sliafed Courts . 
that expartd opporrun::ties: ror llbedium-density owrtership ihouSid~; aU~wai~ttftit;~!1fage • • 
cooreyaras ~hat can provide a~itional opporturutie$ ror i>utdoor space Cot ~tayateasatfd ~ther -~~ 
reereationall&SeSi piovisi<>rts ll) &Jlowa ·gteatet dive-rsity of:aitem&trve:·oousi'ng, t}1pes Slicl'fiis'·s;naU~lot 
dupteXeS~ sma'll·l()G detaeJted JiOIJ$e, and' It gi'CJtefdiVtCSjt)r"of'lfOWbouse 8trat\gementsf&ii<f'an 'tP ... 

allowance that. would fllcilitat<~ ~ d'ev~k>pment of ac~ d'w¢lliiig \Jnits by'":atto~hj'sUch·uriits to 
counr ,toward meeft'ng m.lnitmun density req_uirements in the.higlierd'erisicy1.ones. 'See·af'sb'tlie· ,.. 
ft.ndings for Statewid~ flannbtg Goat, ·Goal IO,Jfoosihg lfnd'for Metro TiUcH.'1 • ..1 .... • ~ ... 

49. PoHg 4.,;)louslng.\~,ri~bllitJ~ calls (br ens\lrlpg ~-a~uate ~213~ or:hd~sJI1g~fsi~~~~~~~~-~ 
meet the nee&, preference~ and financial capabilities of P'ortJand's: households~~-~'!~~ t~e,(uture. 
The amendments sup-port ifhls poli~y 'bc:cause ~Y reduce regulatosybaniem to. the de~loproent of 
infiU housing an<J pro Vi&: a&TitiQnal o.pportunit!C$ rot a. va-(jety of ilo\j~U\g tjpes_; •n r t: l.i ~ ·•k 'I 

50. Po~i4.3, SUst~!n"'i~·~ R9u's.!~~,:~~W's for ertco~gbjg ~~iD,g t]lats~p()Js·~~~.~~1,j~ :'.;:~:·· ; 
de~efopu_t~l~.~atte~.li~ P.roP}oyng,P!~ ~ffrc~!· use,~ Ia~~ ·c~se~~t~9n~ff!3Jtif!,l~~~;,,gf\$Y 
access to public lransrt:and.other efficrentmodes ofuanspottahon; easy access. to servu~es:and:parks; 
resoutcG efficient, design anclt;Qrisll\H:tion;. and! the use of renewable energy ~. The · -
amend'Jnears· su~ tl'iis; ~potnw·because lheyptoVide 'additiOriatop~itie~i"ifot~oompab~ liigher.;. ..... 
defisity ~si'ng types that allow efllcient use o~ buitdmgljmterials and sit~· area; ,iacilit8te1 infil1~''1 

de-velOpment on ·smaU tots in areas zooed· for higher.aertsi't)"residentiaJ cfevelopm~nt, mteo:neaf·· 
transit facilities; lirdnllowmctrc efficienlmanagement:ofstOmrwatet·by-reducirfgle'Quil"tmentS'f6r 
the widths of dti,veway and walkway, · . ·r .. · ·• 'H7i'J ~ ·• ·• 

51. Polity 4.7, BAIAliUdi CoiWnr•nitia, cans SOt sb'i'ving'forlivabletnixed~mcome,DeightiOrhooc.ii:l~ 
thtou~ltou! :Porll'mid that eollective)y :retleetthe d):versity o{housing type$. tenutes:·and rnoom'e 'levels 
ofthe region: The amendmer-.t&.sllpport this poli~y becausethey, facilitate a diversitY Of'Kousing·zypes 
~~Uimbfe for a.,range o:fhouse~tds end residential renures. These iridud'e prrovisiOni'for'tomrriOri~~ 
Sf~~.~ sjlared ~urts ~at e~d. ~~ities f~,f!l~d.~~:-&~'Y·~~l!~P!~!~ir ~Af! , 

,a~wav-""- for a gr~terd1~1'Sl~ of a.t~trve houstn&·b'P? 'SU~h as:.sma.l~7~hlup~~,x~ e~!H~.t. 
de~h~~ ho~ ~nd agreatero1vets,.tY of rowh~ ~~':5;, an}lr ~n ~tJow;~c7.'~t~W0ll1~;J 
facili,taJ~ 't,he<feve~~t of ~cessory d:-vefling units. bl. eo_rj~Uog. ~i~ ~~~p~ ~a£18pb~ .t:.r 
~us~sim the ~ulndwelhng zones and t~twould ,pr~t~ ~ ~otowne_rs~p ~d::fe,9~!·J:to~~rtg~ 

52. Policy 4.10, Housing Diversity, calls for p'romoting creationrot"a mngeiofliou~g~ }ti~s. and 
rents to ( 1) create culturally a:ad economically diverse neighborhoods; ana {2) Qtl<>w~ti\oscS·whose"' 
housing neec;l~ iha~t ~ .fmd. hqu$ingJ~t .meet& tbeir nee.~ ~ithin ~e~ ~~j~1!ng ~~UJ]j~.j'!J:l~ : '­
amendm.~nts supP911 this p,o~i~Y.~~~se.tJi!ey _facili~.r~. ~;'d,i~r;sit~\~f~~!>!XS~S ~~,~~~llt~.~Ot1~, 
ran~e C?f ho\l~~ldsn~d ~1dential ten~~ ~:~ll;I~,·PP~.s1oo,s.f~·e~~,~91 ~shared 
coUrts :that cxpan~ Qpporturtitle$ for m~ui'l'J....deosity ·O\"tl~hiP·IJlQUsing; allowan~·es. :for; a. grea1er+ 
divenity of ~lttmatbe housing ~ l>llcb:~tS ss#atl-IQ« dup~~~~~~~!~~ot:(le~~;·~u~,~c!.~ 
great~:dli:vemit)"o~I}'Wh~~ arr~ge~~. ~d a.n ~llo~'nce, t~a •. w~Uld fac.itifa~~ttl~ ~e~e~.ppi~t. 
of acce.ssory dwell mg. un•ts m, C011Juneti01li Mth detachedl qnt;tachecLhouses tn,Char.nultr(Jwclhfil.,_ 

,. jzo~~ and that wou~.J!~mo~, a~ of ~wit~~i>~~d ~~t ~usiii~.'.'-~~a~~?J1t~ l?!~~lde ' 
). ad4·~~alopp~~es for b>USI~g.a,tl~~ts ace~!b!e t~~~~ wJw,!~w~J.l.!.~i!..J!l~J.l'~;bY 
facjli~ng cottage ~~ters a11.<S omereowcy~rd«ient~ ~ng: tllat-e~~~e.:.a~ ~~ !~~.sj~!~ 
altemaf\11et to mu.lrt-:~11el rowhous~ , ,_0 ••. ,.._.:_"'.rt. • -Jtt..t :t• ,, 

53. foliey 4.iU, Hotmnfi! A«ordability, ~us. for promoting the development and prese~ation:otquality 
h~~lbat !s.alf~b~ ~c~?SSJlle f~.~~-~~m of,c~ou~b,otd ~~·-.~~~m~~~~'~p~rt.ei. · 
tJus policy because tJ:ey provide additiOnal opportumtles (or DOUSing that.~\~~;!,~~d,gt~prne 
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range. The amendmmts promote affordable housing by facilitating higher-density housing 
arrangements that can utilize relatively affordable building types, such as detached and attached 
houses and townhou~.es, which are less expensive to construct than stacked unit housing. 
Amendments that reduce requirements for driveway and walkway widths contribute to housing 
affordability by allowing a reduction in materials costs. 

54. Policy 4.12, Housint: Continuum, calls for ensuring that a range of housing from teirtr)orarfsheiters, 
to transitional, and to permanent housing for renters and owners is available, with approptia~: · •; 
supportive services fi)[ those who need them. The amendments suppOrt. thiS! ,oUc:y beea.U$e 1h~y· 
provide additional Ofportunities for housing for both renters and o~rs,in a var:iety.ofbousing types. 

