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MAY 7, 8 & 9, 2,002 

BO~ARD M.EETINGS 

FASTLOOK AGENDA ITEMS OF 
INTEREST 

Pg 9:30a.m. Tuesday Financial Overview, CBAC 
2 

Report and OSCP Budget Work Session 

Pg 9:30 a.m. Wednesday Non-Departmental 
2 

Budget Work Session 

Pg 9:00 a.m. Thursday Opportunity for Public 
4 

Comment on Non-Agenda Matters 

Pg 9:15a.m. Thursday Proclamation Proclaiming 
4 

Asian Pacific American Heritage Month 

Pg 10:00 a.m. Thursday Public Safety Group 
4 

Policy Framework Discussion 

Pg Updated County Budget Session Schedule 
5 and Cable Coverage Information 

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) Channel30 
Friday, 11:00 PM, Channel 30 

Saturday, 10:00 AM, Channel 3D 
Sunday, 11 :00 AM, Channel30 

Produced through Multnomah Community 
Television 

(503) 491-7636, ext. 333 for further info 
or: http://www.mctv.org 



Tuesday, May 7, 2002-9:30 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

BUDGET WORK SESSION 

WS-1 The Board of Commissioners, Auditor, District Attorney, Sheriff and Invited 

Participants Will Meet to Discuss the Following Multnomah County 2002-

2003 Budget Issues Facilitated by John Rakowitz and John Ball. [Interested 
Persons are Welcome to Attend this Public Meeting, However Public 
Testimony Will be Taken During Scheduled Budget Hearings.] 

9:30 a.m. FY 2003 Budget - Financial Overview 
10:15 a.m. Citizen Budget Advisory Committee Recommendations 
11:00 a.m. Office of School and Community Partnerships 

Wednesday, May 8, 2002-9:30 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

BUDGET WORK SESSION 

WS-2 The Board of Commissioners, Auditor, District Attorney, Sheriff and Invited 

Participants Will Meet to Discuss the Following Multnomah County 2002-

2003 Budget Issues Facilitated by John Rakowitz and John Ball. [Interested 
Persons are Welcome to attend this Public Meeting, However Public 
Testimony will be taken During Scheduled Budget Hearings.] 

9:30a.m. 
9:40a.m. 
10:00 a.m. 
10:05 a.m. 
10:15 a.m. 
10:25 a.m. 

10:35 a.m. 
10:45 a.m. 
10:50 a.m. 
10:55 a.m. 
11:00 a.m. 

Non-Departmental Citizen Budget Advisory Committee 
Commission on Children, Families and Community 
Public Affairs Office 
Citizen Involvement Committee 
Regional Arts and Culture Council 
Metropolitan Human Rights Center I Office of Neighborhood 
Involvement 
Oregon State University Extension Service 
Progress Board 
Elders in Action 
Soil and Water Districts 
Questions and Follow up Items with Budget Office 
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Thursday, May 9, 2002 - 9:00AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

REGULAR MEETING 

CONSENT CALENDAR - 9:00 AM 
NON-DEPARTMENTAL 

C-1 Appointment of America Becerra to the MUL TNOMAH COUNTY 
COMMUNITY HEALTH COUNCIL 

DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

C-2 Government Contract (190 Agreement) 0210315 with the City of Portland, 
Providing for the Dispersal of Assets and Property Subject to Forfeiture 
Under Oregon Laws, Relating to Criminal Cases Brought by the District 
Attorney's Office 

OFFICE OF SCHOOL AND COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIPS 

C-3 Revenue Agreement 0210236 with The Annie E. Casey Foundation, 
Providing Funding for the SUN School Initiative through June 30, 2002 

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 

C-4 RESOLUTION Authorizing Approval to Allow Repurchase of Tax 
Foreclosed Property to the Former Owner, The Estate of Andrew V Houston 
Sr 

C-5 Government Contract (190 Agreement) 0110978 with the City of Portland, 
Providing Funding for the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Public 
Involvement and Preliminary Engineering 

C-6 Revenue Agreement 0110979 with the Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund, 
Providing Funding for Beaver Creek Fish Ladder Improvements through 
December 31, 2002 
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REGULAR AGENDA-9:00AM 
PUBLIC COMMENT-9:00AM 

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

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES-9:00AM 

R-1 Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Adopting 
Amendments to Multnomah County Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35 
Pertaining to "Lots of Record" and Changes to Other Land Use Standards as 
Required by Recently Adopted Oregon Administrative Rules for "Rural 
Residential Areas" 

R-2 RESOLUTION Approving and Consenting to the Issuance by Gilliam 
County, Oregon, of its Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for the Purpose 
of Financing or Refinancing, Among Other Things, the Acquisition, 
Installation, Construction, Relocating, Equipping and Improving of Certain 
Solid Waste Disposal Facilities Located in Multnomah County, and Related 
Matters 

NON-DEPARTMENTAL-9:15AM 

R-3 PROCLAMATION Proclaiming May 2002 as ASIAN PACIFIC 
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH in Multnomah County, Oregon 

R-4 RESOLUTION: Design of an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 
Services Program 

Thursday, May 9, 2002- 10:00 AM 
Multnomah Building, First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 1 00 

501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

BOARD WORK SESSION 

WS-3 Public Safety Group Policy Framework Discussion. Presented by John 
Rakowitz, Department of Community Justice Director Joanne Fuller, District 
Attorney Mike Schrunk, Sheriff Dan Noelle, Invited Department Directors and 
Staff. 2 HOURS REQUESTED. 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

9:30AM to 12:00 PM Tuesdays, Wednesdays and Thursdays as Listed Below 
Unless otherwise noted, all Sessions held at the Multnomah Building 

First Floor Commissioners Boardroom 100, 501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 

The Board of Commissioners, Auditor, District Attorney, Sheriff and Invited Participants 

Will Meet to Discuss Multnomah County 2002-2003 Budget Issues. Facilitated by John 

Rakowitz and Tony Mounts. [These are Public Meetings and Interested Persons are 

Welcome to Attend, However Public Testimony Will be Taken During Budget 
Hearings Scheduled in May and June.] Thursday Meetings are Broadcast Live on 

Cable Channel30 or log onto http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/cclboard.html to View 
Live Broadcast. Tuesday and Wednesday Meetings will be Broadcast Live on Cable 

Channel 22 (East County subscribers only) and Rebroadcast on Cable Channels 29 

and 30 (Countywide subscribers) and Media Streaming beginning Tuesday, May 7, 

2002. Cable Schedule included herein. For further budget information, log onto 
http://www.co.multnomah.or.us/cclbudget/index.html. 

Tuesday, April 23 
9:30-12:00 Health and Human Services Group Policy Framework 

Discussion 

Wednesday, April24 
9:30-11:45 General Government Groups: Library, Business and 

Community Services, Facilities, E111ergency Management, 
Diversity, Policy Framework Discussion 

11:45-12:00 BIT Update 

Wednesday, May 1 Board Work Session Cancelled 
9:30 ll:OO Puhlie Safety Creup, Policy FmmewoFk Discussion 

Thursday, May 2 
9:30-Regular 
Board Meeting 

Chair Diane Linn 2002-2003 Executive Budget Message, Public 
Hearing and Consideration of Resolution Approving Executive 
Budget for Submission to Tax Supervising and Conservation 
Commission 
Public Hearing and Consideration of Approval of the 2002-2003 
Dunthorpe Riverdale Sanitary Service District No.1 Proposed 
Budget for Submittal to the Tax Supervising and Conservation 
Commission 
Public Hearing and Consideration of Approval of the 2002-2003 
Mid County Street Lighting Service District No. 14 Proposed 
Budget for Submittal to the Tax Supervising and Conservation 
Commission 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

Tuesday, May 7 
9:30-10:15 
10:15-11:00 
11:00-12:00 

Wednesday, May 8 

Fiscal Year 2003 Budget - Financial Overview 
Citizen Budget Advisory Committee Recommendations 
Office of School and Community Partnerships 

9:30-11:30 Non-Departmental 

Thursday, May 9 
10:00-12:00 Public Safety Group, Policy Framework Discussion 

Tuesday, May 14 
9:30-10:00 
10:00-11:00 

Public Safety Group Overview 
District Attorney 

11 :00-12:00 Department of Juvenile and Adult Community Justice 
6:00 - 8:00 p.m. Public Hearing on the 2002-2003 Multnomah County Budget -

Portland Community College, Cascade Campus, Student 
Center Building Cafeteria, 705 N Killingsworth, Portland 

Wednesday May 15 
9:30-10:00 Health and Human Services Group Overview 
10:00-12:00 Department of County Human Services 

Thursday, May 16 
11 :00-12:00 Budget Questions, Responses and Amendment Proposals 

Tuesday, May 21 
9:30-10:30 Sheriff's Office 
10:30-12:00 Department ofBusiness and Community Services 

Wednesday May 22 
9:30-10:30 Department ofLibrary Services 
10:30-11 :30 Health Department 
11 :30-12:00 Health and Human Services - Issues Discussion 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

Tuesday, May 28 
9:30-11:30 
11:30-12:00 
6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Wednesday, May 29 

Capital Budget Review 
Auditor's Office 
Public Hearing on the 2002-2003 Multnomah County Budget­
Multnomah County East Building, Sharron Kelley Conference 
Room, 600 NE 8th Street, Gresham 

9:30-12:00 Response to Board questions from earlier meetings 

Thursday, May 30 
11:00-12:00 Budget Questions, Responses and Amendment Proposals 

Tuesday, June 4 
9:30-12:00 Review Amendments to Fiscal Year 2003 Approved Budget 

Wednesday, June 5 
9:30-12:00 Ifneeded 

Thursday, June 6 
10:30-12:00 p.m. 

Tuesday, June 11 
9:30-12:00 
6:00 - 8:00 p.m. 

Tax Supervising and Conservation Commission Public Hearing 
on the 2002-2003 Multnomah County Budget - Multnomah 
Building, Commissioners Boardroom 100,501 SE Hawthorne 
Boulevard, Portland 

Response to Board questions from earlier meetings 
Public Hearing on the 2002-2003 Multnomah County Budget­
Multnomah Building, Commissioners Boardroom 100, 501 SE 
Hawthorne Boulevard, Portland 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

Thursday, June 13 
9:30-12:00 Regular Board Meeting 

Public Hearing and Consideration of Resolution Adopting the 
2002-2003 Budget for Multnomah County and Making 
Appropriations Thereunder, Pursuant to ORS 294 
Resolution Levying Ad Valorem Property Taxes for Multnomah 
County, Oregon for Fiscal Year 2002-03 
Public Hearing and Consideration of Resolution Adopting the 
2002-2003 Budget for Dunthorpe Riverdale Sanitary Service 
District No.1 and Making Appropriations 
Public Hearing and Consideration of Resolution Adopting the 
2002-2003 Budget for Mid County Street Lighting Service 
District No. 14 and Making Appropriations 
Hearing and Consideration of Resolution Adopting the Mt. 
Hood Cable Regulatory Commission 2002-2003 Budget 

**Cable Coverage** 
Multnomah County 2002-2003 Budget Work Sessions and Hearings 

Cable Channel22 Available to East County Cable Subscribers Only 
Cable Channels 29 and 30 Available to Countywide Cable Subscribers 

Multnomah County Budget Tuesday Morning Work Sessions 

Tue May7 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Fri May 10 8:30AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun May 12 3:00PM Channel 29 - Replay 

Tue May14 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Fri. May 17 8:30AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun May 19 3:00PM Channel29 - Replay 

Tue May21 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Fri May24 8:30AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun May26 3:00PM Channel29 - Replay 

Tue May28 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Fri May31 8:30AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun June 2 3:00PM Channel29 - Replay 

Tue June4 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Fri June 7 8:30AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun June 9 3:00PM Channel 29 - Replay 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

Tue June 11 9:30AM Channel22 - LIVE 
Fri June 14 8:30AM Channel30- Replay 
Sun June 16 3:00PM Channel 29 - Replay 

Multnomah County Budget Wednesday Morning Work Sessions 

Wed MayS 9:30AM Channel22 - LIVE 
Sun May 12 5:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
Tue May 14 2:00PM Channel 30 - Replay 

Wed May15 9:30AM Channel22 - LIVE 
Sun May 19 5:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
Tue May21 2:00PM Channel 30 - Replay 

Wed May22 9:30AM Channel22 - LIVE 
Sun May26 5:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
Tue May28 2:00PM Channel 30 - Replay 

Wed May29 9:30AM Channel 22 - LIVE 
Sun June 2 5:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
Tue June 4 2:00PM Channel 30 - Replay 

Wed JuneS 9:30AM Channel22 - LIVE 
Sun June 9 5:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
Tue June 11 2:00PM Channel30- Replay 

Multnomah County Tuesday Evening Budget Hearings 

Tue May14 6:00PM Taped - PCC Cascade Campus Cafeteria 
Fri May 17 11:00 AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sat May 18 11:30 PM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sun May 19 8:00PM Channel29 - Replay 

Tue May28 6:00PM Taped - East County Building 
Thu May30 6:00PM Channel 30 - Replay 
Fri May31 11:00AM Channel30- Replay 
Sun June2 8:00PM Channel 29 - Replay 

Tue June 11 6:00PM Channel29 - LIVE - Multnomah Building 
Wed June 12 6:30PM Channel30- Replay 
Fri June 14 I 1:00AM Channel 30 - Replay 
Sat June 15 6:30PM Channel 29 - Replay 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY 2002-2003 
BUDGET WORK SESSIONS AND HEARINGS 

Multnomah County Thursday Board Meetings 

Thursdays 
Fridays 
Saturdays 
Sundays 

9:30AM 
11:00 PM 
lO:OOAM 
11:00 AM 

Channel 30 - LIVE - Multnomah Building 
Channel 30 - Replay 
Channel 30 - Replay 
Channel 30 - Replay 

**Produced through Multnomah Community Television** 
(503) 491-7636, ext. 333 for further info 

or: http://www.mctv.org 
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Maria Rojo de Steffey 
Multnomah County Commissioner, District 1 

Suite 600, Multnomah Building 
501 SE Hawthorne Boulevard 
Portland, Oregon 97214 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Chair Diane Linn 
Commissioner Serena Cruz 
Commissioner Lisa Naito 
Commissioner Lonnie Roberts 
Board Clerk Deb Bogstad 

FROM: R. Lyne Martin 
Staff to Commissioner Maria Rojo de Steffey 

DATE: May 7, 2002 

RE: Board Briefmg/Meeting Absence 

Phone: (503) 988-5220 
FAX: (503) 988-5440 
Email: district1 @co.multnomah.or. us 

Commissioner Maria Rojo de Steffey will be leaving the regular Board meeting early 
(at 11 :00 a.m.) on Thursday, May 2nd and Thursday, May 9th. 

cc: Staff 



MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-1 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

----------------------------·----------·---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Appointment to Community Health Council 

BOARD BRIEFING: 

REGULAR MEETING: 

DATEREQUESTED~: __________________ _____ 
REQUESTEDBY~: ____________________ __ 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED.:....: -------

DATE REQUESTED: Thursdav. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: Consent Agenda 

DEPARTMENT: Non-Departmental DIVISION: Chair's Office 

CONTACT: Delma Farrell TELEPHONE#: 503 988-3953 
BLDG/ROOM#: 5031600 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION.:....: ______ N:....:~..:....:~-----------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

[ 1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ 1 POLICY DIRECTION [ x 1 APPROVAL [ 1 OTHER 

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Appointment of America Becerra to the Multnomah County Community Health Council 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL . .;....: ___ {j)=-..;l;..:;..a;...;.n..;..;e:;._,::,.:M_...:.=.:..•-=£=-=-in~n;.__ _____ _ 

(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER~:--------------------------------------

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.J.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah. or. us 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-2 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Revenue Agreement with City of Portland Regarding Forfeitures 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: _____________________________________________ __ 

REQUESTEDBY~:----------------------------------------------------
AMOUNTOFTIMENEEDED~: ____________ __ 

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: Consent Calendar 

DEPARTMENT: District Attorney DIVISION: Forfeitures 

CONTACT: Erin K. Olson. DDA TELEPHONE#: 503 988-3135 
BLDG/ROOM#: 1011837 

PERSON{S) MAKING PRESENT A T/ON. __ ___:...:N:!.!.,VA..:....-___________________________________________ _ 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Government Contract (190 Agreement) 0210315 with the City of Portland, Providing for 
the Dispersal of Assets and Property Subject to Forfeiture Under Oregon Laws, Relating 
to Criminal Cases Brought by the District Attorney's Office 

~· \'3•0"'2. 0-L\~i,.,)Al.S 4-o ~...=> 0\<;o.....,) 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELEcTED oFFICIAL . .:,_: ___ 9vl~t::;,:;·c;,.:..:h~a;,::,e=-..;[ S~ch~~:....:u~n~R~,.,,__ ___ _ 
(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER.~: ___________________________________ ~-------------------------------------------

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.l.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 



TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE:. 