55. Polley 4.13, HumblE Housing, calls for' ensuring thatth~te are oppottutti'ties ilbf&t~loptfteptof 
small homes with bat:ic amenities to ensure housing opj)()rturiities<for lowo.i'noome :&usehOlds, 
members of protected classes, households with children, and households sUppOrtive.of red'uted ~. 
resource consumption. The amendments support this policy by pro'Vidingnew:oppol'hlnities fot tfle 
development of small-lot housing oriented to common greens andl s~ ~ as \~II ~ by· , 
facilitating other medum-density courtyard housing arrangements, providing: jP.'eater ftexibilitj. for 
detached houses on small tots, and facilitating small-lot. duplexes, · . ·• .... , 1 J""', 

56. Policy 4.14, Neighb<•rhood Stability, calls for stabilizing neighboth60ds.ib)'~promotirig'::{Vfa viiliety 
of homeownersbip and rental housing optiort~; (l).sewrity 4>fhousins: teiiuf.t:::atidi(:J,)·oppo~tics ~ ,., 
for community interaction. The amendments support this poticybecause~they"tacilitate a.diversi~ of 
housing types suitable for a range of households and residential tenures. These·~tude provisions for 
common greens and r.hared courts that expand opportunities for medium-densityo~rShi'p housing; 
allowances that encourage courtyards that can provide additional opportunities for outdoor space and 
community interactic-n; provisions to aUow a greater diversity of alternative housing ·tjpeS sutill as 
small-lot duplexes, small-lot detached houses, and a greater diversity of rowhouse amtngements; and 
an allowance that would facilitate the development of accessory dwelling units in conjunction with 
houses in the higher density zones. 

57. Policy 4.15, Regulatory Costs and Fees, calls for consid'eringifhe bnp~;~ct.of.regulati®J and :t'ees.:in 
the balance between :1ousing affordability and other objedi.ves such as enVironmental q,uatity;urban 
design, maintenance ·of neighborhood charac1er~ and potection of!PllbliG· hearth. safely~ and ~)fare. 
The amendments sppport this pollcy'beeause ~y att IJ(imattly (acilitativc;,. ten10\'ing baitiets'tO ~ 
desirable design and development. andl dQinot add (O regulat()lr)l costs. ~nd'tnent prollisiong:Jf$0 
reduce the need for ·c:,:xft adju'stnienw,. savilig·applicants. Pr~~-•Ime~ an<!; c~Ji~ ~lghbodio_Od 
contact requirement pro\iidcs oppoi1Uniliea~ tor toiriritunity'mpuhe~fnitl1etd~ijn o.r ' 'J, . . _' 

multidwelling develOpment. While avoidfnl oosts iilsc>ti'ated witfih~~,ilien\ati'\k:'bf'desi~review. 
1 - ·• . . ,.. • ,.;· .• ~ t. .,... ~~o .. l.r-r;;; .-• ~· 

58. Goal 5, EconomiC! nevetopment, c:~ils tbr. d!.e protnOtion Ofil sli'Oill afid:di:verse econ01:Ji1ithac ""I 

provides a full range Gfempl~t and. economic c'hoi~es ~~ W!ivi~ls all(t fBmili~ ~ a.ltr~ of 
the ~ity. The _amet_Kfrt\t!nrs ata' corisi~tent' wi~. thi! ~ ~~~ther:r~v~:~~~!~~~~~rs~~~ · · 
desirable restdentul1 devetoprl:ietit ail<f pro~ic:fc additiOJial~pPortUrtlties: for noustng:tonstritc1ion.on 
small infill sites. s·ee also findings· fOr S~teWide Plannii)J Ooal,.'<Joal9~ Econo~ ~tlopirltnt: 

p r ' • 0 ••• ' I • t ,f'l "; ~-~· 

59. Goal6, Transportation, calls for developing a balanced., eq~table~ end.effaeient1tai1SJ)Oitatioo-:'lii 
system that provides a range of transportation choices; reinfor~es She 1ivability:oflltighbot:hoodSji 
supports a strong and diverse economy; reduces air, noise, and tvater pollution;,·~ndl tessens reti.;utce 
on the automobile while maintaining accessibility. The amendments support.ihis goal ~auS<!d~hey 
faeilitate compact, pedestrian- and transit-oriented development,d~re~ ()!~tj~.alt~tives 19' 
automobile travel. S•:e also findings for Statewide Planning. Goals, Goaii2~'FI'~~~orl. t.,Jt~t · 

• .. - , ~.,r .,. .t~' '_rH; ·. ff ifJ 1 1ii."'f'~<tH 

60. Policy 6.19, Transit-Oriented Development, caUs for rtinfbRing chc:·link:between tririsit and land 
use by encouraging b11nsit-oriented development and suppofl1ing ift«t8std·tcsidential and 
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employment densities along transit streets, at existing and planned light rail transit statioos,, and at 
other major activity c:enters. The amendments suppoi1 !Ibis policy because lhey'eneou~ge• 
development that is pedestrian- and transit-oriented by requiring street-facingwinoo\.Ji artd' limiting 
front vehicle areas in order to foster street environ.mefits that provide a pleasant pedestrian experience. 
The amendments apply primarily to the multidwelling zones, which are intende(i to be· fi'insil 
supportive and are lccated adjacent to or near transjtoontido_ts an~. ~~9!J!~~s. '• . . . • . . 

61. Policy 6.26, On Stnct Parking Management, calls; for managing the: supply,, t)J)ttatimls and! demand 
for parking and loading in the public right-of-way to encourage ecooot:nie\•i1ality,:'safety tot aU 
modes, and livabilit} of residenbal neighborhoods. 'rhe::amendmentSltl))portthi8 pol{cylr}i"'allowing 
narrower driveways, facilitating rear parking arrangements,. and limitin,m ftonp.~ehict~ areas; which 
promotes the preservation of on-street parking. ·- . , ,,.. ... 

62. Goal 7, Energy, caUs for promotion of a sustainabte eneijy future by' ihCreasirig energy efficiency in 
all sectors oftbe city. The amendments support this,gQ8r-~Xcause:tney provide.additional!. • · 
opportunities for compact, higher-density housina1j/pes, rahat aU ow' efficient:use~fbuildin!f matef:ials 
and site area and that support alternatives to the automobil'e; 1T'he ameridmtnf9~ fifcililation of · ~:t 
compact, higher-demity housing also supports thi's goal lbeeauseosueh flousing f)1?ieafly-eeonoouies 
on heating and cooling needs compared to lower-d'ensi~,lt~sing., 1• , ... ,. ... 1 ~ 1t.-q 

63. Policy 7.4, Energy I~fficiency Through Land Use RegliltltionsrciUJs-fotpi'omotirfg,residentiaJ!· 
commercial, industrial, and transportation energy·e~fTM:ie~yand thcfuseo(~wablel'esolirceS: the 
amendments support this goal because they provide"a<tditional tOpportuilftiea::io'rc:om..,act;;:h~ ... 
density housing in zones intended to be transit suppor:ti:va •11hese anlen'dmeiitSinelude provisiohs: that 
facilitate a greater diversity cf energy- and resouree-effrtienti 'sfiared..-waU'housin&· sucb"as t:otririton 
gre,en and shared cor•.rt housi11g arrangements; as well asa&titi'onal f«msro£mu1tifarriily 1\ousiitg; 
such as small lot ple:{es. >J• • 1 ; • • ·r 

64. GoalS, Environment, calls for the maintenance and imProve·~~t'offtic q\latity:i)rp~fn<S~ ~ir, 
water, and land resources, as well as the protection of neighborhoods and busine$S.ccnterS: &om noise 
pollution. The amendments support this goal beQa"t$theyfaeiHtnte:Compa~1~~tlnd.transit­
oriented development that holds potential to reduce reliance Oh: automobile tiavet• The ameitdments 
also support this goa I by providing opportunities: for less site area 1o ·Eie d'evbted to im~tviouS' 1 • .:. 

surfaces by allowing narrowc:r drive'Wayt and wancwa~11J wfiich willrediJQtstotrnwater impactS, 
. !I - .._ . . - - " ,, } • ... •, . • • .:.{c: It' • 

65. Goal9, Citizen Involvement, c~l}lsfot iroiJ(ov~ roet~_and on,gQing op,w._rt\@.~ei;for,c:a~, 
involvement in the b.nd use decision--~P~Pr~~ .. a~.~·bnplementati~.~·f.evie;.:.~~ r.; .... 
~mcndment of the O>m?re~ensive Plan. 'This ~Jed_ lol~o~ed the·~ess a~_r~~~~,~~~fi~ 
m Chapter 33.740, Leg~slative Proeedute., l'he amendments support thts goal Cor the·reasons found m 
the fmdings for Statewide Planning: Goal I. Citizen liivoN-ement: :' •.. • · • <1 ·• • "· • ~ ' lat .. 

. ,. ••. • 'I '.J'' -•_, I .... . .\A .... "'"" 
66. Policy ~0.10, Amcn::J~~nts to th~ ~nina an~ Su~cj~v~~r~~~~!i9n.~,,-~E,~~-~~S.~~s.,p 

the zontng and subdtVIs1on regufat1ons to be clear. concur~. an~ apphcable to th,e·br~d range.o(. .l 
development situations faced by 8 gr:OWing1 U£oon cit~: TIJe.·amendments SUp~'ihis'poJ)Cy1;eeal,lse 
they offer clear and <:oncise standards and direction ford~velopment and'h'~ve :been &signed to be: 
practical for a broad range of development scenarios;:-ne amendments: at$() supj)OtUhis)>olicy 1 

because they were fcrmulated to minimize regulafocy'-eottiple"ity.andeostlf, 'With'a~focu~H)h~1·~· · · 
regulations intended to facilitate well-designed pr>ajec1S tliat can c:ontrt'bute;toward meeting2tJie··. 
community's design objectives. . • · • •''*· 1'

1' 

· "": · !. ~. ,J ·5t -. P·".J ~,~ft., i'"" ·· 
67. Goal 12, Urban Design, calls for enhancing Portl'and as ;.livable· city, 1attractiw in its:. setting: andi 

dynamic in its urban charactf:r by preserving its l'listocy aDd buiiding a• sU:bstiu1tia1 lepcy of quality 
private development~ and public improvements for future generations. The amendmimtllsilppojfthis 
goal because they promote residential design that reinforces positive aspects ofthe~cit}l"s""'·· 
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neighborhoods, such as the pedestrian-friendly character of neighborhood streetscape3 iii'id !lousing 

types that add to the vibrancy and variety of neighborhoods. 

68. Policy 12.1, Portland's Character, calls for enhancing and extending Portland's attra'eti~Ve identity 
by building on design elements, features, and themes identified within the city. The atnend~nts 

support this policy by reinforcing the cherished human sc~le of Portland's built envirooment}by 

requiring street-facin1~ windows instead of blank wafl,aiid'-~Y Unutiiig front vehicle parking so that 

pavement and vehiclu do not dominate street frorrtage5. · 

69. Policy 12.4, Provide for Pedestrians, calls for proyJ4ingaplt8sant •. ~nch,.i!Uld diverse experience for 

pedestrians which includes comfortable, safe, and a~cttv~ pathw~ys•. i1'le amendments support this 

policy because they encourage development that is pedestrian ... 11nd transit-oriented by requiring 

street-facing window:; and limiting front vehicle areas, in w.der. ta fOsterstreetenvironments that 

provide a pleasant pedestrian experience. 

70. PoHcy 12.6, Preserve: Neighborhoods, calls for pte&er:vi~!J.and supportin$;1he'q~i~~ ~ ~ividual 

neighborhoods that help to make them attractive place& f&JrneildlnebtS suPP«t~thiS.Jlolicy by 
encouraging rear par~jng arrangements which allowihe.~ontin\18~ oln~igl!lbothood'pattiros of 

landscaped front setbacks and street-oriented buildings .. The,amendmen~ also .f~cili~re ~sing 

arrangements, such~: courtyard housing~ and ~Hka dupfexes, :that bold pOte~tral'1~.a~C4mmodate 
higher residential density in ways that reflecj.~n neighb«hOOdl'patterns. Qtheifpr\\YisiOns of 

the amendments woU:.d help implement theSA·pollcies~ypioviding additJonal r~gufat~tld.ibility 
for building setbacks along transit streets ta'fielt~-;~ to site-specif'te ~~P"fs ofl'he ~~unding 
neighborhood. : · .. 

71. Policy 11.7, Design Quality, calls for enhan~ing Portland's appearance and character through 

development ofpubli·; and private projeett_thaJ,ate models ofiru1ovation and leadmhip;in:the design 

of the built ~nvironrn&:nt. The amen4ments ~pport Objective F of this policy; ~'Establisb 

devel~~; standards tha1.:f'oster compatible design solutions in areas not sul)jeet·to design review. 

Identify and establish standards aimed at improving how development projects fit into the 
community." The atrendments ensure that medium-density infill development will continue basic 

features characteristic of the city's neighborhoods by limiting front vehicle areas and facilitating rear­

parking arrangements to help preserve the front yard landscaping characteristic of Portland's 

residential areas and by requiring front windows to continue traditions of street-oriented housing. 

"., 
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NOW, THEREFORE, t:1e Council directs: 

a. Adopt Exhibit A, lnjil/ Desig11 Code Amendments Recommended Draft, dated Noyember48;t 
2005; •. . . . 

b. Amend Title 33, Planning and Zoning, as sh~wn in Section C of Exhibit A, Infi/iDeslgnGode 
Amendments Recommended Dr_aft, dated,November 18, 2005; ~ 

c. Amend Title 17, Public lmprovements,. as shown in Section D of Exhibit A, Inftii'D~igJ·'code 
Amendments Recommended Draft, dafedNovember 18, 2005; '· ·• ·. • · 

· · • I t I-< · · 
d. Adopt the commentary in Section C and Section:D oiBxhibi(A.,/ilji/f'~p Co(/~ Afiiendtnents 

Recommended Draft, dated November l8, 2005, as fegi-slati've intent an""cf'as: fll'rliiti fihdings; 
, ), ~ • • ., • I ' • '"! 111 I' ' l ... -~ f ' : ~ l 

e. Adopt Exhibit E.,/nji/1 Design Projec~ ReporJ: .l}led}liJn--Density R.esidentiaU>.evelopmenl;_dated 
October 10, 2005, as background information; · - . ~ · ~ .. :.-· 

• , 1 I_ ~ •• • •: • ·~ "'JJi-':•dJ.o 
f. Direct the Bureau of Development~ to&vef~artd apprq~eadpiliiistrativ~ n,ale~-fori .. 

private rights-of-way to nerve aS: technical standa,rds in the re-view <>tAbar~ ®urts:(!)y,~ember 
C 2006. In the interim, prior to September 1. 20Qli.lhc BJ:!~U of~v~topment.Setviee$~hall 
review proposal:> for shared courts using the exJstin.g stand'ardS.of:'~Permanenl'Ad~_nlnistr(ltive 
Rules, Private Rights of Ways (Streets, .Atlefl, Commotr. O'reens; t~nd Pedestrian Cfmned/,~113). 
Departures from these standards shall ba subjectto 'be· appeals pll)CeSS:esiabfislltd: inJJt~ rules. 

1 - J .• , .. wll • • 'V'i~i .. .-

g. Direct the Bureau of Planning to monitor the impat;~ of1he amendmentnhowiHnS,ee~n'C!of 
Exhibit A, In.fi/1 Design Code Amendmen/3/te~m.mendd Drofl,~ dared'Noverri6Ct1f8;toos{, ~d 
to provide a report to the Portland Plannina CGniinlS$ion. ·thm years afwt"tr¢se ame&lment.S ·take 
effect. ·:' '""" '' - ; ' 

Passed by the Council, 

Mayor Tom Potter 
W. Cunningham 
November 30, 2005 

DEC 2 1 2005 
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GARY BLACKMER 
Auditor of the City of Portland 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE N0.1069 

Amending County Land Use Code, Plans and Maps to Adopt Portland's Recent Land 
Use Code, Plan and Map Revisions Related to the Adoption of the lnfill Design Code 
Amendments in Compliance with Metro's Functional Plan and Declaring an Emergency 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The Board of County Commissioners (Board) adopted Resolution A in 1983 
which directed the County services towards rural services rather than urban. 

b. In 1996, Metro adopted the Functional Plan for the region, mandating that 
jurisdictions comply with the goals and policies adopted by the Metro Council. 

c. In 1998, the County and the City of Portland (City) amended the Urban Planning 
Area Agreement to include an agreement that the City would provide planning 
services to achieve compliance with the Functional Plan for those areas outside 
the City limits, but within the Urban Growth Boundary and Portland's Urban 
Services Boundary. 

d. It is impracticable to have the County Planning Commission conduct hearings 
and make recommendations on land use legislative actions pursuant to MCC 
37.0710, within unincorporated areas inside the Urban Growth Boundary for 
which the City provides urban planning and permitting services. The Board 
intends to exempt these areas from the requirements of MCC 37.0710, and will 
instead consider the recommendations of the Portland Planning Commission and 
City Council when legislative matters for these areas are brought before the 
Board for action as required by intergovernmental agreement (County Contract 
#4600002792) (IGA). 

e. On September 15, 2005, the Board amended County land use codes, plans and 
maps to adopt the City's land use codes, plans and map amendments in 
compliance with Metro's Functional Plan by Ordinance 1067. 

f. Since the adoption of Ordinance 1067, the City's Planning Commission 
recommended land use code, plan and map amendments to the City Council 
through duly noticed public hearings. 

g. The City notified affected County property owners as required by the IGA. 

Page 1 of 4- Ordinance 1069 Amending Land Use Code, Plans and Maps 



r----------------------------- ------ --

h. The City Council adopted the land use code, plan and map amendments, set out 
in Section 1 below and attached as Exhibits 1 through 3. The IGA requires that 
the County adopt these amendments for the City planning and zoning 
administration within the affected areas. 