Michael D. Schrunk, District Attorney 
1021 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 600 
P011Iand, OR 97204-1193 
Phone: 503-988-3162 Fax: 503-988-3643 
wwW-.co.multnomah.or.us/da/ 

STAFF REPORT 

Board of County Commissioners 

Erin K. Olson, DDA 

April 30, 2002 

Intergovernmental Agreement with City of Portland Regarding 
Asset Forfeitures 

1. Recommendation/ Action Requested: 

Approval of Intergovernmental Agreement with the City of Portland regarding asset forfeitures 
associated with criminal cases brought by the District Attorney's Office. 

2. Background/ Analysis: 

Following the passage of Ballot Measure 3 by the voters last year, civil forfeitures became too 
costly to pursue. The 2001 Oregon Legislature enacted criminal forfeiture legislation to address 
some of the problems with post-Ballot Measure 3 civil forfeiture. The new criminal forfeiture 
legislation, effective q1101102, makes forfeiture part ofthe criminal case. The net proceeds from 
criminal forfeiture (after liens, expenses, and court-ordered restitution to victims of person 
crimes are paid) go to local drug treatment ( 40% ), law enforcement ( 40% ), the state General 
Fund (10%), the Illegal Drug Cleanup Fund (7%), and the Asset Forfeiture Oversight Account 
(3%). The law enforcement share is to be shared equitably between the seizing police agency 
and forfeiture counsel, and may be pursuant to intergovernmental agreement. The 
intergovernmental agreement with the City of Portland is the frrst to be presented for 
Commission approval, with additional similar agreements with other police agencies to follow. 

Civil forfeiture was included in this intergovernmental agreement as a fallback position to permit 
the potential recovery of the costs of forfeiture when a criminal defendant absconds before the 
disposition of the criminal case. It is expected to be used infrequently. 



April 30, 2002 

3. Financial Impact: 

This agreement splits the law enforcement share of criminal forfeiture proceeds equally between 
the Portland Police Bureau and the District Attorney's Office until the District Attorney's Office 
has recovered from the four primary Multnomah County police agencies the $150,000 annual 
estimated cost of prosecuting forfeitures. If that threshold is reached, the District Attorney will 
thereafter receive 20% of the law enforcement share of criminal forfeiture proceeds until the end 
ofthe fiscal year. 

In addition, pursuant to Senate Bill 914, 40% of the net criminal forfeiture proceeds will go 
toward local drug treatment pursuant to a plan developed to integrate drug treatment services into 
the criminal justice system for offenders who commit nonviolent drug possession offenses. This 
plan is in the development stages by a committee composed of representatives from numerous 
affected local law enforcement and social service agencies. 

The actual fmancial impact will vary since no historical information is available with which to 
make projections. 

4. Legal Issues: 

None anticipated. 

5. Controversial Issues: 

None anticipated. 

6. Link to Current County Policies: 

This agreement will yield additional funding for law enforcement and drug treatment. 

7. Citizen Participation: 

N/A 

8. Other Government Participation: 

The Multnomah County Sheriffs Office, City of Gresham, and City ofTroutdale had committed 
to agreements with identical terms to this IGA with the City of Portland. The agreement with the 
Multnomah County Sheriffs Office is a Memorandum of Understanding which does not require 
Board approval. The IGAs with Gresham and Troutdale will be presented for approval in the 
near future. Similar IGAs with other law enforcement agencies will be presented as the need 
arises. 
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MUL TNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 

Contract #: 0 2 - 1 0 3 1 5 
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Counsel signature) (]gAttached 0Not Attached Amendment#· 

CLASS I 
0 Professional Services not to exceed $50,000 (and not 

awarded by RFP or Exemption) 
0 Revenue not to exceed $50,000 (and not awarded 

by RFP or Exemption) 

CLASS II 
0 Professional Services that exceed $50,000 or awarded 

by RFP or Exemption (regardless of' amount) 
0 PCRB Contract 

CLASS Ill 
~ Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

that exceeds $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
:fiRevenue 

0 Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 
not to exceed $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
0 Revenue 

0 Architectural & Engineering not to exceed $10,000 
(for tracking purposes only) 

0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0Grant 
D Revenue that exceeds $50,000 or awarded by RFP or 

Exemption (regardless of amount) 

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# C.· L. DATE 05'·D~. ~ 2 
DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Department: D i s t r i c t At t orne y Division: For f e it u r e s 
Phone: ( 5 0 3 ) 9 8 8 - 3 1 3 5 
Phone: ( 5 0 3 ) 9 8 8- 3 1 3 5 

Date: 0 4 I 2 6 I 0 2 

Originator: Erin K. 01 son Bldg/Am: 1 0 1 / 8 3 7 
Contact: E r in K • 0 1 s on Bldg/Am: 1 0 1/ 8 3 7 
Description of Contract: 

RENEWAL: 0 PREVIOUS CONTRACT #(S): N A 
RFP/BID: RFP/BID DATE: 
EXEMPTION EXEMPTION EXPIRATION 
#/DATE: DATE: 

ORS/AR 
#: ------- --------

CONTRACTOR IS: 0 MBE 0 WBE 0 ESB 0 ORF 0 N/A 1SJ NONE (Check all boxes that apply) 

Contractor C i t y o f P or t 1 and 
Address Po r t 1 and Po 1 i c e Bur e au 

llll SW 2nd Avenue/AFU 
Portland, OR 97204 

Phone ( 5 0 3 ) 8 2 3 - 0 0 0 6 

Remittance address 

(If different) 

Payment Schedule I Terms 

Employer ID# or SS# D Lump Sum $ 0 Due on Receipt 
-----~---------------Effective Date January 1 , 2 0 0 2 D Monthly $ D Net 30 

Termination Date J u 1 y 3 1 , 2 0 0 5 

Original Contract Amount $ 

rn Other $ F 0 r f e i t u re-b a s e d D Other 

-------------Total Amt of Previous Amendments$ D Requirements Not to Exceed$ ---------------Amount of Amendment $ --------------Total Amount of Agreement$ Encumber DYes D No 

REQUIRED SIGNATURES: (\ C 
Department Manager J:\,c)..'\l,hl= ~u.s? M.u'A..: 
Purchasing Manager J 
(Class II Contracts Only) .--c-,-'--.J--,.,--...e.----_A-~--:;::;---------------------

County Counsel "=J-=-_I.A...-'V"""--=~-'<-----~-=---_..:..;~=fF-1rF-+-----------------------

County Chair b)"""~ VVL-

Sheriff ------------------------------------------------

DATE ~ -1..ct.o2-

DATE 

DATE '-1-- /b · o.J...._ 

DATE c:a. tt. 0,_ 

DATE 

Contract Administration DATE 
(Class I, Class II Contracts onlr."':')---------------------------------=------------

LGFS VENDOR CODE DEPT REFERENCE 

SUB OBJ/ SUB REP 
LINE# FUND AGENCY ORG ORG ACTIVITY REV OBJ CAT LGFS DESCRIPTION AMOUNT 

01 

02 

03 

Exhibit A, Rev. 3/25/98 DIST: Originator. Accts Pavable. Contract Admin · Original If additional spar:e is needed. attach .<epa rate page. Write r:onrrm:t #on top of' page. 

INC 
DEC 



GOVERNMENT CONTRACT (190 AGREEMENT) 

This is an intergovernmental agreement (Agreement) between CITY OF _ 
PORTLAND, a municipal corporation (City), and MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a Home Rule 
County and political subdivision of the State of Oregon, (County), pursuant to authority · 
granted in ORS Chapter 190. 

PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this Agreement is to provide for the dispersal of assets and 
property subject to forfeiture under Oregon Laws, Chapter 780 (2001) relating to civil 
forfeitures, and Oregon Laws, Chapter 666 (2001) relating to criminal forfeitures. 

DEFINITIONS: 

A. City is, for purposes of this Agreement, a "forfeiting agency" as defined in 
Oregon Laws, Chapter 780 (2001 ). 

B. The Portland Police Bureau (Bureau) is an agency of City, and for purposes 
of this Agreement, a "seizing agency" as defined in Oregon Laws, Chapters 666 and 
780 (2001). 

C. The Multnomah County District Attorney's Office (District Attorney) is, for 
purposes of this Agreement, both a "law enforcement agency" and "forfeiture counsel" 
as those terms are defined in Oregon Laws, Chapters 666 and 780 (2001 ). 

RECITALS: 

A. The 2001 Legislature enacted Oregon Laws, Chapters 666 and 780 (2001) 
as uniform statutory schemes providing the procedural and logistical framework for all 
non-federally based civil and criminal forfeiture actions occurring in the State of Oregon. 

B. City, Bureau and District Attorney wish to enter into a cooperative and 
mutually beneficial arrangement under the terms of Oregon Laws, Chapters 666 and 
780 (2001) (hereinafter referred to as "Chapter 666" and "Chapter 780"). 

C. City, Bureau and District Attorney recognize that under the terms of Chapter 
666 Section 15 and Chapter 780 Section 13, an intergovernmental agreement is 
desirable for the dispersal of funds received as a result of the prosecution of forfeiture 
actions. 

D. District Attorney has the requisite expertise and resources to prosecute 
forfeiture actions taken pursuant to Chapters 666 and 780. 

E. Bureau has the requisite expertise and resources to act as the seizing 
agency. 
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F. City has the requisite and necessary resources to act as the forfeiting 
agency. 

TERM: 

The term of this Agreement shall be from January 1, 2002 to July 31, 2005. This 
Agreement may be renewed by mutual agreement of the parties. 

AGREEMENT: 

A. Civil Forfeiture 

1. When a judgment of civil forfeiture is entered in favor of City as the 
forfeiting agency pursuant to Chapter 780, and where forfeiture counsel is District 
Attorney, City shall within thirty (30) days of the end of the next City fiscal quarter 
reimburse District Attorney for all actual expenses incurred in prosecuting the 
forfeiture proceeding, and for attorney's fees at a rate of $90/hour, subject to the 
limitations of paragraphs C.6 and C.8 and in accordance with ORS 475A.120. 

2. In the event Bureau cooperates with other law enforcement 
agencies in specific civil forfeiture cases prosecuted by District Attorney as 
forfeiture counsel, City and Bureau shall ensure that any agreements between 
the cooperating agencies regarding the distribution of proceeds shall include the 
reimbursements set forth in paragraph A.1. above, subject to the limitations of 
paragraphs C.6 and C.8. 

3. In the event a court of competent jurisdiction orders property and/or 
proceeds which were forfeited to City as forfeiting agency in a civil forfeiture action 
returned to a claimant, or transferred or otherwise conveyed to some third party, District 
Attorney shall return to City any attorney's fees it has received in accordance with 
paragraph 1 or 2 of this subsection A. 

4. In the event that a claimant or financial institution is awarded costs, 
disbursements and/or attorney's fees pursuant to Chapter 780 Section 36, City and 
District Attorney shall each be responsible for 50% of those costs, disbursements, 
and/or attorney's fees. 

5. City may elect not to liquidate any real or personal property subject to 
forfeiture under the terms of Chapter 780, provided written notice of said election is 
provided District Attorney no less than ten (1 0) days following the entry of a final 
judgment of civil forfeiture pursuant to Chapter 780 Sections 11, 12 and/or 35. If City 
proceeds under this paragraph, it shall make the disbursements otherwise required by 
Chapter 780 and this Agreement from other City funds based on the fair market value, 
appraisal value, or auction value, as agreed to by the parties to this Agreement, at the 
time of the entry of final judgment of forfeiture, except that the parties stipulate that 
property destroyed by agreement of the parties shall have a fair market, appraisal, and 
auction value of zero ($0). 
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6. No civil forfeiture action involving property seized by Bureau that 
relates to a case criminally prosecuted by District Attorney will be commenced by 
any party to this Agreement without the mutual agreement of District Attorney 
and Bureau, except that nothing in this paragraph shall prohibit City from 
initiating civil forfeiture actions in cases in which District Attorney has declined to 
initiate a forfeiture proceeding. Civil forfeiture actions may be commenced by 
District Attorney pursuant to this Section A only in circumstances in which a 
criminal forfeiture action has been dismissed due to the criminal defendant's 
abscondence when a civil forfeiture action is the only means by which the parties 
may recover costs and expenses of seizure, maintenance, and pursuit of the 
forfeiture action. 

B. Criminal Forfeiture 

1. Notwithstanding the manner of service of notices of seizure for 
criminal forfeiture, the parties agree that in all criminal forfeiture actions which 
involve property seized by a member or agent of Bureau, Bureau shall be the 
"seizing agency" as that term is defined in Chapter 666 Section 1 (13). 