Multnomah County Ordains as follows: 

Section 1. The County Comprehensive Framework Plan, community plans, 
rural area plans, sectional zoning maps and land use code chapters are amended to 
include the City land use code, plan and map amendments, attached as Exhibits 1 
through 3, effective on the same date as the respective Portland ordinance: 

Exhibit Description Effective I 
No. Hearing 

Date 
1 Ordinance adopting the lnfill Design Code Amendments to the 1/20/06 

Portland Zoning Code; Titles 17 and 33. (POX Ord. #179845) 
2 lnfill Design Code Amendments Recommended Draft 11/18/05 
3 lnfill Design Project Report: Medium-Density Residential 10/10/05 

Development Issues and Staff Recommendations 

Section 2. In accordance with ORS 215.427(3), the changes resulting from 
Section 1 of this ordinance shall not apply to any decision on an application that is 
submitted before the applicable effective date of this ordinance and that is made 
complete prior to the applicable effective date of this ordinance or within 180 days of the 
initial submission of the application. · 

Section 3. In accordance with ORS 92.040(2), for any subdivisions for which 
the initial application is submitted before the applicable effective date of this ordinance, 
the subdivision application and any subsequent application for construction shall be 
governed by the County's land use regulations in effect as of the date the subdivision 
application is first submitted. 

Section 4. Any future amendments to the legislative matters listed in Section 1 
above, are exempt from the requirements of MCC 37.0710. The Board acknowledges, 
authorizes and agrees that the Portland Planning Commission will act instead of the 
Multnomah Planning Commission in the subject unincorporated areas using the City's 
own procedures, to include notice to and participation by County citizens. The Board 
will consider the recommendations of the Portland Planning Commission when 
legislative matters for Col.Jnty unincorporated areas are before the Board for action. 
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Section 5. An emergency is declared in that it is necessary for the health, 
safety and general welfare of the people of Multnomah County for this ordinance to take 
effect concurrent with the City code, plan and map amendments. Under section 5.50 of 
the Charter of Multnomah County, this ordinance will take effect in accordance with 
Section 1. 

FIRST READING AND ADOPTION: February 9, 2006 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By \S~ Jluftt-
Sandra Duffy, Assistant County Attorney 

s2~Ch~ -
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EXHIBIT LIST FOR ORDINANCE 

1. Ordinance adopting the lnfill Design Code Amendments to the Portland Zoning 
Code; Titles 17 and 33. (POX Ord. #179845) 

2. lnfill Design Code Amendments Recommended Draft 

3. lnfill Design Project Report: Medium-Density Residential Development Issues 
and Staff Recommendations. 

Prior to adoption, this information is available electronically or for viewing at the 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners and Agenda website 
(www.co.multnomah.or.us/cc/WeeklyAgendaPacketl). To obtain the adopted ordinance and 
exhibits electronically, please contact the Board Clerk at 503-988-3277. These 
documents may also be purchased on CO-Rom from the Land Use and Transportation 
Program. Contact the Planning Program at 503-988-3043 for further information. 
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MULTNOMAH CO~UNTY 
AGENDA PLACEME,NT REQUEST 

APPROVED: MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# R.-~ DATE OZ.·oCl.oep 

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 23 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: --=-=02=-/.::..:09~/0.::..:6:......_ __ _ 

Agenda Item#: _R::..::....::-3:..___ ____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:36 AM 

Date Submitted: 01/19/06 
--=-=..:....::.~~---

Agenda 
Title: 

Budget Modification DCJ-23 Appropriating $22,032 in Federal Funds · 
Administered by the Housing Authority of Portland to Provide Rental 
Assistance for Clients and their Families through the DCJ Adult Transitional 
Housing Unit 

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

Date· 
Reauested: February 9, 2006 

Department: Dept. of Community Justice 

Contact(s): Shaun Coldwell 

Phone: 503-988-3961 Ext. 83961 
~:..___:..___~~.::..:_ ___ 

Time 
Reauested: 

Division: 

5min 

Adult Services 

I/0 Address: -=-50::::3::..:/2=-:5:..:0 ______ _ 

Presenter(s): -=L:..:..iv;...,J:....:e:..::n:::.ss:...::e:.:.:n=------------------------------

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of Community Justice (DCJ) requests approval of a budget modification to 

appropriate $22,032 from the Housing Authority of Portland (HAP) in order to provide rental 

assistance to our clients through DCJ's Transitional Housing Unit. 

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

The Housing Authority of Portland Rental Assistance Program has provided funds that have been 

accessed by DCJ for rental assistance to our clients and their families. This funding has provided 

rent deposits and rent subsidy for families moving from transitional housing to aid them in securing 

permanent housing. The Housing Authority of Portland is decentralizing this service and is 

providing the funds directly to DCJ to maintain service delivery to our clients and their families. 

The DCJ Transitional Services Unit will provide counseling and assistance to clients who need help 

locating suitable housing and will provide financial assistance to clients with the payment of rent, 

1 



~------------------------------ -----

deposits, and move-in expenses. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
This budget modification includes revenue and expenditures covering the period January I, 2006 
through June 30, 2006. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

2 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

Federal revenue from Housing Authority of Portland increases by $22,032 for FY 2006. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Adult Services Division, Transitional Housing Unit increases by $22,032. 

Administrative and Indirect costs are not allowed by the granting agency. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Professional Services increases by $22,032 to provide rental assistance to clients and their families 
who are currently living in transitional housing to aid them in moving to permanent housing. 

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

N/A 

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

This grant does not provide for administrative costs or indirect costs. 

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

The revenue is one-time only. The FY06 agreement is effective January 1, 2006 through June 30, 
2006. 

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

.January I, 2006 through .June 30, 2006. 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

The program wiJJ be discontinued when the grant expires. 

NOTE: If a Budget Mod(fication or a Contingency Request attach a.Budget Mod(fication Expense & 
Revenues Work<;heet and/or a Budget Mod(fication Personnel Worksheet. 

Attachment A-1 
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ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCJ- 23 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01/18/06 

Date: 01/17/06 

----------------------------------- D~e: ------------

----------------------------------- Date: __________ __ 

Attachment B 
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Budget Modification 10: I~D:....::C~J-=-2::..;:;3 _____ ....J 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 2006 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Fun c. Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Order Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

1 50-10 32195 50 CJ042.RASP 60170 - 22,032 22,032 I ncr Prof Svc Trans Housing 

2 50-10 32195 50 CJ042.RASP 50195 (22,032) (22,032) lncr Revenue HAP 

3 0 

4 0 

5 0 

6 0 

7 0 

8 0 

9 0 

10 0 

11 0 

12 0 

13 0 

14 0 

15 0 

16 0 

17 0 

18 0 

19 0 

20 0 

21 0 

22 0 

23 0 

24 0 

25 0 

26 0 

27 0 

28 0 

29 0 

0 0 Total - Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

f:ladminlfiscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_OCJ-23HAPhousing 2/1/2006 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGE.NDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.:..:2:::.../0.:..:9:..:../..:..06=-----
Agenda Item #: _R::_::_-4.:....__ ____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:3 8 AM 
Date Submitted: ·Ol/19/06 __:_;:.:__::_::._:_:_:__ __ _ 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 21 

Budget Modification DCHS-21 Increasing the Mental Health and 
Addiction Services Division Appropriation by $122,511 to Reflect 
Restoration of the State Mental Health Grant Award for Older/Disabled 

Agenda Title: Adult Services 

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

Date 
Reauested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Reauested: 5 mins 

Department: Dept. of County Human Services Division: Mental Health & Addiction 

Contact(s): Al Stickel 

Phone: 503 988-3691 Ext. 84135 1/0 Address: 167/l/620 
---------

Presenter(s): Nancy Winters/Keith Mitchell 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of County Human Services recommends approval of budget modification DCHS-21 
which increases Mental Health Division appropriation by $122,511 due to the State restoration of 
Older/Disabled Adult Services (service element MH 35) which was previously eliminated from the 
biemiial contract. This is a partial restoration of Program Offer 25061A. 

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

The State Mental Health Grant Award is routinely amended by the state throughout the biennium. 
These amendments refine and clarify the scope of services that are delivered and funding available. 
This budget modification reflects a change to our 2005-2007 biennium County Financial Assistance 
Contract (CF A C) per Oregon Department of Human Services letter dated November 4th 2005 
restoring MH 35 funds. The funds are via service element MH 35. The purpose of these funds is to 
provide outreach services to vulnerable seniors and disabled adults. Seniors who will not or cannot 
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access care on their own are identified for outreach by a multi-disciplinary team of social service 
providers through this program. The MH 35 funds support contract staff that provides mental health 
consultation and outreach oriented mental health services. Seniors and disabled persons are 
provided with home-based services that include mental health assessment, engagement, care 
coordination, and referral to appropriate social services. In addition, their family and caregivers are 
provided with support and referrals to services for the senior in their care, such as house cleaning 
and Meals on Wheels. 
This multi-disciplinary program supports the Basic Living Needs Priority by maximizing service 
efficiency through coordination and collaboration among departments. The use of multi-disciplinary 
teams has been shown to increase the clients level of functioning, by improved diagnosis and 
treatment, reduce the use of institutional services, achieves more appropriate placement and increase 
the overall quality of care being delivered to the elderly. 