2. When a final judgment of criminal forfeiture is entered against the 
defendant and all claimants in a criminal forfeiture proceeding pursuant to Chapter 666, 
Bureau and City shall within thirty (30) days of the end of the next City fiscal quarter 
distribute the property and/or proceeds in accordance with Chapter 666 Section 16, 
together with any interest earned, as follows: 

a. Bureau shall first pay costs, including the expenses of publication, service of 
notices, towing, storage, and servicing or maintaining the seized property 
pursuant to Chapter 666 Section 6. For purposes of this subparagraph 
B.2.a., costs shall also include the statutorily allowed actual out-of-pocket 
expenses and costs incurred by District Attorney in prosecuting the criminal 
forfeiture action through its final disposition, including related appeals 
involving the forfeiture action. In the event that the final proceeds are less 
than the total of the expenses and costs incurred by Bureau and District 
Attorney, each shall be reimbursed its proportionate amount of the total 
expenses and costs from the proceeds received. The parties reserve the 
right to seek recovery of their costs and expenses in contested cases as 
against third party claimants, whether individually or jointly sought. 

b. After costs have been paid, Bureau shall distribute to the victim any amount 
Bureau was ordered to distribute pursuant to Chapter 666 Section 14(4). 

c. After the distributions in subparagraphs B.2.a. and B.2.b. have been paid, 
Bureau shall distribute the remaining property and/or proceeds to City's 
general fund. Pursuant to Chapter 666 Section 16(2), City shall distribute 
three percent (3%) of this amount to the Asset Forfeiture Oversight Account 
established in ORS 475A.160, seven percent (7%) to the Illegal Drug Cleanup 
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Fund established in ORS 475.495 for the purposes specified in ORS 
475.495(5), and ten percent (1 0%) to the state General Fund. 

d. Of the balance remaining after the distributions in subparagraphs B.2.a. 
through B.2.c., fifty percent (50%) shall be used for substance abuse 
treatment pursuant to a plan developed under Oregon Laws Chapter 834 
(2001 ), Section One, and the remaining fifty percent (50%) shall be used for 
official law enforcement use. 

e. Of the balance available for official law enforcement use, 50% shall be 
distributed to District Attorney and 50% shall be distributed to Bureau, subject 
to the limitations described in paragraph C.S. herein. 

3. In the event Bureau cooperates with other law enforcement agencies in 
specific criminal forfeiture cases prosecuted by District Attorney as forfeiture counsel, 
Bureau shall ensure that any agreements between the cooperating agencies regarding 
the distribution of proceeds shall include the distributions set forth in paragraph B.2, 
subject to the limitations described in paragraph C.S. herein. 

4. In the event a court of competent jurisdiction orders forfeited property, 
proceeds, and/or a related interest which was forfeited to City or Bureau in a 
criminal forfeiture action returned to a claimant or transferred or otherwise 
conveyed to some third party, District Attorney shall return its proportionate share 
of the property ordered returned, except that District Attorney shall not be liable 
for amounts ordered paid as a result of Bureau's noncompliance with Chapter 
666 Section 6(a) unless such noncompliance was the result of an agreement 
between Bureau and District Attorney that the cash needed to be retained as 
evidence rather than being deposited in an interest-bearing account. 

5. City or Bureau may elect not to liquidate any real or personal property 
subject to forfeiture under the terms of Chapter 666, provided written notice of said 
election is provided to District Attorney no less than ten (1 0) days following the entry of 
a final judgment of criminal forfeiture. If City or Bureau proceeds under this paragraph, 
it shall make the disbursements otherwise required by Chapter 666 and this Agreement 
from other City funds based on the fair market value, appraisal value, or auction value, 
as agreed to by the parties to this Agreement, at the time of the entry of final judgment 
of criminal forfeiture, except that the parties stipulate that property destroyed by 
agreement of the parties shall have a fair market, appraisal, and auction value of zero 
($0). 

C. Provisions Applicable to All Cases 

1. Bureau shall be responsible for arranging the towing, storage, insurance, 
and maintenance of property seized for forfeiture; for service of notices of seizure for 
forfeiture; for publication when required, and for obtaining proof of publication; for 
necessary investigative follow-up; for research of title to, and claims for, property seized 
for forfeiture; for other obligations involving the safekeeping and care of property seized 
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for forfeiture, and for timely notification of District Attorney of occurrences affecting 
District Attorney's obligations or requiring action by District Attorney pursuant to this 
Agreement. 

2. District Attorney shall be responsible for arranging service of civil process 
when required; filing litigation-related documents with the applicable court; and for 
timely notification to Bureau of occurrences affecting Bureau's obligations or requiring 
action by Bureau pursuant to this Agreement. 

3. Bureau and District Attorney agree to consult with each other, 
through agents designated by each to carry out this Agreement, prior to taking 
actions which potentially affect the obligations, liabilities, or rights of the other 
under this Agreement, including the initiation of forfeiture actions; the dismissal, 
settlement, or other disposition of forfeiture actions; or the storage, sale, transfer, 
or other disposition of property seized for forfeiture. Nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to require District Attorney to compromise the independent 
exercise of prosecutorial discretion in a criminal matter. 

4. No party to this Agreement shall seek the forfeiture of any "facility" 
which has been designated a "hazardous waste disposal site" or "hazardous 
waste storage site," as those terms are defined in ORS 466.005, or an "illegal 
drug manufacturing site" as that is defined in ORS 453.858, without first obtaining 
the prior written approval of the other parties. 

5. In forfeiture cases involving the storage of vehicles seized for forfeiture, 
unless there is a written agreement prior to the commencement of the forfeiture 
proceeding in individual cases which provides otherwise, City and Bureau agree that the 
expense for which City or Bureau is reimbursed pursuant to Chapter 780 Section 14(2) 
and Chapter 666 Section 6 (the latter, as described in subparagraph B.2.a.) shall be 
$10 per day per stored vehicle for the first 120 days following the seizure of a vehicle for 
forfeiture, and $16 per day thereafter, which per-vehicle expense shall cover storage, 
maintenance, and any damage sustained while the vehicle is so stored. The parties 
further agree that District Attorney shall not be liable for payments ordered or liabilities 
incurred as a result of damage occurring to items so stored. 

6. In the event a forfeiture action is dismissed, disposed of, or otherwise 
resolved without provision for full recovery of the parties' costs and expenses, the 
parties agree to share equitably in such excess costs and expenses in amounts 
proportionate to their actually-incurred out-of-pocket costs and expenses, except that 
the parties agree that District Attorney shall not be entitled to attorney's fees pursuant to 
paragraphs A.1. and A.2. unless all other out-of-pocket expenses incurred in the civil 
forfeiture proceeding have been paid. 

7. In cases in which District Attorney is prosecuting a criminal case 
involving the seizure of assets by Bureau, Bureau may transfer the seized assets 
to a Department of Treasury ("Treasury") agency for administrative or judicial 

5 



forfeiture after consultation with District Attorney. In such cases, forfeiture 
proceedings commenced by a Treasury agency which lead to Bureau's receipt of 
some or-all of the "net proceeds available for sharing," as that is defined in 
Department of Treasury's Guide to Equitable Sharing for Foreign Countries and 
Federal, State, and Local Law Enforcement Agencies, shall be passed through to 
District Attorney in an amount equal to 20% of Bureau's equitable share, subject 
to the limitations described in paragraph C.8. herein if applicable. District 
Attorney shall use such shared monies for law enforcement purposes in 
accordance with Department of Treasury's Guide to Equitable Sharing for 
Foreign Countries and Federal, State, and Local Law Enforcement Agencies, 
Guidelines for Seized and Forfeited Property, and the related Directives. Nothing 
in this paragraph shall be construed to limit District Attorney's right to enter into 
similar agreements with other law enforcement agencies, or to apply for equitable 
shares in cases not otherwise covered by this Agreement. 

8. Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs A.1, A.2, B.2, B.3, 
and C.?, upon District Attorney's receipt during its fiscal year (July 1-June 30) of 
a total of $150,000 from attorney's fees for civil forfeiture cases pursuant to 
paragraphs A.1 and A.2 herein, distributions from criminal forfeiture proceedings 
pursuant to paragraphs B.2, and B.3 herein, and equitable share pass-throughs 
pursuant to paragraph C. 7 herein, together with monies received by District 
Attorney pursuant to the similar provisions of District Attorney's agreements with 
the Multnomah County Sheriff's Office, Gresham Police Department, and 
Troutdale Police Department, the following shall occur: (a) City shall no longer 
be further obligated to pay attorney's fees in civil forfeiture cases as would 
otherwise be required by paragraphs A.1 and A.2; (b) Bureau shall be entitled to 
80% of the balance of criminal forfeiture distributions available for law 
enforcement use rather than 50% as set forth in paragraphs B.2 and B.3; and (c) 
Bureau shall retain 100% of Bureau's equitable share of federal forfeiture 
proceeds rather than 80% as set forth in paragraph C. 7. 

D. Modification 

This Agreement may be amended or altered at any time provided City and 
County agree to such change(s) in writing. 

E. Termination 

This Agreement may be terminated by either party upon 60 days written notice. 

F. Indemnification 

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 City from and against all liability, loss and costs arising 
'out of or resulting from the acts of County, its officers, employees and agents in 
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the performance 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, City shall indemnify, defend and hold harmless County from and against all 
liability, loss and costs arising out of or resulting from the acts of County, its 
officers, employees and agents in the performance of this Agreement. 

G. Insurance 

Each party shall each be responsible for providing worker's compensation 
insurance as required by law. Neither party shall be required to provide or show 
proof of any other insurance coverage. 

H. Adherence to Law 

Each party shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws and ordinances, 
together with any ethical obligations, which are applicable to this Agreement, including 
but not limited to those set forth in Oregon Laws, Chapters 666 and 780 (2001 ). 

I. Non-Discrimination 

Each party shall comply with all requirements of federal and state civil 
rights and rehabilitation statutes and local non-discrimination ordinances. 

J. Access to Records 

Each party shall have access to the books, documents, and other records 
of the other which are related to this Agreement for the purpose of examination, 
copying, and audit, as needed to comply with reporting or other legal obligations 
of any party, unless otherwise limited by law. 

K. Subcontracts and Assignment 

No party to this Agreement will subcontract or assign any part of this 
Agreement without the written consent of the other party. 

L No Third Party Rights 

Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to create rights in any third 
party or other entity not a party hereto. 
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M. This Is The Entire Agreement 

This Agreeme!Jt constitutes the entire Agreement between the parties. 
This Agreement may be modified or amended only by the written agreement of 
the parties. 

;/tOFPOr.: : 
1/fuJh--r~ 

Mark KroekeGChief of Police 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

David Woboril, 
Deputy City Attorney 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY: 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

~~&ttvt 
Sandra N. Duffy, 
Deputy County Attorney 

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

AGENDA# C.- '2. DATE 0%·0q,o'2.. 
DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Date 

Date 

<)-1-0'-
Date 

Lf. lb. 02_ 
Date 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-3 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: A Revenue Agreement with the Annie E. Casey Foundation for the SUN 
Initiative in the amount of $147.911 for assistance to 15 SUN sites and three high school 
transition sites in Multnomah Countv. This amount includes deferred revenue in the amount 
of $47.911 remaining on the Multnomah County. Oregon's books as of June 30. 2001. In 
addition $100.000 will be received in two payments during FY 2001102. The performance 
period is retroactive to July 1. 2001 through June 30. 2002. 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: __________________________________________________ _ 
REQUESTEDBY~: _____________________________________________________ _ 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: --------

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: . Thursday. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED"-: __ C=o=n=s=e-..nt:.....C=a=le=n=d=a-....r_ 

DEPARTMENT: Office of School and Community Partnerships 

CONTACT: Diane Iverson I Diana Hall TELEPHONE# 503 988-6295 x 84786184222 

BLDG/ROOM#.:.....: --------=1~6-=612=---------------

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION.:.....: _______________________ ----.:N....::.VA:....!-., _____________________ _ 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Revenue Agreement 0210236 with The Annie E. Casey Foundation for the SUN School 

Initiative. a:;.,~ ,02 t>fZ.te:a~...!)A l.s -\'0 ~..:>~ ftwi4s 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL~: ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

DEPARTMENT MANAGER_: _...;;..£=-.;;;...O..;....;fe;.._n....;..;.Z=-O..;;..........;CJ:;;;;..;;._CR=....;;.O...;;;..e.,~-, .....z.·1...:...r..;_. --..----

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk@ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah./. bogstad@co. multnomah. or. us 



Office of School and Community Partnerships 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

421 SW Sixth - Second Floor 
Portland OR 97216-1618 
(503) 988-6295 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

STAFF REPORT 

Board of County Commissioners 

Lolenzo Poe Director 
Office of School and Community Partnerships 

May 2, 2002 

FY 2001/02 Revenue Agreement with Annie E. Casey Foundation for the SUN 
Initiative 

I. Recommendation/Retroactive Action Reauested: The Department of County Human 
Services recommends Board of County Commissioner approval of the revenue agreement with 
the Annie E. Casey Foundation for the period of July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2002. This 
revenue agreement is retroactive due to lengthy negotiations between the provider and program 
office. 

II. Background/Analysis: The Department of County Human Services received an award 
from the Annie E. Casey Foundation to provide technical assistance to 15 SUN sites and three 
high school transition sites in Multnomah County to support and build upon community building 
efforts and to improve the organizational infrastructure in the SUN Initiative and individual SUN 
schools for governance, communication, tracking and evaluation. 

Ill. Financial Impact: This revenue agreement is not to exceed $147,911. This amount 
includes deferred revenue in the amount of $47,911, remaining on the Multnomah County 
Oregon's books as of June 30. 2001. In addition the Foundation agrees to pay Multnomah 
County, Oregon up to an additional $100,000 in two (2) payments. The first payment of 
$50,000 will be disbursed upon receipt of this fully executed original Letter of Agreement. The 
final payment of up to $50,000 will be available upon receipt and approval of both the Interim 
Progress and Expenditure Reports. A budget modification is pending. 

IV. Legal Issue: None. 

V. Controversial Issues: None. 

VI. Link to Current County Policies: Sun Initiative programs are consistent with current 
County policies and supports the following County benchmarks: Increasing school success, 
reducing juvenile crime and reducing poverty. The County's commitment to community 
development and local neighborhood control and involvement is also reflected in the SUN 
model. 

VII. Citizen Participation: An essential component of the SUN project is the involvement of 
youth their families and community members in the design, leadership, and participation in the 
program. 

VIII. Other Government Participation: The SUN project is a partnership between the 
Multnomah County (Office of School and Community Partnership, Juvenile Justice and the 
Health Department), the City of Portland, Portland Public Schools, Oregon Department of 
Human Services, Multnomah Education Services and the Annie E. Casey Foundation. 

G:\Board Clerk\ WPDA TA \Pending Agenda Submittal\C-3\#2Anniecaseyfdnstaffreportmem.doc 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 
(See Administrative Procedure CON-1) 

Contract#: 0210236 

Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Counsel signature) JL Attached _(X] Not Attached Amendment #: 0 

Class I Class II Class Ill 
0 Professional Services not to exceed $50,000 [] Professional Services that exceed $50,000 or [ ] Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

(and not awarded by RFP or Exemption) awarded by RFP or Exemption (regardless of that exceeds $50,000 
[ ] Revenue not to exceed $50,000 (and not amount) [] Expenditure 

awarded by RFP or Exemption) [] PCRB Contract []Revenue 
[] Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) not to [ ] Maintenance Agreement 

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY exceed $50,000 [ ] Licensing Agreement 
[] Expenditure [ ] Construction BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
[]Revenue []Grant 

~GENOA# C.·3 DATE D~O't·O [ ] Architectural & Engineering not to exceed [X] Revenue that exceeds $50.000 or awarded 
$10,000 (for tracking purposes only) by RFP or Exemption (regardless of amount) 190 DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Agreement 

Department: Office of School and Community Division: Date: April 15, 2002 
Partnershies 

Originator: · Diane Iverson/Diana Hall Phone: 84786 & 84222 Bldg/Am: 166/2 
Contact: Lynn Ervins & Debra Crawford (GA) Phone: 26644 & 27243 Bldg/Am: 166/7 

Description of Contract This revenue agreement funds the SUN School Initiative in the amount of $147,911. $47,911 is deferred revenue 
from FY 2000/2001. The new funding in the amount of $100,000 is available for FY 2001/2002 expenditures. 

Contractor The Annie E. Casey Foundation 
Address 701 ST Paul Street 

Baltimore, MD 21202 
Remittance Address 

(If different) ----------------------
Phone 401.547.6625 Payment Schedule I Terms 

Employer ID# or SS# N/A [ 1 Lump Sum $ [ 1 Due on Receipt 
~~-------------------------Effective Date July 1, 2001 0 Monthly $ Invoice [ 1 Net 30 __ ...;...;.... __________ _ 

Termination Date June 30, 2002 [ 1 Other $ [ 1 Other 
Original Contract Amount$ 147,911 

~~~------------Total Amt of Previous Amendments$ 0 [ 1 Requirements$ 
~----------------Amount of Amendment $ 0 
~~--------------TotaiAmountofAgreement$ 147,911 Encumber [1 Yes [1 No 
~~~------------

REQUIRED SIGNATURES 
j) fl_ 

Department Manager __ 

1 

__ /_ . ...,gl~-·~· ~;.!.. .. ,"" ... -~ .. ~1{&.4-<~~~.::..l ...~./~··--~~-· '"'' .=..,-,.-9l..+'l'l.""1_. -tfrA'-Hr,tl>i-!0 .. '~=-· --------------
Purchasing Manager ~~'--:---7--f::::-----n------------------------------

Co~~:n~~~:~; :</:::~:· ·:~:~::!~'·~~:· :,~=~:· :·"=; .. -:~-c;.::'::::::================ 
Sheriff 

DATE Lf!Jt)~J: 
DATE 

DATE tr (J. lf 7 i:J-
DATE S . .,_o""L 

DATE ------------------------------------------------
Contract Administration DATE ------------------------------------------------

SAP CUSTOMER CODE 300000 PREVIOUS DEPT REFERENCE 00436 

FM CODE WBS AMOUNT 
LINE# 01 

68510 CFSDO SUN AECF $147,911 

\\Cfsd-fs3\VOL2\ADMIN\Ceu\CEUStartFY0102\CpuCAF\annJecaseyfdncaf.doc 

~ 



701 Sr. Paul Srreer 

Baltimore, MD 21202 

410 547-66oo 

FAX 410 547-6624 

The Annie E. Casey Foundation 

January 8, 2002 

Mr. David A. Boyer 
Finance Director 
Multnomah County Oregon 

SCHOOLS UNITING-NEIGHBORHOODS 

Department of Community and Family Services 
421 SW Sixth A venue, Suite 700 
Portland, OR 97204-1618 

Dear Mr. Boyer: 

Grant Number: 95.3301 

We are pleased to inform you that the Annie E. Casey Foundation (Foundation) has taken action to 
continue our support to Multnomah County, Oregon as a fiscal agent for Schools Uniting 
Neighborhoods (SUN), with a grant of up to $100,000.00 for the period beginning July 1, 2001 
through June 30, 2002. We are also authorizing total expenditures ofup to $147,911.00 of 
Foundation funds during this period, as detailed in the Multnorhah County Oregon's attached 
submitted and approved budget. This amount includes the use of an unexpended balance of 
$47,91 i.OO remaining on the Multnomah County Oregon's books as of June 30, 2001. 

This grant is intended to support their community partnership and community building initiatives. 

Bruno Manno wi11 be the Foundation staff person responsible for the management of this grant. 

Description of Work and Products 

As specified in the proposal submitted to us on December 4, 2001, we understand that Multnomah 
County, Oregon and SUN will: 

• Provide technical assistance to 15 Schools Uniting Neighborhoods (SUN) sites and 3 high 
school transition sites, with a special focus on family strengthening and youth development 
activi'ties; 

• Continue to gather data for SUN evaluation; and 
• Document lessons learned during the early implementation phase of SUN. 

Payment Provisions 

The Foundation agrees to pay Multnornah County, Oregon up to $100,000.00 in two (2) payments 
for this work. The first payment of up to $50,000.00 will be disbursed upon receipt ofthis fully­
executed original Letter of Agreement. 
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Final payment of up to $50,000.00 will be available upon receipt and approval ofboth the Interim 
Progress and Expenditure Reports as detailed below. 

Our understanding is that these funds wil1 be spent according to the attached budget. Any changes 
in this approved budget that exceed 15% of any line item, as well as any changes in key personnel, 
must be approved in advance by the Foundation. 

Reporting Requirements 

Mu1tnomah County, Oregon and SUN wi11 submit Progress and Expenditure Reports to the 
Foundation according to the fo11owing schedule: 

Report Name 
Interim Progress Report 
Interim Expenditure Report 
Final Progress Report 
Final Expenditure Report 

Due On or Before 
02/28/2002 
02/28/2002 
07/31/2002 
07/31/2002 

Covering the Period of 
07/01/2001-01/31/2002 
07/0112001 -01/31/2002 
02/01/2002- 06/30/2002 
07/01/2001-06/30/2002 

One (1) original and two (2) copies of each report should be submitted to the Foundation using the 
enclosed forms. They should be sent to the attention of Grants Reporting, and should include the 
grant number designated on the first page of this document. 

Multnomah County, Oregon should also be aware of the following requirements related to the 
sub-granting of the Annie E. Casey Foundation funds: 

• If you make sub-grants to 501 ( c )(3) organizations, your organization must: (a) inform the 
Foundation of the identities of sub-grantees promptly after they are selected; (b) obtain 
accounting from each sub-grantee and forward it to us directly; and (c) require that the sub­
grantees be subject to the same Terms and Conditions imposed on you by the Foundation. 
In _addition, if the sub-grantee is a private foundation, the Terms and Conditions (including, 
in particular, paragraphs 2(c) and 5) sha11 apply as if the grant had been made directly by the 
Foundation to it. These Terms and Conditions are attached to this Letter of Agreement. 

• If you make payments to individuals or non-501 ( c )(3) organizations, you may enter into 
direct contracts with them so long as the goods and services provided to you by the 
individuals/organizations further the purpose of our grant to you. In these cases; your 
organization must: (a) incorporate their accounting of expenditures within your 
organization's accounting to us; and (b) require that no part of our grant funds to these 
individuals/organizations be used to carry on propaganda, or otherwise to influence 
legislation, or the outcome of any specific public election, as detailed in paragraph 5 ofthe 
attached Terms and Conditions for our grants. 

Further specific provisions of this grant are described in the attached Terms and Conditions of the 
Annie E. Casey Foundation Grants. 
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I hope you find the terms of this grant acceptable. Please indicate this by signing below and 
returning the complete original Letter of Agreement to Grants Reporting in the enclosed self­
addressed envelope. 

On behalf of the Annie E. Casey Foundation, I look forward to a productive relationship. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas W. Nelson 
President 

Encl: Grant Budget 

, 

Terms and Conditions 
Reporting Forms 
Return Envelope 

File No. 931723.01 

Multnomah County · 

By Jl. "' gc/[ ;£o'Lf11Jd,. ~tllb 1 e,;t.. 
0 r~ 1" I'Ifitte 
Schoo 1 and Com m 11 n i t y Partners h i_ p s , D i rector 

~~ By ~ , $" - 7. o '"2. 

Diane M. Linn Date. 
Multnomah County Cnair 

(__// 
APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
AGENDA# C ·-:, DATE 05•0q·o"2.. 
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TERMS AND CONDITIONS FOR 
ANNIE E. CASEY FOUNDATION GRANTS 

l. All grant funds must be used only for charitable, literary, scientific or educational purposes 

within the meaning oflntemal Revenue Code Section 170(c)(2)(B) and, more 

specifically, for the purposes described in the attached grant agreement and substantially in 

accordance with the attached approved budget. The grant funds may not be expended for 

any other purpose without the Foundation's prior written approvaL Any funds not 

expended for the purposes of the grant during the grant term must be immediately returned 

to the Foundation. .1 

2. In addition to other required reports specified elsewhere in this agreement, the grantee will 

provide annual reports on the use of grant funds to the Foundation and a final report two 

months after the end of the grant period. Each report should include a narrative account of 

what was accomplished by the expenditure of funds (including a description of progress 

made towards achieving the goals of the grant) and a financial statement attested by the 

responsible financial officer of the grantee or a certified public accountant. 

a. If any report is not received in a timely manner, the Foundation may 
withhold further grant payments until the report is received, and may 
terminate the grant if the report is not received within thirty (30) days 
following the date on which it is due. 

b. If the grantee is a private non-profit organization, its report shall also 
include: (i) a statement the grantee distributed the grant funds as 
qualifying distributions (as defined in Section 4942 (g) of the Internal 

Revenue Code) by the end of the grantee's fiscal year following the 
fiscal year in which grantee received the grant funds; (ii) the name, 
address and amount received by each organizations ·to which the 
grantee made a qualifying distribution of grant funds: and (iii) a 
statement that such qualifying distributions w·ere distributions out of 

the corpus (as defmed in Sect~on 4942 (g) of the Code). 

3. Although the grant funds need not be maintained in a separate bank account, such funds 

must be shown on the grantee's books for ease of reference and verification. Records of 

receipts and expenditures under the grant, as well as copies of reports submitted to the 

Foundation, must be kept for at least four years following completion of the grant term. 

The grantee's books and records shall be made available for the Foundation's inspection at 

reasonable times for the purpose of making such financial audits, verifications or program 

evaluations as the Foundation deems necessary concerning the grant. 
,. 

4. The grantee should provide the Foundation with immediate notification of any changes in 

its tax exempt status as soon as it occurs. 
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5. No part of the grant funds may be used: 

a. to carry on propaganda, or otherwise attempt to influence legislation 
(within the meaning of Section 4945 (d)( I) ofthe Internal Revenue 

Code); 

b. to influence the outcome of any specific public election, or to carry on, 

directly or indirectly, any voter registration drive (within the meaning of 

Section 4945 (d)(2) of the Internal Revenue Code); 

c. to make any grant which does not comply with the requirements of 
Sections 4945 (d)(3) and (4) of the Internal Revenue Code; or 

d. to make grants to other organizations which are not described in Section 

509 (a)(l), (2) or (3) of the Internal Revenue Code. 

6. Grantee acknowledges that the Foundation has not earmarked any of the grant funds for any 

organization or individual other than the grantee. Grantee agrees that it is solely responsible 

for the selection of any other organization to receive a portion of the proceeds of this grant. 

The Foundation will continue to list only the grantee's name as our grantee in our records 

and the grantee agrees to provide the Foundation with the progress and expenditure reports, 

as and when they become due, for the total grant amount paid to the grantee. 

7. The foregoing conditions comply with obligations imposed on the Foundation by federal 

law to make reasonable efforts and establish adequate procedures to see the grant funds are 

spent solely for the purposes for which they were granted, and to obtain full and complete 

reports on how grant funds have been expended. Changes in federal law, or in regulations 

interpreting it, may require the Foundation to ask that more detailed reports be submitted or 

that other steps be taken. The Foundation will promptly inform the grantee of any 
such changes. 

8. If the grantee is a publicly-supported non-profit organization, the grantee acknowledges that 

the grant will not cause the grantee to lose its status as a public charity as described in 

Section 170(b )(1 )(A) of the Code, and its determination letter from the Internal Revenue 

Service that the grantee is a public charity is still valid and has not been revoked. 

9. Any violation of the foregoing conditions will require refunding to the Foundation ofany 

amounts subject to the violation. The Foundation may discontinue, modify or withhold any 

payments due under this grant award or to require a refund of any unexpended grant funds if, 

in its sold judgment, such action is necessary to comply with the requirements of any law of 

regulation affecting its responsibilities under this grant award. 

10. The State and Federal Courts located in Pennsylvania shall have exclusive jurisdiction 

over any dispute which might arise in connection with this grant, and the laws of 

Pennsylvania shall govern the interpretation of the terms of the grant. 



The Annie E. Casey Foundation: Budget FY 01-02 

Grantee: Schools Uniting Neighborhoods Initiative 

Grant Number: 95.3301 Request lD Number: 931723 

Project Title: to continue their community pattnership am.l community building initiatives 

Cost C:ltegory''"" Annual Budget 

$ 
Personnel (2) 

Fringe Benefits 

Travel (Education & Training) $19,615 

Travc] (Local) 

Equipment 

Supplies/Event Expenses $18,400 
(materials, printing, rcnLals) 

Subcontract (Pass Through) $46.000 

Professional Services (Contraeto~) $56.500 

Other Direct Costs 

Indirect Costs $7,396 

Grant Total $ 147,911 

Name of Project Director Signature 

Name of Project Director Signature Date 



-----,--------------------

The Annie E. Casey Foundation: Expenditure Report 

D Interim Report D Annual/Final Report 

Grantee: Multnomah County Oregon 

Grant Number: 95.3301 Request ID Number: 931723.01 

Project Title: to continue their community partnership and community building initiatives 

Reporting Period: _______ tmough __________ _ 

Cost Category** Annual Budget (I) Expenditures for %of Annual 
Period (I) Budget Expended 

I. 

$ $ 
Personnel <

2> 

Fringe Benefits 

Travel 

Equipment 

Supplies/Office Expenses 

Subcontract <3> 

Consultants <3> 

Other Direct Costs 

Grant Total $ $ 

** The Expenditure Report categories should reflect the approved grant budget 
Expenditures and Budget for Casey funds only 
Attach "Detailed Personnel Report" 

to Date 

(1) 
(2) 
(3) Attach addendum stating organization(s), purpose(s), duration and cost(s), rate(s) 

Name of Project Director Signature Date 

Name of Authorized Financial Personnel Signature Date 

ALL REPORTS SHOULD BE MAILED TO THE ATTENTION OF "GRANTS REPORTING" AT THE ANNIE E. CASEY FOUNDATION, 70 I ST. PAUL STREET, 
BALTIMORE, MD 21202. FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND DATED. 