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

This modification increases current year State Mental Health revenue for service element MH 35 by 
$122,511 with a corresponding increase in Pass Through & Program Support expense. The total 
increase for the 2005-2007 biennium is $245,022 (leaving $122,511 for fiscal year 07). 

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

NIA 

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

N/A 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

State Mental Health Grant revenue is increased by $122,5 II (MH 35) per November 41
h letter from 

Oregon Department of Human Services restoring funding. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Mental Health Safety Net budget increases by $122,511 -program offer 25061 A. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Brings the Mental Health budget in line to reflect current state agreement. The purpose of these 
funds is to provide outreach services to vulnerable seniors and disabled adults. 

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

N/A 

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

The funding is restricted to services only and does not cover the charges. 

• Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? 

No. 

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

07/01/2005 - 06/30/07 biennial award 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

On going grant. 

NOTE: ff a Budget Modification or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Modification Expense & 
Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. 

Attachment A-1 



ATTAC. HMENT B . -

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 21 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Date: 01/07/06 

Date: 01/19/06 

Date: Department HR: 
--~------------------------------ ------------

Countywide HR: Date: ---------------------------------- -~---------

Attachment B 



Page 1 of 1 

Budget Modification or Amendment 10: a..::l D;....;C:;..;.H..:..:S::....·.::.21..:.__ _____ ___, 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease/ as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 06 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Func. Program Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Offer Center WBSE/ement Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

1 20-80 82035 40 MASN MCOD35 60160 - 122,511 122,511 Pass Thru & Prg Support 

2 20-80 82035 40 MASN MCOD35 50190 0 (122,511) (122,511) IG-OP Fed thru State 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

0 0 Total • Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

f:ladmin\flscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCHS-21 2/1/2006 



MULTNOMAH CO~UNTY 
AGE.NDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# ~-1S DATE o"2.·c:A·oep 

DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.:..:2:.:.../0.:..:9~/0..::..6=-----
Agenda Item #: _:R.:..:-...::.5 ____ _ 
Est. Start Time: 9:40 AM 

Date Submitted: 01119/06 -,-------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 22 

Budget Modification DCHS-22 Increasing Mental Health and Addiction 
Services Division Appropriation by $236,766 to Reflect Funding Revisions 
to the State Mental Health Grant Award for Child and Adolescent 

Agenda Title: Outpatient Mental Health Services and Adding 1.25 FTE 

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

Date 
Requested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 5 mins 

Department: Dept. of County Human Services 

Contact(s): 

.Phone: 

Al Stickel 

503 988-3691 Ext. 84135 ---------

Presenter(s): Keith Mitchell/Amy Baker 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Division: Mental Health 

1/0 Address: 167/11620 

The Department of County Human Services recommends approval ofbudget modification DCHS-22 
which increases Mental Health Division appropriation by $236,766 for Child and Adolescent 
Outpatient Mental Health Services (service element MH 22) in Program Offer 25070A. 

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

The State Mental Health Grant Award is routinely amended by the state throughout the biennium. 
These amendments refine and clarify the scope of services that are delivered and funding available. 
This modification reflects changes to our 2005-2007 biennium County Fiscal Assistance Contract 
(CFAC) with the State of Oregon per Oregon Department of Human Services letter dated November 
23, 2005. The additional funds are for Intensive Community Based Treatment and Support Services 
for vulnerable children. ' 

The funding will provide support for two and a half Mental Health Consultants in the Family Care 
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Coordination unit and contracted indigent outpatient services. The Family Care Coordination 
positions are critical to keep children living in the community and with their families rather than 
sending them to high cost long term facility based care, a service that has not demonstrated effective 
outcomes. These positions will assist in maintaining a small caseload size to both better serve 
children and families and to assure that Multnomah County is fulfilling the State mandate of care 
coordination of all Oregon Health Plan high need children and their families. 

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

The total biennial revenue increase of additional MH 22 funds is $473,532, which is $236,766 
annually for the current fiscal year and for FY 07. The increase in expenses is as follows: $91,452 
for personnel services for 1.25 FTE Mental Health Consultant (2.50 FTE annualized) and $145,31.4 
for indigent outpatient services. 

Service reimbursement from the Fed/State fund to· the Risk Fund increases by $14,645. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

2 



ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

State Mental Health Grant revenue increases by $236,766 (MH 22) per November 23rd letter from 
Oregon Department of Human Services. 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

Mental Health & Addiction Services Family Care Coordination budget increases by $236,766 
(Program Offer 25070A) and Insurance Risk Fund by $14,645. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

Brings the budget in line to reflect current revisions to the state agreement. The purpose of these 
funds is to provide Intensive Community Based Treatment and Support Services (ICTS). 

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

Three Mental Health Consultant positions are added as of January 1, 2006 (two full time and one 
halftime position (2.50 FIE ongoing) in the Family Care Coordination unit. 

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

The funding is restricted to services only and does not cover the overhead. 

• Is the revenue one-time-only in nature? 

No. 

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

07/l/2005 -06/30/2007 biennial award. 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

On going grant. 

NOTE: If a Budget Mod(fication or a Contingency Request attach a Budget Mod(fication Expense & 
Revenues Worksheet and/or a Budget Modification Personnel Worksheet. 

Attachment A-1 



ATTACHMENT B 

BUDGET MODIFICATION: DCHS- 22 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: · 

Department DR: 

Date: 01/05/06 

Date: 01119/06 

Date: 12/29/05 

Date: Countywide HR: ---------------------------------- ------------

Attachment B 



Budget Modification or Amendment 10: ..::1 D;;....:C;;....:H..:..;S::....·=22=-------.....J 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Please show an increase in revenue as a negative value and a decrease as a positive value for consistency with MERLIN. Budget/Fiscal Year: 06 

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Func. Program Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Area Offer Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

1 20-80 82022 40 25070A MASCCMH22 60000 - 60,212 60,212 Permanent 

2 20-80 82022 40 25070A MASCCMH 22 60130 0 16,595 16,595 Salary Related 

3 20-80 82022 40 25070A MASC CMH 22 60140 0 14,645 14,645 Insurance 

4 20-80 82022 40 25070A MASC CMH 22 60160 0 145,314 145,314 Pass Thru & Prg Support 

5 20-80 82022 40 25070A MASCCMH 22 50190 0 (236,766) (236,766) IG-OP Fed thru State 

6 

7 72-10 3500 20 705210 50316 (14,645) (14,645) Svc Reim F/S to Risk Fund 
8 72-10 3500 20 705210 60330 14,645 14,645 Claims Paid 
9 

10 

11 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
27 

28 

29 
0 0 Total • Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

f:\admlnlflscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCHS-22 

Page1 of1 
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Budget Modfication or Amendment: DCHS-22 

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

YEAR PERSONNEL DOLLAR CHANGE 

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

f:\adminlfiscal\budget\00-01\budmods\BudMod_DCHS-22 Page4 2/1/2006 



MULTNOMAH CO~UNTY 
AGE,NDA PLACEME.NT REQUEST 

APPROVED : MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA#. ~~ DATE 04·D~·OlP 
DEBORAH L. BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0::..::2:.:../0=-=9'-'-/0..:..._6=-------
Agenda Item #: _;R=-..;-6:...__ ____ _ 

· Est. Start Time: 9:42 AM 

Date Submitted: 01123/06 --=-=::..:....::.-=------

PROJECT REALLOCATION: FPM-04 

Agenda 
Title: 

Reallocation of Facilities Capital Project Funds FPM-04, Multnomah County 
Inverness Jail Kitchen Floor Replacement Project 

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

Date 
Reauested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Reauested: 5 min 

Department: County Management Division: Facilities & Property Mgmt. 

Contact(s): John Lindenthal, Glenn Schnaidt 

Phone: Ext. 84213 ---------503 988 4213 1/0 Address: 274 
~~----------

Presenter(s): . John Lindenthal, Glenn Schnaidt 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 
Requested action is to approve an increase in project authorization of $170,000 for this project in 

Fund 2507, Capital Improvement (CP08.04.26) and$80,000 in Fund 2500 Justice Bond 
(CP01.06.21). Current authorization total is $589,579. Revised project authorization will be 
$839,579 with this action. · 

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

The Board included the following Budget Note in the FY05 Adopted Budget. No reallocation of 

funds from capital or maintenance projects shall occur without review and approval from the Chief 

Financial Officer. Projects that will exceed their budgeted appropriation in excess of five percent up 

to $25,000 will need to be approved by the Chief Financial Officer; over $25,000 will need to be 

brought back to the Board for approval. Facilities shall report to the Board on a semi-annual basis 
the progress of capital projects and the financial status of capital and maintenance projects." This 

filing is in response to that requirement and complies with the new County Administrative 
Procedure, Fin-15, created to implement this process. 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-04 1 
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This project is a rebid of a previous Facilities Capital Improvements Project. When the initial 
project was found to be under-funded following the public bid process, additional Justice Bond 
funds were allocated and the project scope and schedule were modified. Since then, projected 
construction costs have escalated beyond previous estimates and additional scope has been 
incorporated. 

The Inverness Jail Kitchen Floor Replacement Project requires additional funding of $250,000 due 
to project scope changes: 

• Kitchen Equipment Replacement: Most of the commercial kitchen equipment has 
reached its useful life, is no longer fully dependable and must be replaced. 

• Tnrrastructure Replacement: Buried, under-slab water lines serving the kitchen have 
ruptured. Replacing these with new overhead lines while the kitchen operations are 
suspended will be significantly more cost effective than repairing at another time. 

• Infrastructure Replacement: Hand sinks located throughout the kitchen must be 
replaced with stainless steel sinks to comply with Health Department regulations. 

• Increased Schedule & Jail Population: The construction schedule has been increased 
to accommodate the project's scope and budget. Since the project was budgeted, 
the jail population has increased to full capacity. The added time and prisoner 
population will increase the number of meals to be made off-site and delivered to 
the jail. 

The total estimated construction cost, including the changes noted above is estimated to be 
$839,579. 

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

Current year: No overall fiscal impact. The funding for the additions will come rrom canceling the 
Kelly Building Data Center Fire Suppression Project (CP08.41.03) to provide $170,000 in Fund 2507 
Capital Improvement Fund and transferring $80,000 from the ESWIS Mainframe Migration Project in 
Fund 2500, Justice Bond Fund. 

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

None. 

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

None. 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-04 2 



ATTACHMENT A 

Budget Modification 

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

• What revenue is being changed and why? 

N/A 

• What budgets are increased/decreased? 

No budget change except at project level. 

• What do the changes accomplish? 

N/A 

• Do any personnel actions result from this budget modificati~n? Explain. 

No. 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

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

N/A 

• If a grant, when the grant expires, what are funding plans? 

N/A 

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

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-04 Attachment A 



ATTACHMENT B 

PROJECT REALLOCATION: FPM-04 

Required Signatures 

Facilities & 
Property 
Management 
Director: 

Chief Financial 
Officer: 

Budget Director: 

PROJECT REALLOCATION FPM-04 

Date: 01/23/06 

Date: 01/23/06 

Date: 01123/06 

Attachment B 



Project Reallocation Bud Mod: FPM06_04 

EXPENDITURES & REVENUES 

Pag•1 011 

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

Accounting Unit Change 
Line Fund Fund Internal Cost Cost Current Revised Increase/ 
No. Center Code Order Center WBS Element Element Amount Amount (Decrease) Subtotal Description 

1 

2 72-50 2500 CP01.06.21 60530 325,000 405,000 80,000 MCIJ Kitchen Floor 

3 72-60 2500 IBMTR.1A 60530 1,315,000 1,235,000 {80,000) ESWIS 

4 72-50 2507 CP08.04.26 60530 264,579 434,579 170,000 MCIJ Kitchen Floor 

5 72-50 2507 CP08.06 60530 1,513,756 1,343,756 {170,000) New Budget for CP08.41.03 Kelly Fire Suppression 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 0 

0 0 Total - Page 1 

0 0 GRAND TOTAL 

FPM06-04_MCIJ Kltchen012006 2/1/2006 
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BOGSTAD bebOfah--[ ~·- ·-~- --
From: SCHNAIDT Glenn 
Sent: Friday, February 10, 2006 11:05 AM 
To: LINN Diane M; ROJO DE STEFFEY Maria; CRUZ Serena M; NAITO Lisa H; 

Cc: 

ROBERTS Lonnie J; FUSSELL Rob; CARROLL Mary P; ROMERO Shelli D; NAITO 
Terri W; WALKER Gary R; BOGSTAD Deborah L 
BUTLER Douglas E- FPM; LINDENTHAL John A; ADGERS Raimond R; 
HEIDENRICH Jay A; LUNA Bobbi L 

Subject: MCIJ Kitchen Floor Budget 

As requested, attached is the construction budget for the Inverness Jail Kitchen Floor 
Replacement Project. 

06 02 09 FY06 IJ 
Kitchen Budge ... 

Please contact us should you have any questions. Thank you. 

Glenn Schnaidt 
Project Manager 
Facilities and Property Management 
Phone: 503.988.4384 x84384 
Fax: 503. 988.5643 
Inter-Office: 274 

'~ 



Item 

1 

2 

3 
4 

5 
6 

7 

8 
9 

10 
11 

12 

13 

14 
15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 

22 

23 

24 

INVERNESS JAIL KITCHEN FLOOR REPLACEMENT PROJECT 
FY06 BUDGET - REVISED 

TOTAL BUDGET COMMENTS 

PROJECT BUDGET 839,579 

Preliminary Site Development 
Land Costs, Lease Costs, Etc. 0 Not Applicable 

Design 
A&E Fees 40,000 Archscape contract 

Design Review, Permit Fees & Inspections 5,000 City of Portland 

Fees, Testing, Special Inspections & Utility Connections 5,000 Carlson Testing 

Construction 
Prime Construction Contract 371,000 Estimate. 

Supplemental Construction Contract 6,500 Electrical for Temp Refrigerator Trailer. 

Supplemental Construction Contract 3,500 Plmbg & Elec for Temp Food Prep Room. 

Additional Food Prep & Delivery Costs 206,500 Aramark: 80 days. 

Project Management Costs 

County Project Management Costs 32,000 Project Manager & Mise Staff Time. 

County Trades 
O&M Sub-Work Orders 1,500 Electricians, Engineers, Alarms 

Sheriff's Escorts 0 

Furnishings , Fixtures & Equipment 
Fixtures, Furnishings & Equipment 120,000 Replaced IJ Kitchen Equipment. 

Misc., Commissioning & Warranty 
Mise Costs I Printing I Delivery 1,000 Const Docs, Bid Docs, Fed Ex, Etc. 

Building Commissioning Contract 2,500 Wapato Kitchen Equipment. 

Subtotal 794,500 

Contingency 45,000 

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS 839,500 

Contingency as a Percentage of Construction Costs 9.62% 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 02/09/06 
~--'-'------

Agenda Item #: _R---'--7 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:45 AM 

Date Submitted: 01/23/06 
~-'----'------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

Approval of 2005-2006 Wage Re-openers for the Labor Agreement between 
Multnomah County and the ~ntemational Union of Operating Engineers, Local 
701 