% 

% 



The Annie E. Casey Foundation: Key Personnel Report 

D Interim Report D Annual/Final Report 

Grantee: Multnomah County Oregon 

Grant Number: 95.3301 Request ID Number: 931723.01 

Project Title: to continue their community partnership and community building initiatives 

Reporting Period: _____________ tmough ____________ _ 

Name('l Title Total Annual Fringe %Time on Expenditures 

Total 

Salary Benefits Grant <2> for Period 
$ $ % $ 

$ $ % $ 

( 1) Key personnel should reflect principals named in grant 
(2) If a person is not employed during the entire reporting period, please indicate the dates employed. 

ALL REPORTS SHOULD BE MAILED TO THE ATTENTION OF "GRANTS REPORTING" AT THE ANNIE E. CASEY FOUNDATION, 701 ST. PAUL STREET, 

BALTIMORE, MD 21202. FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND DATED. 



The Annie E. Casey }'oundation: Interim Progress Report 

Grantee: Multnomah County Oregon 

Grant Number: 95.3301 Request ID Number: 931723.01 

Project Title: to continue their community partnership and community building initiatives 

Reporting Period: _____________ tmough ____________ _ 

OBJECTIVES 

ACTIVITIES AND RESULTS TO DATE 

PROBLEMS/OBSTACLES 

PLANNED ACTIVITIES FOR NEXT REPORTING PERIOD 

ALL REPORTS SHOULD BE MAILED TO THE ATTENTION OF "GRANTS REPORTING" AT THE ANNIE E. CASEY FOUNDATION, 701 ST. PAUL STREET, 
BALTIMORE, MD 21202. FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND DATED. 



The Annie E. Casey Foundation: Annual/ Final Progress Report 

Grantee: Multnomah County Oregon 

.Grant Number: 95.3301 Request ID Number: 931723.01 

Project Title: to continue their community partnership and community building initiatives 

Reporting Period: _____________ tmough ____________ _ 

OBJECTIVES 

ACTIVITIES AND FINAL RESULTS 

GENERAL ASSESSMENT 

All REPORTS SHOULD BE MAILED TO THE ATTENTION OF "GRANTS REPORTING" AT THE ANNIE E. CASEY FOUNDATION, 70 I ST. PAUL STREET, 

BALTIMORE, MD 21202. FORM MUST BE SIGNED AND DATED. 



,,~ 

MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-4 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Request Approval of Repurchase Deed to the Former Owner 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: _____________________________________________ ______ 
REQUESTEDBY~: __________________________________________________ _____ 

AMOUNT OF Tl ME NEEDED~: ------------------------------------

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday May 9, 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: """'N=VA....:.....---------------------------

DEPARTMENT~:D~B~C~S~----------- DIVISION: Housing/Tax Title 

CONTACT: Gary Thomas TELEPHONE#: (503) 988-3590 x22591 
BLDG/ROOM#: 503/4th IT ax Title 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION~: ..:C=on=s=e;.:..:;nt:....:C=a=le=n=d.::::.:ar ___________ _ 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Requesting Approval of a Repurchase Deed to the Former Owner of Record, THE 
ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR 

C'S·\'3! 0'2. cra.lC:L~..JA \ ~'cf...O ii ~~~t.S to C..~ ~S 
SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL,~: --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­
(OR) 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER_: _....;;;.:Jvf....;.,;.;;;.. --::~C-...e;;.,..;C;....;.i..;....;(za....;..;;· _._7 O;;;._h~n....;.,S.;;_O;;_...n....,;__ ___ _ 

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.J.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah. or. us 



Department of Business and Community Services 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Tax Title 
501 SE Hawthorne Blvd, Suite 310 
Portland, Oregon 97214 
(503) 988-3590 phone 
(503) 988-3048 fax 

STAFF REPORT 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: TAX TITLE/GARY THOMAS 

DATE: May 9, 2002 

RE: Request approval to allow repurchase of Tax Foreclosed 
Property to go forward. 

I. Recommendation/Action Requested: 

Approving repurchase of Tax Foreclosed Property to go forward after time 
allowed to repurchase under Multnomah County Code Chapter 7 has 
expired. 

II. Site Historv/Backqround/Analysis: 

The subject property (As shown in Exhibit A) was foreclosed on for 
delinquent property taxes and came into county ownership on September 
19, 2001. On September 19, 2001 the County Attorney's Office received 
a phone call from Alan Houston, a relative of Andrew Houston JR 
requesting to be able to redeem the subject property which had been 
deeded to the County the same day that he called. In this same phone 
conversation it was discovered that Andrew Houston SR was deceased. 
Mr. Alan Houston said that he was unable to come up with the amount to 
redeem the property on that date and that they were in the process of 
hiring an attorney to handle the estate. 

The letter allowing the former owner of record the opportunity to 
repurchase the property was sent on October 18, 2001 to the subject 
property. The certified mail copy was returned as having been received 
by Andrew Houston JR. On October 29, 2001 I received a phone call from 
Andrew Houston JR and met with him the next day at his request to 
discuss certain issues surrounding the subject property. Mr. Andrew 
Houston JR spoke about issues that he was working on regarding taxes 
that the former mortgage company was supposed to have paid and issues 
regarding the City of Portland liens on the property. 

On November 6, 2001 our office received a phone call from Cecil Strange 
an attorney who was representing a Roslyn Adams who was acting as the 
personal representative of the estate of Andrew Houston SR. Mr. Strange 
said that the estate had not yet been probated but that the process of 
doing so would start soon. 

Page I of3 Houston StaffReport 



Our office spoke with Andrew Houston JR on numerous occasions because 
he is the person who was occupying the property and he also wanted to 
repurchase it being an heir to Andrew Houston SR. In February 2002 our 
office was contacted by Davis Wright Tremaine LLP the attorney's office 
handling the probate of the estate who said that they were nearing the 
time when they would like to repurchase the property. I then put Andrew 
Houston JR in contact with that office so he would be informed of the 
process taking place. Because our office was aware that the estate of 
Andrew Houston SR was in the process of being probated no action was 
taken to have the subject property vacated. 

Ill. Financial Impact: 

Allowing the repurchase to proceed will allow for recovery of all delinquent 
property taxes, interest, fees, costs, and expenses. The repurchase will 
also place the property back on the tax roll. 

IV. Legal Issues: 

Multnomah County Code Section 7.402 provides for 30 days notice to the 
former owner of record to repurchase a property foreclosed on for 
delinquent property taxes. However if the timeline expires without the 
former owner repurchasing the property and it has not been otherwise 
disposed of, there is nothing in the Code that precludes the County from 
selling the property to the former owner. 

V. Controversial Issues: 

None anticipated. 

VI. Link to Current Countv Policies: 

Multnomah County Code Chapter 7 allows for properties that are 
foreclosed on for delinquent property taxes to be repurchased by the 
former owner of record. 

VII. Citizen Participation: 

No citizen participation in the repurchase process is anticipated. 

VII. Other Government Participation: 

Properties that are foreclosed on for delinquent property taxes in 
Multnomah County can be repurchased by the former owner of record 
under the provisions of MCC Chapter 7. There is currently outstanding 
City of Portland liens against the property that the Estate of Andrew 
Houston SR is aware exist. These liens will be satisfied prior to allowing 
the property to be repurchased by the Estate of Andrew Houston SR. 

Page 2 of3 Houston StaffReport 



Exhibit A (Staff Report) 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. 

Authorizing Approval to Allow Repurchase of Tax Foreclosed Property to the Former Owner, THE ESTATE 
OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a) Multnomah County acquired the real property hereinafter described through foreclosure of liens for 
delinquent taxes, and that THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR is the former owner of 
record. 

b) In accordance with Multnomah County Code Chapter 7, the former owner was provided the 
opportunity to repurchase the property within the 30-day time frame allowed. Due to extenuating 
circumstances the former owner, THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR, was unable to 
complete the repurchase. 

c) Even though the former owner did not repurchase the property at the original opportunity to do so as 
explained in Finding "(b)" above, MCC Section 7.356 does not preclude the County from offering the 
former owner the opportunity to do so again. 

d) THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR has applied to the County to repurchase the property 
for the amount of $12,536.64 which amount is not less than that required by ORS 275.180; and it is in 
the best interest of the County that the property is sold to the former owner. 

e) The County's Tax Title Division has received $12,536.64 from the former owner. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Chair is authorized to execute Deed D021839 as attached, conveying to the former owner the 
following described real property: 

Lot 8, Block 14, DIXON PLACE in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, Oregon 

ADOPTED this 9th day of May 2002. 

REVIEWED: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 



Deed D021839 

After recording return to: 
THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON 
1300 SW FIFTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND OR 97201 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a olitical subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to THE ESTATE OF 
ANDREW V HOUSTON, Gran e, that certain real property, located in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, 
Oregon more particularly describe as follows: 

The true and actual consideration paid for is transfer, stated in the terms of dollars is $12,536.64. 

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT A OW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS 
INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPL ABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE 
SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRU NT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TITLE TO THE 
PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH T APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING 
DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USE AND TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS 
AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES S DEFINED IN ORS 30.930. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MULTNOMAH COUNTY has 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners the 9th day of 
County Commissioners heretofore entered of record. 

used these presents to be executed by the Chair of the 
y 2002, by authority of a Resolution of the Board of 

REVIEWED: 

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH 

) 
) ss 
) 

OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
L TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 9th day of May 2002, by Diane M. Linn, to me personally 
known, as Chair of the Multnornah County Board of Commissioners, on behalf of the County by authority of the 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners. 

2 of 2 - Houston Resolution and Deed 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/05 



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

RESOLUTION NO. 02-062 

Authorizing Approval to Allow Repurchase of Tax Foreclosed Property to the Former Owner, THE 

ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a) Multnomah County acquired the real property hereinafter described through foreclosure of liens 

for delinquent taxes, and that THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR is the former owner of 

record. 

b) In accordance with Multnomah County Code Chapter 7, the former owner was provided the 

opportunity to repurchase the property within the 30 day time frame allowed. Due to extenuating 

circumstances the former owner, THE EST ATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR, was unable to 

complete the repurchase. 

c) Even though the former owner did not repurchase the property at the original opportunity to do so 

as explained in Finding "(b)" above, MCC Section 7.356 does not preclude the County from offering the 

former owner the opportunity to do so again. 

d) THE; EST ATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON SR has applied to the County to repurchase the 

property for.the amount of$12,536.64 which amount is not less than that required by ORS 275.180; and it 

is in the best interest of the County that the property is sold to the former owner. 

e) The County's Tax Title Division has received $12,536.64 from the former owner. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Chair is authorized to execute Deed D021839 as attached, conveying to the former owner the 

following described real property: · 

Lot 8, Block 14, DIXON PLACE in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, Oregon 

l of2- Houston Resolution and Deed 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chai 



Until a change is requested, all tax statements 
shall be sent to the following address: 
THE .EST ATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON, SR 
1300 SW FIFTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND OR 97201 

Deed D021839 

After recording return to: 
THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON, SR 
1300 SW FIFTH A VENUE 
PORTLAND OR 9720 I 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to THE EST ATE OF 
ANDREW V HOUSTON, SR, Grantee, that certain real property, located in the City of Portland, Multnomah 
County, Oregon more particularly described as follows: 

Lot 8, Block 14, DIXON PLACE 

The true and actual consideration paid for this transfer, stated in the terms of dollars is $12,536.64. 

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS 
INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE 
SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TITLE TO THE 
PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING 
DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS 
AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, MUL TNOMAH COUNTY has caused these presents to be executed by the Chair of the 
Multnorhah County Board of Commissioners the 9th day of May 2002, by authority of a Resolution ofthe Board of 
County Commissioners heretofore entered of record. 

REVIEWED: 

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTY OF MUL TNOMAH 

) 
) ss 
) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 9th day of May 2002, 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. 

2 of2- Houston Resolution and Deed 

Deborah Lynn Bogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon 
My Commission expires: 6/27/05 



Until a change is requested, all tax statements 
shall be sent to the following address: 
THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTON S~ 
1300 SW FIFTH A VENUE 
PORTLAND OR 9720 I 

Deed D02l839 

After recording return to: 
THE ESTATE OF ANDREW V HOUSTONS~ 
1300 SW FIFTH AVENUE 
PORTLAND OR 97201 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY, a political subdivision ofthe State of Oregon, Grantor, conveys to THE ESTATE OF 
ANDREW V HOUSTON, Grantee, that certain real property, located in the City of Portland, Multnomah County, 
Oregon more particularly described as follows: 

Lot 8, Block 14, DIXON PLACE 

The true and actual consideration paid for this transfer, stated in the terms of dollars is $12,536.64. 

THIS INSTRUMENT WILL NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY DESCRIBED IN THIS 
INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE 
SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TITLE TO THE 
PROPERTY SHOULD CHECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING 
DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY APPROVED USES AND TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS 
AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930. 

STATE OF OREGON 

COUNTYOFMULTNOMAH 

) 
) ss 
) 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

a~~ 
Diane M. Linn, Cl'ia1r 

This Deed was acknowledged before me this 9th day of May 2002, 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. 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
DEBORAH LYNN BOlSTAD 

NOTARY PUBLIC-OREGON 
COMMISSION NO. 345246 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES JUNE 27, 2005 

Clli0~~ lu,..)...) &Gsk 
~ 

Deborah Lynn Rogstad 
Notary Public for Oregon . 
My Commission expires: 6/27/05 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-5 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

--------------------- -----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
, AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Government Agreement with the City of Portland for the Morrison Bridge Multi­
use Path Preliminary Engineering 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: __________________ _____ 
REQUESTEDBY~: ____________________ __ 
AMOUNTOFTIMENEEDED.~: ___________________________ _____ 

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: Consent Calendar 

DEPARTMENT~:D~B~C~S~----- DIVISION: Transportation 

CONTACT: April Siebenaler TELEPHONE#: (503) 988-5050 x 29637 
BLDG/ROOM#: 455/Yeon Annex 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION~: ____ ..:....:N.~VA..:......_ ___________________ _ 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

[ 1 INFORMATIONAL ONLY [ 1 POLICY DIRECTION [ x 1 APPROVAL [ 1 OTHER 

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Government Contract (190 Agreement) 0110978 with the City of Portland, Providing 
Funding for the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Public Involvement and Preliminary 

Engineering 0~'\'?loz.. Oit\u.t~F\ \S "'\o ~~ ~t..e... 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL~: -----------------------------------­
(OR) 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER.:,_: _...:;:M_...:...=.:..• .....:~C~e:::..;:C:;...::i..:;..:(za~· :....·.L..;.7 0=-=fi~n::....:::.=...:SO=-=n~----

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah./. bogstad@co.mu/tnomah. or. us 
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Department of Business and Community Services 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Transportation Division 
1600 SE 190111 Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-5050 

STAFF REPORT 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: Kathy Busse, Land Use and Transportation Director 
April Siebenaler, Transportation Planning Specialist 

DATE: April25, 2002 

RE: Approval of GA between the City of Portland and Multnomah County 
for the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Preliminary Engineering 

1. Recommendation/ Action Requested: 

Approval of the GA between the City ofPortland and Multnomah County for 
the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Preliminary Engineering. 

2. Background/ Analysis: 

During the 2000-2001 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Plan funding 
process the County received $100,000 for the preliminary engineering of a multi­
use path on the Morrison Bridge. The estimated cost of the preliminary 
engineering is $250,000. The County and the City of Portland agreed to split the 
remaining cost of the preliminary engineering up to $75,000 each. 

The City of Portland will be involved throughout the facility's design 
development and will participate on the technical advisory committee that will 
oversee the design development. The City of Portland will also be present at all 
the public meetings. A work plan identifying staff responsibilities is attached. 

The project will be completed in two phases, the preliminary engineering phase 
and the construction phase. The preliminary engineering will be completed by 
June 2003. $1.345 million has been allocated to the construction phase of the 
project through the 2002 MTIP process. Those funds will become available to 
use for construction in October 2003. 

3. Financial Impact: 

The preliminary engineering phase of the project is estimated to cost $250,000. 
The County will receive $100,000 in federal funding. The County and the City 
of Portland are responsible for splitting the remaining cost of the project up to 
$75,000 each. The $75,000 contributed by the County will be provided by 
both cash and in-kind services and is budgeted in fiscal years 2002 and 2003. 
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4. Legal Issues: 

There are no legal issues with this agreement. 

5. Controversial Issues: 

There are no controversial issues with this agreement. 

6. Link to Current County Policies: 

It is the County's policy (Comprehensive Plan Policy 33A and 33C) to provide a safe and 
efficient multi-modal transportation system. 

7. Citizen Participation: 

Extensive public support for this project has been voiced over the past three years. Over 
450 post cards were received by the County Chair's office in 1998 in support ofkeeping 
a bicycle facility on the Morrison Bridge. 

An extensive citizen participation process has been identified for the development of the 
project. There will be several opportunities for public input during the development of 
the facility's design including at least one open house and several smaller presentations to 
various stakeholder groups. 

8. Other Government Participation: 

Metro and ODOT will serve on the Technical Advisory Committee. 

Attachment 
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MULTNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 

Contract #: 0110978 
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Counsel signature) 0Attached 18]Not Attached Amendment#: ___:_..;_;_;:...::....:....::..__ ____ _ 

CLASS I 
0 Professional Services not to exceed $50,000 (and not 

awarded by RFP or Exemption) 
0 Revenue not to exceed $50,000 (and not awarded 

by RFP or Exemption) 
0 Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

not to exceed $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
0 Revenue 

0 Architectural & Engineering not to exceed $10,000 
(for tracking purposes only) 

Department: Business and Community Services 
Originator: April Siebenaler 
Contact: Cathey Kramer 

CLASS II 
0 Professional Services that exceed $50,000 or awarded 

by RFP or Exemption (regardless of amount) 
0 PCRB Contract 
D ·Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue that exceeds $50,000 or awarded by RFP or A 

Exemption (regardless of amount) 

Division 
Phone: 
Phone: 

Transportation Division 
x29637 
X22589 

CLASS Ill 
[8llntergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

that exceeds $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
[8:1 Revenue 

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

ENDA # C.· 5 DATE OS·O'\·o 
DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Date: 4/25/02 
Bldg/Rm: 455/Annex 
Bldg/Rm: 455/Annex 

Description of Contract: Governmental Agreement with the City of Portland for the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Preliminary Engineering. 

Contractor City of Portland 
Address 1120 SW 51

h Avenue, Suite 800 

Portland, OR 97204 

Roger Geller 

Remittance address 

(If different) 

Phone (503) 823-7671 Payment Schedule I Terms 

Employer ID# or SS# N/A 18] Lump Sum $ 
Effective Date --=o~ct:-o-:-b-er-1:-,-:2:-:::070-:-1 --------- D Monthly $ 

Termination Date June 30, 2003 D Other $ 

Original Contract Amount $ 
Total Amt of Previous Amendments$ ---------- D Requirements Not to Exceed $ 

Amount of Amendment $ 
-=~~~--------Total Amount of Agreement$ 75,000.00 Encumber D Yes D No -------------

REQUIRED SIGNATURES: 

Department Manager b~~·-· ----"'--::::~~.......,~ 
Purchasing Manager 
(Class 11 Contracts Only) --:>:~:;?t=:::=:?f----:;~rT/.'7.£---------------

County Counse 

County Chair -~-=,.L:.:___:~::_ _ __: __ _;.~t=-======-------~--

Sheriff --------------------------

Contract Administration 
(Class I, Class II Contracts onlY.-;-~--------------------------

LGFS VENDOR CODE DEPT REFERENCE 

GL SUB OBJ/ SUB REP 

DATE 

DATE 

D Due on Receipt 

D Net30 

D Other 

----------
----------

INC 
LINE# PLANT WBS ACCT ORG ACTIVITY REV OBJ CAT SAP DESCRIPTION AMOUNT DEC 

01 F030 6700ET3026D 50170 $75,000 

02 

Exhibit A, Rev. 3/25/98 DIST: Originator, Accts Payable, Contract Admin- Original If additional space is needed. attach separate page. Write contract# on top of page. 
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Contract No. 0110978 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN MULTNOMAH COUNTY AND THE CITY OF 
PORTLAND FOR THE MORRISON BRIDGE MULTI-USE PATH PUBLIC_ 

INVOLVEMENT AND PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING 

This agreement is entered into between the City of Portland, Oregon, (City), and 
Multnomah County, Oregon (County), pursuant to the authority granted in ORS Chapter 190. 

RECITALS 

1. The purpose of this Agreement is to detail the responsibilities, compensation and services to 
be provided by both Multnomah County and the City of Portland, Oregon regarding the public 
involvement and preliminary engineering for the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path (Project). 

2. The Board of County Commissioners and the Portland City Council both recognize the 
importance of providing transportation options to residents. 

3. The County received $100,000 in the 2000 MTIP allocation (ODOT Agreement No. 18,641) 

through Metro with the agreement that the City and County would provide equal amounts of 
funding for the balance of funds needed up to $150,000. 

4. The City and the County have agreed that it is desirable to have the City perform the traffic 

study and the County perform the project management and preliminary engineering for this 
project. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties do mutually agree as follows: 

I. SCOPE OF WORK 

A. The County agrees to perform the following services: 

1. Provide project management responsibilities for both the public 
involvement and preliminary engineering. 

2. Complete 100% plans and specifications for the Project 

3. Confer with the City on a regular basis and promptly respond to any 
inquiries from City personnel in regard to this project. 

4. Provide funding for one half the Project costs up to $75,000 for costs 
exceeding the $100,000 provided to the Project through the Priorities 2000 
MTIP process. 

5. Perform work described in the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path Public 
Involvement and Preliminary Engineering Work Plan identified as 
Attachment "A", and hereby incorporated by this reference. 



B. The City agrees to perform the following services: 

1. Provide funding for one half the Project costs up to $75,000 for costs 
exceeding the $100,000 provided to the Project through the Priorities 2000 
MTIP process. 

2. Provide timely response to inquiries received from the County. 

3. Provide engineering and technical review of the project in a timely 
manner. 

4. Perform work identified as a City responsibility in the Morrison Bridge 
Multi-use Path Public Involvement and Preliminary Engineering Work 
Plan. 

II. TIME PERFORMANCE/SCHEDULE 

The County shall make reasonable effort to complete project design and preparation of 
bidding documents by June 30, 2004. 

III. EFFECTIVE AND TERMINATION DATES 

This Agreement shall be effective as of October 1, 2001 and shall terminate as of June 
30,2003. 

IV. ESTIMATED COST 

The estimated cost for the public involvement and preliminary engineering on the 
Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path is $250,000. Project work cannot exceed $250,000. 

V. COMPENSATION BY CITY 

A. The City shall submit its payment as requested by the County within 30 days 
following a written request for funds. 

B. County agrees that in kind services are acceptable as payment. City shall furnish 
County with an itemized statement of costs for in kind services on a monthly 
basis. It is estimated that the City's in kind services will be approximately 
$66,500.00. 

VI. AMENDMENT OF AGREEMENT 

The City and the County may amend this agreement by mutual written agreement. 
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VII. NON-APPROPRIATION CLAUSE 

The parties' obligations to perform under this agreement are subject to adequate future 
appropriations by the City Council or Board of County Commissioners. 

The County may terminate this agreement if it fails to receive funding or other 
expenditure authority at levels sufficient to pay for the worked provided in the agreement. 

VIII. INDEMNIFICATION 

Subject to the limitations and conditions of the Oregon Constitution and Oregon Tort 
Claims Act (ORS 30.260 et seq.), the County and the City each shall be solely 
responsible for any loss or injury caused to third parties arising from County's or City's 
own acts or omissions under the agreement; and County or City shall defend, hold 
harmless, and indemnify the other party to this agreement with respect to any claim, 
litigation, or liability arising from County's or City's own acts or omissions under this 
agreement. 

CITY OF PORTLAND, OREGON 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By: 
Vera Katz, Mayor 

By: 
Auditor 

Dated: -------------------------
REVIEWED: 

By: 
City Attorney 

Dated: ------------------------

ASRJ3992 (6700ET3026D) 

By: 

Dated: =:Lv')~ C\, UX:Y2.. 

REVIEWED: 

THOMAS SPONSLER, County Attorney 
for Multnomah County, Oregon 

B~ 
APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
AGENDA# C- CS DATE 0'5 ·OO..·o2. 

DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 
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Attachment A 

Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path 
Public Involvement and Preliminary Engineering 

Work Plan 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

· The project will provide preliminary engineering for a multi-use path on the Morrison Bridge 

that accommodates safe, direct and convenient access for bicyclists and pedestrians between the 

City of Portland's downtown and the eastside. 

BACKGROUND 
The Morrison Bridge on the Willamette River in Portland, Oregon presents a significant barrier 
for direct bicycle, pedestrian and ADA access to the core of downtown. Multnomah County 

(County) is undertaking a project to address the following deficiencies on and near the bridge: 

• 

• 
• 
• 

Limited safe access on and off the bridge from East 2nd Avenue, Grand Avenue, and Water 

Avenue 
Shared use of existing narrow sidewalks by non-motorized users 
Limited safe access on and offthe bridge from West 1st and 2nd Avenues 
Lack of proper non-motorized user circulation at the 2nd Avenue/Washington Street Ramp 
and 2nd A venue/ Alder Street intersections 

To fix these deficiencies, the County intends to provide a multi-use bicycle and pedestrian 

facility to accommodate safe, direct and convenient access for bicycles, pedestrians and disabled 

persons across the Morrison Bridge. 

Public support for providing pedestrian and bicycle access on the Morrison Bridge is strong. 

During rehabilitation ofthe Hawthorne Bridge in 1998 and 1999, a temporary bikeway was 
installed on the Morrison Bridge. After the temporary bikeway was removed upon completion 

of the Hawthorne Bridge project, over 450 "postcard" requests were submitted to the County 

from the bicycling community asking to maintain the bicycle access on the Morrison Bridge. To 

date, the public has expressed support for three possible options for a multi-use path facility 

across the Morrison Bridge: 

• Remove one lane of traffic and construct a multi-use esplanade 
• Install a multi-use facility similar to that constructed during the Hawthorne Bridge project 

• Remove one lane of traffic and construct a multi-use facility along the center of the bridge 

These three alternatives, as well as any others identified during the course of the project, shall be 

evaluated during the preliminary engineering stage. The County shall develop the design, 

engineering drawings and construction specifications of the multi-use path. 
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Attachment A 

In May 1994, CH2M Hill completed a transportation system accessibility analysis on the bridges 
over the Willamette River in Multnomah County. The results are summarized in the report 
Willamette River Bridges Accessibility Project. 

WORK PLAN 

This work plan covers the work to complete the Preliminary Engineering though construction 
drawings of the Morrison Bridge Multi-use Path. 

Project Management 
The County will provide the overall project management. County Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Coordinator will take the lead with a co-project manager from the County Bridge Shop. 

Technical Advisory Committee Meetings 
A Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) of agency and stakeholder representatives will be 
formed. The TAC will meet as needed (four meetings anticipated) over the course ofthe project 
to review and make recommendations on the traffic analysis and all plans presented to the public. 
Participants from the City of Portland will include the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators, a 
traffic engineer and other traffic and trails staff as appropriate. County participation will include 
County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, Traffic Engineering and Bridge Shop Engineering 
staff. Others invited to participate will include Metro, ODOT, Tri-Met, the Bicycle 
Transportation Alliance, the Willamette Pedestrian Coalition, an architect or landscape architect 
and one member from each of the County and City Bicycle and Pedestrian Citizen Advisory 
Committees. 

WORK PLAN OUTLINE 

Task 1 - Field Sunrey 
A consultant will be employed to complete all biological assessment work and a noise study. 

Lead: 
Other Staff: 
Start Date: 
Finish Date: 

Task 2 - Traffic Study 

Consultant 
County Engineer III 
5/15/02 
6/27/02 

City of Portland shall conduct a traffic analysis to determine potential impacts and opportunities 
for all modes of travel on and off the bridge due to the proposed multi-use path. City shall submit 
a technical memorandum summarizing the methodology and results of the traffic analysis to the 
County. David Evans and Associates (DEA) shall review City's technical memorandum and 
develop a register of comments, questions and recommendations. DEA shall coordinate with the 
City and County to discuss comments, questions and recommendations. The traffic analysis 
shall consist of the following steps: 
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Attachment A 

• Conduct 12-hour weekday bicycle and pedestrian counts on the Morrison, 
Hawthorne, Burnside, and Steel Bridges 

• Conduct surveys to gather user origin and destination information and travel 
preferences. City shall develop up to six survey questions and distribute through 
existing County developed web sites and by postcard handout on the Hawthorne, 
Burnside, Steel, and Broadway bridges. Information from the returned survey forms 
shall be summarized and tabulated for each bridge in a form that facilitates easy 
comparison of results. The information shall be used to evaluate the multi-use path 
options and traffic lane closure scenarios. 