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

Date Time 
Requested: February 9, 2006 Requested: 5 Minutes 

Department: Department of County Management Division: Human Services 

Contact(s): Jim Younger 

Phone: 503-988-5015 Ext. 28504 1/0 Address: 503/4 
~~~--------------------

Presenter(s): Jim Younger County Representative and a Brad Cole Local 701 Representative 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

The Department of County Management recommends approval of wage adjustments for employees 
covered by the Local 70 I collective bargaining agreement. 

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

The 2004-2007 Local 701 agreement provided for a re-opener of Wages for fiscal years 2005/2006 
and 2006/2007. Through a series of negotiations, the parties agreed on the following wages 
adjustments for fiscal year 2005/2006 and 2006/2007. 

September 1, 2005: 3.0% Inflation Adjustment to the wage scale. 

o January 1, 2006: Add 1.8% market adjustment. 

o July 1, 2006: Inflation adjustment based on Consumer Price Index for Urban Wage Earners 
and Clerical Workers (CPI-W), for second half2004 to second half2005,with a minimum 

1 



increase of2% and a maximum increase of 4% plus 1.0% market adjustment for all 
classifications contained in the bargaining unit. 

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

Due to the timing of the adjustment, the annualized rate increase for FY06 is about 3.4%. 
Departments have budgeted 2.4% of this increase. The estimated cost for FY06 is $31,850 of which 
$9,500 is unbudgeted. Departments will be absorbing the unbudgeted cost within existing budgets. 

For FY07, the existing wage scale is increased by about 4.8% plus FY07 COLA adjustment plus 1% 
market adjustment. FY07 Program Offers will reflect this adjustment. 

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

None at this time. 

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

None at this time. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department DR: 

Countywide DR: 

Date: 01/24/06 

Date: 01/24/06 

Date: 01123/06 

Date: 01/23/06 
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2004-2007 

AGREEMENT 

Between 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

and 

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF OPERATING ENGINEERS 

LOCAL 701, AFL-CIO 

This Agreement is entered into by Multnomah County, Oregon, hereinafter 

referred to as the County, and International Union of Operating Engineers, Local 

701, AFL-CIO, hereinafter referred to as the Union. 

The parties agree. for fiscal years 2005 - 2006 and 2006 - 2007 to modify 

Article 15 - Wages, Section 1 (a, b, c) and Addendum A - Wages and 

Classifications as follows: 

ARTICLE 15 

WAGES 

1. Wages and Classification Schedule 

a. September 1, 2005 

Effective September 1, 2005, employees shall be compensated in 

accordance with the wage schedule attached to this Agreement and marked 

Addendum A. Said schedule reflects an increase of three percent (3%) 

effective September 1 , 2005. 

b. January 1, 2006 

Effective January 1, 2006 employees shall be compensated in 

accordance with the wage schedule attached to this Agreement and marked 

Addendum A-1. Said schedule reflects a 1.8% market adjustment. 

- 1 -



c. July 1, 2006 

Effective July 1, 2006, the June 30, 2006 base rate shall be 

increased by the percentage increase in .the CPI for Portland Urban Wage 

Earners and Clerical Workers Index for the second half 2004 to the second 

half 2005 as reported in February 2006. The minimum percentage increase 

shall be no less than 2% and the maximum percentage increase no more 

than 4% plus 1% market adjustment. The July 1, 2006 base rate shall be 

reduced to compensate employees for Short Term Disability coverage, per 

Article 9, Section 5. 

-2-



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties hereto have set their hands this _day of 

_______ , 2006. 

FOR THE UNION: 

Mark Holiday, Business Manager 
Fin. Secy IUOE Local 701, AFL-CIO 

REVIEWED: 

Agnes Sowle, County Attorney 
For Multnomah County, Oregon 

By: Kathy hort 
Assistant ounty Attorney 

,., - .) -

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS: 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

Maria Rojo de Steffey, 
Commissioner, District 1 

Serena Cruz Walsh, 
Commissioner, District 2 

Lisa Naito, 
Commissioner, District 3 

Lonnie Roberts, 
Commissioner, District 4 



CLASSIFICATION: 

September 1 , 2005 

ADDENDUM A 
WAGES AND CLASSIFICATIONS 

OPERATING ENGINEERS 

Effective September 1, 2005 

HVAC ENGINEER (6121) 

$23.70 

($23.72 Base rate- .02 = $23.70 Rate reduction is for 
Short Term Disability Adjustment per Article 9, Section 
5.) 

The County may assign an employee to serve as Facilities Maintenance 

Engineer Lead worker to perform certain limited supervisory· duties including 

laying out the work for other employees, balancing and directing the work, 

reviewing the work and employee conduct for adherence to standards and rules, 

and making such reports as may be required to exempt supervisory employees. 

Leadworkers do not impose formal discipline. Assignment and selection of such 

Leadworker shall be at the sole discretion of the County. An employee assigned 

as a Facilities Maintenance Engineer Leadworker shall be paid a premium of 

nine percent (9%) over his or her base hourly wag.e rate for the duration of the 

assignment. 

-4-



CLASSIFICATION: 

January 1, 2006 

ADDENDUM A - 1 
WAGES AND CLASSIFICATIONS 

OPERATING ENGINEERS 

Effective January 1, 2006 

HVAC ENGINEER (6121) 

$24.13 

($24.15 Base rate- .02 = $24.13 Rate reduction is for 
Short Term Disability Adjustment per Article 9, Section 
5.) 

. 
The County may assign an employee to serve as Facilities Maintenance 

Engineer Lead worker to perform certain limited supervisory duties including 

laying out the work for other employees, balancing and directing the work, 

reviewing the work and employee conduct for adherence to standards and rules, 

and making such reports as may be required to exempt supervisory employees. 

Leadworkers do not impose formal discipline. Assignment and selection of such 

Leadworker shall be at the sole discretion of the County. An employee assigned 

as a Facilities Maintenance Engineer Leadworker shall be paid a premium of 

nine percent (9%) over his or her base hourly wage rate for the duration of the 

assignment. 

- 5 -
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEME,NT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0=-:2:::./:::..::09::...:._/-=-06=------
Agenda Item#: .....:R::..::...::-8:__ ___ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:48AM 

Date Submitted: _0=-:2:::./0-=-1::.:../-=-06=------

I BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the 
General Fund to the WiUamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 
to Fund the Additional Amount Needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge 
Replacement Contract 

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

Time Date 
Requested: _F_eb_r_u_ary_,__9-",_2_0_06 _________ Requested: · 

Department: _D_is_tr_i_ct_l ___________ Division: 

Contact(s): Shelli Romero 

15 minutes 
Commissioner Maria Rojo 
de Steffey 

Phone: 503 988-4435 Ext. 84435 1/0 Address: 503/6th floor 
~~~~~---------------

Presenter(s): Commissioner Rojo de Steffey 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approve Internal Loan from the General Fund to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount . 
of $8,000,000 to fund the additional amount needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge replacement 
contract. 

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

The original estimate for replacing the Sauvie Island Bridge was approximately $34,000,000. 

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) provided grant money to the County in an 
amount not to exceed $25,000,000 to cover Sauvie Island Bridge Project costs. In addition the 
County obtained federal funds and County Bridge funds for the remainder of the $9,000,000 Sauvie 
Island Bridge Project estimated costs. 

1 



The bid opening for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Project was on September 22, 2005. The 
low bid for the project was $8,000,000 in excess of engineer's estimate and County's budget for the 
project. There were several areas that contributed to the much higher than expected bids. These 
include: Structural steel was bid at approximately 50% over the engineer's estimate; Concrete was 
approximately 40% over the engineer's estimate; Large diameter drilled shafts were about 30% over 

engineer's estimate. 

The County identified one-time-only funds in the General Fund that can be loaned to cover the 
shortfall on the Sauvie Island Bridge Project. These funds were recognized as additional resources 

by a Supplemental Budget, Resolution 06-009, on January 19, 2006. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
The Finance and Budget Office has reviewed the loan request and recommends that the loan in the 
amount of$8,000,000 from the General Fund to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in fiscal year 
2005/2006 be repaid over five years. The Finance and Budget staff also recommend that the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund reimburse General Fund, including interest at 3% per annum, in the 
amount of$300,000 in fiscal year 2006/2007, $500,000 in fiscal years 2007/2008, $1,600,000 in 
fiscal year 2008/2009, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2009/20010 and $2,253,000 in fiscal year 
2010/2011. 

The Chief Financial Officer will include appropriate service reimbursements in future budgets to 
ensure the General Fund is repaid. 

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

This is consistent with the County's Financial and Budget Policy. 

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

None. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: February 1, 2006 

Date: -------

Date: --------------------------------------- -------

--------------------------------------- Date: _______ _ 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the General Fund to the Willamette River 
Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 to fund the additional amount needed for the Sauvie 
Island Bridge replacement contract. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The original estimate for replacing the Sauvie Island Bridge was approximately 
$34,000,000. 

b. The 2003 Oregon Transportation Investment Act Program, established pursuant to 
Section 1 0(1 )(b) of 2003 Oregon Laws Ch. 618, hereinafter referred to as the "2003 
OTIA Local Bridge Program," provides funding for local city and county bridge , 
replacement and repair project~ chosen by the Oregon Transportation Commis~ion. 

c. The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) provided grant money to the County 
in an amount not to exceed $25,000,000 to cover Sauvie Island Bridge Project costs. 

d. The County obtained federal funds and County Bridge funds for the remainder of the 
$9,000,000 Sauvie Island Bridge Project estimated costs. 

e. The bid opening for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Project was on September 
22, 2005. The low bid for the project was $8,000,000 in excess of engineer's estimate 
and County's budget for the project. 

f. There were several areas that contributed to the much higher than expected bids. 
These include: Structural steel was bid at approximately 50% over the engineer's 
estimate; Concrete was approximately 40% over the engineer's estimate; Large 
diameter drilled shafts were about 30% over engineer's estimate 

g. The County has identified one-time-only funds in the General Fund that can be loaned 
to cover the shortfall on the Sauvie Island Bridge Project. 

h. The loan is to be repaid over the next five fiscal years. 

i. The Finance and Budget Office has reviewed the loan request and recommends that the 
Board authorize a loan in the amount of $8,000,000 from the General Fund to the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund in fiscal year 2005/2006. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County authorizes the Chief Financial Officer to make the necessary accounting 
transactions in fiscal year 2005/2006 to loan $8,000,000 from the General Fund to the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund to fund the additional amount needed for the Sauvie 
Island Bridge replacement. 
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2. The Willamette River Bridge Fund will reimburse General Fund, including interest at 3% 
per annum, in the amount of $300,000 in fiscal year 2006/2007, $500,000 in fiscal years 
2007/2008, $1,600,000 in fiscal year 2008/2009, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2009/20010 
and $2,253,000 in fiscal year 2010/2011. 

3. The Chief Financial Officer will include appropriate service reimbursements in future 
budgets to ensure the General Fund is repaid. 