• Identify and describe existing ADA access issues leading onto the bridge from the 
west and east approaches and other routes located off of the bridge 

• Identify and describe ADA access issues across the bridge for each of the multi-use 
path options 

• Perform a planning level analysis of traffic capacity and operations on the bridge, 
east and west bridge approaches, ramps and nearby intersections. Non-signalized 
ramp connections operations shall be evaluated for the proposed solutions that may 
impact ramp operations. Traffic impacts and operations levels for bridge approach 
intersections with traffic signals off both ends ofthe bridge shall be determined for 
each traffic scenario. Two intersections on the west approach (Alder ramp) and two 
intersections on the east approach (Morrison ramp) shall be analyzed for both 
weekday AM and PM peak periods. 

• Make recommendations for any required traffic mitigation measures resulting from 
bridge lane closures 

City shall assess after-construction quantitative and qualitative impacts for the following 
scenarios: 

• Remove a motorized traffic lane in the center ofthe bridge and replace with a 
bicycle and pedestrian, or bicycle only, facility in the center of the bridge, and 
improve pedestrian access 

• Remove a motorized traffic lane from the north side (west bound) of the bridge to 
accommodate bicycle traffic and improve pedestrian access 

• Remove a motorized traffic lane from the south side (east bound) ofthe bridge to 
accommodate bicycle traffic and improve pedestrian access 

• Analysis of Water Avenue and Naito Parkway ramp closures 
• Narrow some or all of the existing traffic lanes to accommodate multi-use facility 

either on the north, center, or south sides of the bridge. 

City shall assess up to 8 scenarios. Each alternative shall be reviewed for the connection 
implications at the ends of the bridge for all travel modes. Practicality of each lane closure 
scenario shall be considered in analyzing traffic operations and traffic lane geometry. Tri-Met 
bus and truck operations shall be considered as part of the traffic analysis. Safety impacts for all 
travel modes on the bridge shall be considered. 
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Lead: 
Other Staff: 

Start Date: 
Finish Date: 

Attacltment A 

City of Portland Traffic Engineering 
County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, County Engineer 
III and County Traffic Engineer, City of Portland Bicy_cle and 
Pedestrian Coordinators and other City staff as appropriate 
5/15/02 
7/19/02 

Task 3 - Develop Design Alternatives 
Based on traffic analysis and information collected on the survey information collected, three 
preliminary design alternatives with rough cost estimates of different features will be developed. 

The three alternatives will be developed based on the following: the path proposed in the 
Willamette River Bridges Accessibility Project, the temporary path created during the 

Hawthorne Bridge closure, and an esplanade concept. The County Engineer III will largely 
perform this work. DEA will work with the County to provide a design concept for the 

esplanade concept. The County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator and City ofPortland Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Coordinators will provide guidance on the alternative development. The City and 

County Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committees and the T AC will review the alternatives 
before they are presented to the public. 

Lead: Multnomah County Engineer III 
Other Staff: County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, City of Portland 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators and Consultant 
Start Date: 7/23/02 
Finish Date: 9/25/02 

Task 4 - Preliminary Public Meetings 
Schedule and hold two open houses, one on the east side and one on the west side of Portland to 

discuss the three design alternatives and to recommend a preferred alternative for fmal design 

and development. In addition to the open house, presentations will be made to other stakeholder 

and interested groups such as the APP, CEIC, the BTA, the Willamette Pedestrian Coalition, 
neighborhood groups, the City of Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committees, 
Multnomah County Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee. County Bicycle and 

Pedestrian Coordinator staff will manage the public involvement. City ofPortland bicycle and 

pedestrian coordinators will participate in public meetings along with other city and county staff 

as appropriate. 

Lead: County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, 
County Engineer III 

Other Staff: City of Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators 
Start Date: 8/13/02 
Finish Date: 11/12/02 
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Task 5- Alternative Refinement 
· Refme the chosen design alternative and cost estimate to take back to the public for their fmal 

comment. If the alternative prefen:ed by the public for development costs more than we are 
asking for through the 2002 MTIP process, phasing of the project may be considered. The 
County Engineer III will largely perform this work. County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator 
and City of Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators provide guidance on the alternative 
refinement. The City and County Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committees and the T AC 
will review the alternative before it is presented to the public. 

Lead: 
Other Staff: 

Start Date: 
Finish Date: 

County Engineer m 
County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, City of Portland 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators 
11/15/02 
12/20/02 

Task 6 - Public Meetings on Refined Alternative 
Schedule and hold two open houses, one on the east side and one on the west side of Portland to 
present the chosen alternative. This open house may not be necessary if one of the three 
preliminary alternatives is chosen with few changes for fmal design. Additional presentations 
will be made upon request to other stakeholder groups such as the APP, CEIC, the BTA, the 
Willamette Pedestrian Coalition, City ofPortland Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committees, 
Multnomah County Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee, and neighborhood groups. 
County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator staff will manage the public involvement. City of 
Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators will participate in public meetings along with other 
city and county staff as appropriate. 

Lead: County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator, 
County Engineer Ill 

Other Staff: City of Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators 
Start Date: 11/15/02 
Finish Date: 2/5/03 

Task 7 - Develop Selected Alternative 
Develop contract drawings, cost estimates and special provisions on chosen alternative. The 
County Engineer III will largely perform this work. Coordination and review of design phases 
will continue with City and County staff including the County and City Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Coordinators and City and County traffic engineering. 

Lead: 
Other Staff: 

Start Date: 
Finish Date: 

County Engineer lll 
City of Portland Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinators and 
County Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator 
2/10/03 
5/5/03 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: C-6 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Revenue Agreement 0110979 with Pacific Salmon Watershed 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: _____________________________________________ _ 
REQUESTEDBY~: ________________________________________ _ 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: -------

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday, May 9, 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: Consent Calendar 

DEPARTMENT~:~D~B~C~S __________ _ DIVISION: Transportation 

CONTACT: Karen Schilling TELEPHONE#: 503 988-5050 x29635 
BLDG/ROOM#: 455d'a Floor 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION.:....: __________ .:..:N!.:.:..~.:....-----------------------------------------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Revenue Agreement 0110979 with the Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund, Providing Funding 
for Beaver Creek Fish Ladder Improvements through December 31, 2002 

o'i·l~·o2 ~r~r~A\5 +o ~~ ~~ut 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL.:....:--------------------­
(OR) 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER.;._: _....:;.:},1_....:...;;;:.;.• .....:~C~e:;....;;C;;....;;.i..;;...;{ta;..:..;:" ;....... . .~.--1 O;:;....;h;..;;....n;;..;;....;;;..SO:;....;;n;..;;....__ ___ _ 

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIR£D SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.l.bogstad@co. multnomah. or. us 

KSCK2748.AGD (ROADCF40401) 
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Department of Business and Community Services 

MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

Transportation Division 
1600 SE 190111 Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97233-5910 
(503) 988-5050 

STAFF REPORT 

TO: BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

Kathy Busse, Planning Director 
Karen Schilling, Transportation Planning Manager 

April 22, 2002 

Approval ofRevenue Agreement between Pacific Salmon Watershed and 
Multnomah County for Beaver Creek Fish Ladder Improvements 

1. Recommendation/ Action Requested: 

Approve revenue agreement between Pacific Salmon Watershed and Multnomah 
County for Beaver Creek Fish Ladder Improvements. 

2. Background/ Analysis: 

The culvert on Beaver Creek at Stark Street is identified in a number of documents in 
the region as a critical culvert for fish passage. Improvements to the fish ladder will 
open up one-half mile of upstream habitat. The project will make structural 
improvement to the fish ladder as well as habitat restoration on one-half acre of creek 
banks within County owned right-of-way. The project will be constructed during 
Summer 2002 and completed by December 31, 2002. 

Multnomah County will partner with Mount Hood Community College, the City of 
Troutdale, Sandy River Basin Watershed Council, and the Natural Resource programs 
at five high schools in East County to implement the full project. Partners are able to 
provide in-kind resources, volunteer time, and expertise that the County does not 
currently possess. The City of Troutdale has expertise in procurement of plants and 
planting. Volunteers from the Watershed Council and the high schools will plant 
native species on the banks. Students from MHCC will monitor the plants for survival 
rates. 

Multnomah County has been awarded $30,000 from the Pacific Salmon Watershed 
Fund for culvert improvements and habitat restoration. 



Staff Report 
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3. Financial Impact: 

The total cost of the project is valued at $100,200, including the volunteer time for 
habitat restoration. The fmancial impact to the Transportation Capital fund will be 
$49,520. In addition, County staff will contribute $15,200 in engineering and Troutdale 
will contribute $800 in staff time. Volunteer time is valued at $4,680. The grant 
provides the balance of$30,000. The FY03 CIP budget includes $80,000 for this project. 

4. Legal Issues: 

There are no legal issues with this agreement. 

5. Controversial Issues: 

There are no controversial issues with this agreement. 

6. Link to Current County Policies: 

The County values preserving and protecting wildlife and streams as part of our 
continuing effort to improve our resource stewardship. 

7. Citizen Participation: 

Mount Hood Community College and the Sandy River Basin Watershed Council are fully 
supportive of these grants to restore fish passage in Beaver Creek. 

8. Other Government Participation: 

The City of Troutdale is contributing four days of staff time to assist the County with 
habitat restoration. 

KSCK2748R.RPT (ROADCF40401) 



MULTNOMAH COUNTY CONTRACT APPROVAL FORM 

Contract #: 0110979 
Pre-approved Contract Boilerplate (with County Counsel signature) 0Attached 18]Not Attached Amendment#: _ ___..;...;;.,.;_;;...._ ____ _ 

CLASS I 
0 Professional Services not to exceed $50,000 (and not 

awarded by RFP or Exemption) 
0 Revenue not to exceed $50,000 (and not awarded 

by RFP or Exemption) 
18] Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

not to exceed $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
18] Revenue 

0 Architectural & Engineering not to exceed $10,000 
(for tracking purposes only) 

Department: Business and Community Services 
Originator: Karen Schilling 
Contact: Cathey Kramer 

CLASS II 
0 Professional Services that exceed $50,000 or awarded 

by RFP or Exemption (regardless of amount) 
0 PCRB Contract 
0 Maintenance Agreement 
0 Licensing Agreement 
0 Construction 
0 Grant 
0 Revenue that exceeds $50,000 or awarded by RFP or A 

Exemption (regardless of amount) 

CLASS Ill 
0 Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) 

that exceeds $50,000 
0 Expenditure 
0 Revenue 

APPROVED MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

ENDA # C·lo DATE o~.oq ·0-
DEB BOGSTAD, BOARD CLERK 

Division Transportation Division Date: April 22, 2002 
Phone: X29635 Bldg/Rm: 455/Annex 
Phone: .....:....X;:;:2;;:.25;;..;8;..;;9_________ Bldg/Rm: 455/Annex 

Description of Contract: Revenue Agreement between Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund and Multnomah County for $30,000, for 
Beaver Creek Fish Ladder Improvements. 

Contractor Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund 
Address 319 SW Washington St., Suite 706 

Portland OR 97204 

Betsy Kauffman 

Phone (503) 223-8511 

Employer ID# or SS# 

Effective Date Upon Execution 

Termination Date December 31,2002 

Original Contract Amount $ 

Remittance address 

(If different) 