ADOPTED this 91
h day of February, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane Linn, Chair 
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AMENDMENT FOR FEBRUARY 9, 2006 AGENDA ITEM R-8 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the General Fund 
to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 to Fund the Additional 
Amount Needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Contract 

COMMISSIONER ROJO TO MOVE APPROVAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO 
CORRECT SCRIBNER'S ERROR IN THE AGENDA PLACEMENT 
REQUEST, EXPLANATION NUMBER THREE AND THE RESOLUTION, 
RESOLVE NUMBER TWO, TO REFLECT THE CORRECT WILLAMETTE 
RIVER BRIDGE FUND REIMBURSEMENT OF $3.253,000 IN FISCAL 
YEAR 2010/2011. 

2. The Willamette River Bridge Fund will reimburse General Fund, 
including interest at 3% per annum, in the amount of $300,000 in 
fiscal year 2006/2007, $500,000 in fiscal years 2007/2008, 
$1,600,000 in fiscal year 2008/2009, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 
2009/20010 and $2,253,000 $3,253,000 in fiscal year 2010/2011. 



------ -------- ---------

MUL,TNOMAH COUNTY 
~ 

~ 

AGENDA :PJLACEMENT RE;QUEST - corrected 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: 02/09/06 -------
Agenda Item#: _R_-8 _____ _ 

Est. Start Time: 9:48 AM 
Date Submitted: 02/01/06 -------

I BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda 
Title: 

RESOLUTION Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the 
General Fund to the WiUamette River Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 . 
to Fund the Additional Amount Needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge 
Re lacement Contract 

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

Date 
Requested: February 9, 2006 

Time 
Requested: 15 minutes 

Department: District 1 .Division: 
-~~-------------

Commissioner Maria Rojo 
de Steffey 

Contact(s): Shelli Romero 

Phone: 503 988-4435 Ext. 84435 110 Address: 503/6th floor ------------- ---------------
Presenter(s): Commissioner Rojo de Steffey 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

Approve Internal Loan &om the General Fund to the Wi11amette River Bridge Fund in the Amount 
of $8,000,000 to fund the additional amount needed for the Sauvie Island Bridge replacement 
contract. 

2. Please provide sufficient background information for the Board and the public to understand 
this issue. 
The original estimate for replacing the Sauvie Island Bridge was approximately $34,000,000. 

The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) provided grant money to the County in an 
amount not to exceed $25,000,000 to cover Sauvie Island Bridge Project costs. In addition the 
County obtained federal funds and County Bridge funds for the remainder of the $9,000,000 Sauvie 
Island Bridge Project estimated costs. 
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The bid opening for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Project was on September 22, 2005. The 
low bid for the project was $8,000,000 in excess of engineer's estimate and County's budget for the 
project. There were several areas that contributed to the much higher than expected bids. These 
include: Structural steel was bid at approximately 50% over the engineer's estimate; Concrete was 
approximately 40% over the engineer's estimate; Large diameter drilled shafts were about 30% over 
engineer's estimate. 

The County identified one-time-only funds in the General Fund that can be loaned to cover the 
shortfall on the Sauvie Island Bridge Project. These funds were recognized as additional resources 
by a Supplemental Budget, Resolution 06-009, on January 19,2006. 

3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 
The Finance and Budget Office has reviewed the loan request and recommends that the loan in the 
amount of$8,000,000 from the General Fund to the Willamette River Bridge Fund in fiscal year 
2005/2006 be repaid over five years. The Finance and Budget staff also recommend that the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund reimburse General Fund, including interest at 3% per annum, in the 
amount of$300,000 in fiscal year 2006/2007, $500,000 in fiscal years 2007/2008, $1,600,000 in 
fiscal year 2008/2009, $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2009/20010 and $3,253,000 in fiscal year 
2010/2011. 

The Chief Financial Officer will inclu'de appropriate service reimbursements in future budgets to 
ensure the General Fund is repaid. · 

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

This is consistent with the County's Financial and Budget Policy. 

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

None. 

Required Signatures 

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: February 1, 2006 

Date: --------------------------------------- ----~--------

Date: --------------------------------------- --------~----

Date: --------------------------------------- --------------
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I support fixing the Bridge but I believe we should minimize the 
hit on our general fund dollars as much as possible to assist us 
during the budget process. We could do this by utilizing monies 
from our Facilities Asset Preservation and Capital improvement 
funds, which our facility people say could be done, instead of 
using all general fund dollars. 

I therefore move to amend the resolution to use $2.3 million 
dollars from the Facilities Asset Preservation and Capital 
Improvement Fund, and finance the remaining $5. 7million 
dollars from the County's General Fund. 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOlUTION NO. 06-018 

Authorizing the County to Make an Internal Loan from the General Fund to the Willamette River 
Bridge Fund in the Amount of $8,000,000 to Fund the Additional Amount Needed for the Sauvie 
Island Bridge Replacement Contract 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The original estimate for replacing the Sauvie Island Bridge was approximately 
$34,000,000. 

b. The 2003 Oregon Transportation Investment Act Program, established pursuant to 
Section 10(1)(b) of 2003 Oregon Laws Ch. 618, hereinafter referred to as the "2003 
OTIA Local Bridge Program," provides funding for local city and county bridge 
replacement and repair projects chosen by the Oregon Transportation Commission. 

c. The Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT) provided grant money to the County 
in an amount not to exceed $25,000,000 to cover Sauvie Island Bridge Project costs. 

d. The County obtained federal funds and County Bridge funds for the remainder of the 
$9,000,000 Sauvie Island Bridge Project estimated costs. 

e. The bid opening for the Sauvie Island Bridge Replacement Project was on September 
22, 2005. The low bid for the project was $8,000,000 in excess of engineer's estimate 
and County's budget for the project. 

f. There were several areas that contributed to the much higher than expected bids. 
These include: Structural steel was bid at approximately 50% over the engineer's 
estimate; Concrete was approximately 40% over the engineer's estimate; Large 
diameter drilled shafts were about 30% over engineer's estimate 

g. The County has identified one-time-only funds in the General Fund that can be loaned 
to cover the shortfall on the Sauvie Island Bridge Project. 

h. The loan is to be repaid over the next five fiscal years. 

i. The Finance and Budget Office has reviewed the loan request and recommends that the 
Board authorize a loan in the amount of $8,000,000 from the General Fund to the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund in fiscal year 2005/2006. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The County authorizes the Chief Financial Officer to make the necessary accounting 
transactions in fiscal year 2005/2006 to loan $8,000,000 from the General Fund to the 
Willamette River Bridge Fund to fund the additional amount needed for the Sauvie 
Island Bridge replacement. 
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2. The Willamette River Bridge Fund will reimburse General Fund, including interest at 3% 
per annum, in the amount of $300,000 in fiscal year 2006/2007; $500,000 in fiscal year 
2007/2008; $1,600,000 in fiscal year 2008/2009; $3,000,000 in fiscal year 2009/20010 
and $3,253,000 in fiscal year 2010/2011. 

3. The Chief Financial Officer will include appropriate service reimbursements in future 
budgets to ensure the General Fund is repaid. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of February, 2006. 

REVIEWED: 

AGNES SOWLE, COUNTY A ITORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

S. Thomas, Deputy County Attorney 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR M NOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
AGENDA PLACEMENT REQUEST 

Board Clerk Use Only 

Meeting Date: _0.::..:2=-/.::..:09:.:./.:...06=----------
Agenda Item #: _E=---=1:..___ ___ _ 
Est. Start Time: 10:00 AM 

Date Submitted: _0:::..:1:..:.../.:..::19:...:.../0=-.:6=-------

BUDGET MODIFICATION: 

Agenda Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h) 
Title: 

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

provide a clecirly written title. 

Date 
Requested: February 9, 2006 

Department: Non-Departmental 

Time 
Requested: 

Division: 

15-30 mins 

County Attorney 

Contact(s): __:..;A
30

gc..:.ne=-=s:.....:S:...:o:.....:w:..:.l.:...e ________________________ _ 

Phone: 503 988-3138 Ext. 83138 
_:_~::_::_c::_::_c.c..::....: __ _ 1/0 Address: -=-50=-::3:...:.../5:...:0:..::0:.___ _____ _ 

Presenter(s): Agnes Sowle and Invited Others 

General Information 

1. What action are you requesting from the Board? 

No Final Decision will be made in the Executive Session. 

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

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

Representatives of the News Media and All Other Attendees are Specifically Directed Not 

to Disclose Information that is the Subject of the Executive Session . . 
3. Explain the fiscal impact (current year and ongoing). 

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

ORS 192.660(2)(h). 

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

Department/ 
Agency Director: 

Budget Analyst: 

Department HR: 

Countywide HR: 

Date: 01119/06 

------------------------------------- Date: ____________ __ 

Date: -------------------------------------- -------------~ 

Date: -------------------------------------- --------------
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