Payment Schedule I Terms 

D Lump Sum $ 

D Monthly $ 

18] Other $ Billed quarterly 

Total Amt of Previous Amendments $ ---------- D Requirements Not to Exceed $ 

Amount of Amendment $ 
~~~~--------Total Amount of Agreement$ 30,000.00 Encumber DYes D No ------------
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Multnomah County Contract No. 0110979 

Agreement between 
Multnomah County Transportation Division and Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund 

Grant recipient: 
Multnomah County 
1600 SE 1901

h Ave. 
Portland, OR 97233-5910 

Project Manager: Karen Schilling 
503-988-5050 x29635 
email: karen.c.schilling@co.multnomah.or.us 

Funder: 
Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund 
319 SW Washington, Suite 706 
Portland, OR 97204 

Contact: Betsy Kauffman 
503-223-8511 x4, bkauffman@4sos.org 

Project title: 
Beaver Creek Fish Ladder 

A. Term of agreement: 

This agreement shall become effective upon signature by all parties. Project completion/grant 
expiration shall be December 31, 2002. The completion report is due within 60 days following 
project completion. Monitoring is required for 2 years. 

B. Grant Award 

The Grantee agrees to perform the work described in the attached grant application for 
the Beaver Creek Fish Ladder. In return, PSWF agrees to provide up to a total of $30,000 , 
according to the Schedule For Release of Funds, attached as Exhibit A. 

The Grantee agrees that funds provided by PSWF shall only be used for the purposes specified in 
the grant application or as detailed in Exhibit A. 

As a condition for the disbursement of any PSWF funds, the Grantee agrees: 

1. To provide a sign on the project site and notice on any technical, educational or 
informational material produced through this project that partial funding was provided 
by the Salmon-Friendly Plan and PSWF. 

1 



2. Prior to release ofPSWF funds, to submit written evidence that all applicable permits 
and licenses from local, state or federal agencies or governing bodies have been 
obtained or are not needed (see Exhibit B, Permits and Licenses). 

3. To provide compliance monitoring of the project as described in Exhibit D. 

4. To complete progress reports on the project to be filed in conjunction with invoices and 
a final report (Exhibit C) to be filed within 60 days of project completion. 

Reports will be sent to: 
Betsy Kauffman 
Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund 
319 SW Washington, Suite 706 
Portland, OR 97204 

Email: bkauffman@4sos:org 

5. To comply with the Oregon Aquatic Habitat Restoration Guideline under the 
Oregon Plan for Salmon and Watersheds. 

6. To inform the PSWF of any changes of address, contact person, and other contact 
information. 

7. To adhere to the Project Implementation Conditions as described in Exhibit E. 

8. To submit verifiable receipts and other accounting records throughout the project to 
document expenditure of grant fund installments, and to account for all other funding, 
in-kind contributions and donations in the project completion report. 

9. To provide evidence satisfactory to PSWF that the matching funds identified in the 
grant application have been received or secured. 

10. To allow descriptions and photos of the project to be featured in newsletters to Salmon­
Friendly customers, on Salmon-Friendly Power website, and in news releases. PSWF 
will provide advance copies of any such materials to grantee to give grantee an 
opportunity to suggest edits and make comments. 
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C. Accounting for Funds Distributed 

The Grantee shall account for funds distributed by PSWF using generally accepted accounting 

practices sufficient to account for the income and expenses related to this project. The Grantee 

shall also account for all other funds expended, as well as in-kind services and donated materials. 

The Grantee further agrees to make such accounting records available to PSWF. 

D~ Amendments 

Any modifications of this agreement must be mutually agreed to in writing by both parties. 

E. Termination of Funding 

PSWF may terminate this agreement: 

( 1) At any time by mutual written consent of both parties; 

(2) Upon written notice to Grantee for Grantee's failure to perform any other provision of 

this agreement; 

(3) Upon failure to provide a signed agreement within 60 days of the receipt of the 
agreement 

Within 30 days of termination, Grantee shall return to PSWF any unspent funds provided by the 

PSWF under this agreement. 

F. Compliance With Applicable Law 

The Grantee and Landowner shall comply with all federal, state, and local laws and ordinances 

applicable to the work to be done under this agreement. 

F. Indemnity 

Subject to limitations and conditions of the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 to 30.300, and 

specifically within the limits of ORS 30.270, the Grantee and property owner shall save and hold 

harmless PSWF, its Board ofDirectors, its officers, agents, employees and members, from all 
claims, suits, or actions of whatsoever nature resulting from, or arising out of, the activities ofthe 

Grantee, its agents or employees under this agreement. In any action to enforce this agreement, 

the prevailing party shall be entitled to reasonable costs and attorney fees. 

c~ <:;t_ 
DianeLinn 6 Date 

J 

r I5ate Matthew 0. Ryan, As tant C~9' Attorney 
Multnomah County, Oregon ·· 3 



EXHIBIT A 

SCHEDULE FOR RELEASE OF FUNDS 

Total funds granted: $30,000.00 

Funds will be distributed as follows: 

• At least two-thirds of project funds ($20,000.00) must be used for labor, capital, supplies, 
purchases, and fees related to the fish ladder and culvert repair. Up to one-third of 
project funds ($1 0,000) may be used for labor, capital, supplies, purchases, and fees 
related to the planting project adjacent to the fish ladder. 

• All fund requests must be submitted on an invoice signed by the project manager for the 
Grantee. Funds will be released upon presentation of receipts, invoices or bills for 
purchases or work accomplished. Receipts, invoices, or bills shall be presented no more 
often than quarterly. 

• No funds will be released until a final design for the fish ladder project has been 
completed and approved by an Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Fish Passage 
Engineer and PSWF. 

• No funds will be released until a final budget for the project has been submitted to and 
approved by PSWF. 

• The final 10% of the grant ($3,000.00) will be released for payment upon receipt of all 
project expenses, acceptance of the project completion report by PSWF, and inspection 
and approval of project by Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife and PSWF. 
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EXHIBITB 

PERMITS, LICENSES & OTHER AGREEMENTS 

Prior to the release of any PSWF funds, the Grantee must submit written evidence that the work 
under the Grant Agreement will comply with all applicable federal, state and local laws, as well 
as copies of all applicable permits, licenses and other agreements that have been obtained. If no 
federal, state or local permits are required, the Grantee will provide written notification that none 

are necessary. 

The following are often required for projects involving waterway alteration or watershed 
enhancement (See Oregon Plan for Salmon and Watersheds, A Guide to Oregon Permits Issued 
by State and Federal Agencies, Spring 2000): 

• Fill I Removal permit(s) from the Division of State Lands 

• Water Right Permit(s) 

• City or County Permit(s) 

• Fill permit(s) from the Corps of Engineers 

• Memorandum(s) of Understanding 
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EXHIBITC 

PROJECT COMPLETION REPORT REQUIREMENTS 

Within sixty days following completion of the project, Grantee shall submit a Project 
Completion Report that includes but is not limited to: 

1. A narrative description of the project including: 
a. background on the problem which generated the project, 
b. a description and explanation of any changes to the original proposal, 
c. results of the project, 

2. Documentation that the project complies with the Oregon Aquatic Habitat Restoration and 
Enhancement Guide. 

3. Slides or photographs of the project areas before and after the project completion taken at 
pre-set photo points. 

Report will be sent to: 
Betsy Kauffman 
Pacific Salmon Watershed Fund 
319 SW Washington, Suite 706 
Portland, OR 97204 

Email: bkauffman@4sos.org 
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EXHIBITD 

COMPLIANCE MONITORING REQUIREMENTS 

For monitoring purposes, Grantee shall provide photos of all elements of the project (i.e., 
fencing, planting or structures) taken before and after implementation and each subsequent year. 
Photo points shall be set up and photographs taken prior to beginning work, at the completion of 
the work and again each year to show changes occurring as a result of implementation of the 
project. Photographs should be taken with the same focal length lens at the same time of year. 

Monitoring Report Guidelines: 

Monitoring photographs are intended to show the compliance of the project with the PSWF 
funding decision. In addition, the Grantee shall provide any additional information collected 
during the two year period immediately following the completion of the project which document 
other conditions in the project area as specified in the application. The Monitoring Report 
should also include the following: 

1) A description of any maintenance performed. 

2) An accounting of any costs associated with maintenance and monitoring. 

3) An assessment of whether the project continues to meet the goals specified in the grant 
agreement. 

5) A summary of any public awareness or educational activities related to the project, 
including identification of any tours or presentations and copies ofnewspaper or other 
media coverage about the project. 
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EXHIBITE 

PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION CONDITIONS 

During the implementation of the project, the Grantee shall notify PSWF when: 

1) Final project design is developed and initial construction is scheduled. 

2) Initial construction is scheduled for a site review with the contractor. 

3) Any change or modification of the project is proposed. 

4) Final completion review of the project is required. PSWF will approve project 
completion including the review and approval of all documents, permits, invoices, etc. 
PSWF may inspect the project site and request a written notification that project 
components are installed according to Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife standards 
and guidelines. 

8 
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Date: 05-09-2002 

To: Diane Linn, Chair Multnomah County Board Commissioners 
Multnomah County Board of Commissioners 
Elected Officials 

From: Elder Carlos Jermaine Richard 
Minister William White 
Cathedral of Praise Ministries 

RE: Prayer at the opening of County Board Meetings 

Dear Board Chair and Commissioners, 

It has been stated down through the annuls of history that there is a separation between 
church and state. The subject of the separation between church and state is a 
philosophical as well as a political topic that has virtually divided mainstream America. 
The crux of the argument is embedded in the fact that some Americans are emphatically 
opposed to religious activities being sanctioned by Government. Furthermore, they 
believe that the Government would force Americans to accept the religion of Christianity 
and not possess the freedom to practice any other religion. Our great republic was 
founded upon the principles of democracy with all Americans having the ability to pursue 
life, liberty and happiness as well as the American Dream. The first amendment 
unequivocally states that Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of 
religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. The first amendment does not prohibit 
the church and government from interacting and working together for the good of 
America. 

Minister White and myself would very much like to interact and work with Multnomah 
County in efforts to enhance the number one livable city in America. We immensely 
believe in the power of prayer for all our County Board Members and elected officials in 
the City and State as well. It has come to our attention that Multnomah County does not 
have a Chaplain or Spiritual Adviser who advises the Board on Spiritual matters. We 
believe that it is of the utmost importance that Multnomah County allows for an 
individual to give an Invocation before the County Board Meetings begins its daily 
sessions. We emphatically believe that prayer will bring our city together, reduce crime, 
reduce the unemployment rate, reduce the need for government assistance and assist in 
the area of recidivism among delinquents. All throughout history every King, Magistrate, 
Governor and procurator had a Chaplain I or Spiritual Adviser who provided direction 
and guidance to the leader. An Invocation would be made before each County Board 
Session begins, the Invocation would be brief in scope and would consist of asking our 
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Father God to bless the Board Chair and Commissioners of Multnomah County and other 
elected officials. We believe that his will help the Board make sound decisions and 
always consider what is right morally, spiritually and ethically for the people. We must 
strive to live peaceably with all men and lead quiet lives loving our neighbor as thyself. In 
the wake of the earthquake that shook parts of Oregon, riots that have taken there toll on 
the citizens, businesses and property owners the need for prayer before County Board 
Sessions is crucial and vital. The Chair and Commissioners members have a difficult, 
cumbersome and stressful job as they conduct the affairs of the County and enforce the 
ordinances set forth in law. We believe that prayer and supplication before God will bring 
much needed direction and guidance in conducting the day to day operations of the 
County. 

The Board Chair and distinguished Commissioners listen not only to the voice of their 
constituents but to many individuals in the public and private sectors on a daily basis. 
From these hearings decisions must be made in the best interest of the people even if it 
results in citizens seeing there issues not passed. Our desire is to see Multnomah County 
remain the number one livable place in America. As I watch on a daily basis I heard (as 
well as all citizens in Portland) about the man who killed himself with a single gunshot 
wound after a low speed pursuit from the Police. A young boy was bullied on the 
playground of Sitton Elementary School by other classmates and we were all touched by 
the fatal shooting of students by the hands of another student in San Diego, California. 

Many issues face our County at this very moment. Budget issues in the Department of 
Community Justice and the release of inmates because of budget crisis. The young man 
who was released is now back in custody after breaking into a woman's residence. The 
recent pipe bomb suspect who took it upon himself to cause danger to innocent citizens 
and issues are children face in the school system at this juncture. Let us not forget the 
tragedy on 09-11-2002 which brought our Nation together at its most difficult time. We 
also realize that this is an election year in which we will elect a new Governor and other 
elected officials in the State of Oregon. For these and other reasons we at Cathedral of 
Praise Ministries strongly feel that praying with the Board Chair and distinguished 
Commissioners will enhance the quality oflife for Multnomah County. We ask for 
expedient consideration of our request and thank The Board Chair and distinguished 
Commissioners for expeditious considerations of this request. Feel free to contact us at 
503-282-9960 or 1-360-604-9276 
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Respectfully Submitted, 

Elder Carlos Jermaine Richard 
Cathedral of Praise Ministries 

Minister William White 
Cathedral of Praise Ministries 

CC: Commissioners Serena Cruz 
Lisa Naito 
Lonnie Roberts 
Maria de Rojo Steffey 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: R-1 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) ___________________ .__ _________________________________________________________________________________________________ _ 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJE;CT: A Public Hearing of an Ordinance amending Multnomah Countv Code sections 
pertaining to "lots of Record" and changes to other land use standards as required by recently 
adopteq Oregor: Administrative Rules for "Rural Residential Areas" 

BOARD BRIEFING: 

REGULAR MEETING: 

DATEREQUESTED~: _____________________________________________ _____ 

REQUESTEDBY~:------------------------------------------------------­
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: -------------------------------

DATE REQUESTED: Thursday, May 9, 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: 20 minutes 

DEPARTMENT~:D~B~C~S~----------- DIVISION: Land Use Planning 

CONTACT: Garv Clifford TELEPHONE#: 503 988-3043, x 26782 
BLDG/ROOM#: 4551116 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: Garv Clifford and Susan Muir 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

[ 11NFORMA TIONAL ONLY [ 1 POLICY DIRECTION [X 1 APPROVAL [ 1 OTHER 

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Second Reading and Possible Adoption of an ORDINANCE Adopting Amendments to 
Multnomah County Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35 Pertaining to "Lots of Record" and 
Changes to Other Land Use Standards as Required by Recently Adopted Oregon 
Administrative Rules for "Rural Residential Areas" 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL.~:--------------------­
(OR) 

DEPARTMENT MANAGER,;._: _-=.9vf_...:..;;::.;... -..:~C~e:;...,;:C:;..,:;i..:;..:{UJ;..;;.:. ;...... . .~....7 O;:;...;h:..:;..n~SO;:;...;n~----

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email · 
deborah./.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
LAND USE PLANNING DIVISON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
DIANE LINN - CHAIR OF THE BOARD 

1600SE 190THAVE., SUITE 116 MARIA ROJO DE STEFFEY -DISTRICT 1 COMMISSIONER 

PORTLAND, .. ORE(30N 97233 SERENA CRUZ -DISTRICT 2 COMMISSIONER 

(503) 988-3043 (503) 988-3389 FAX 
land. use. planning@co.m ultnomah. or .us 

LISA NAITO -DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER 
LONNIE ROBERTS -DISTRICT 4 COMMISSIONER 

STAFF REPORT 

To: Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Planning Staff 

TODAY'SDATE: April 16, 2002 

REQUESTED 

PLACEMENT DATE: May 2, 2002 

RE: Public hearing on an ordinance that amends zoning code sections pertain­

ing to "Lots ofRecord" and changes to other land use standards as re­

quired by recently adopted Oregon Administrative Rules for "Rural Resi­

dential Areas." (Planning File No. PC 01-002) 

I. RECOMMENDATION I ACTION REQUESTED: 

Planning Commission recommends adoption of an ordinance that will enact a new "Lot 

of Record" defmition that will provide consistency and clarity to the existing standards. 

In addition, as part of the 123 page ordinance are all changes needed to bring all the 

County Zoning Code Chapters into compliance with the 200012001 Oregon Administra­

tive Rules for "Rural Residential Areas" that were adopted by the State Land Conserva­

tion and Development Commission. 

II. BACKGROUND I ANALYSIS: 

Lot of Record 

A "Lot ofRecord" is the term for a parcel, lot, or grouping of parcels or lots, that met all 

zoning and land division requirements at the time it was created. In the Exclusive Farm 

Use and Commercial Forest Use zones there are additional standards which require "ag­

gregation" of adjacent parcels in the same ownership into certain minimum acreage 

groupings. Recognition that a property is a "Lot of Record" is important to the develop­

ment potential of a property. 

The Zoning Ordinance frrst used the term "lot of record" in 1975 and 1977. It was then 



that the minimum lot size for new parcels was increased for most of the rural areas from 
1 or 2 acres to 5, 20, and 38 acres. Since that time, in compliance with Statewide Plan­
ning Rules, the 38 acre minimum has increased to 80 acres for farm and forest zoned ar­
eas. Because so many ofthe legally created parcels of land do not meet the current larger 
minimum lot sizes there is an increased need for consistent, workable, and understand­
able "lot of record" definition and standards. 

New Goal14 Rules for "Rural Residential Areas" 

The Land Conservation and Development Commission on October 4, 2000 and April3, 
2001 adopted new State Rules that are now in effect for "Rural Residential Areas" (OAR 
Chapter 660 Division 004). In Multnomah County, those areas are the Multiple Use Ag­
riculture, Rural Residentia~ and Rural Center zones. The State Rules were adopted to ad­
dress what were appropriate minimum lot sizes and housing densities on "Rural Residen­
tial Areas" (not farm or forest areas) that were outside the Urban Growth Boundary. The 
Rules are already in effect. Placing the standards into the County Zoning Code is desir­
able for both administration of the standards and helping the standards to be more acces­
sible to the public. 

Summary of Primary Amendments to Zoning Code 

Subject Code 
Sections 

1. Add a 33.0005 
definition 34.0005 
for "Lot of 35.0005 
Record" to 
the General 
Definitions 
part of the 
Code. 

2. Add a list 33.2075(B) 
of the major 33.2275(B) 
rural zoning 33.2475(A) 
designation 33.2675(B) 
and code 33.2870(A) 
changes that 33.3170(A) 
have oc- 33.3370(A) 
curred par- 34.2675(B) 
ticular to 34.2870(A) 
each zoning 34.3170(A) 
district. 34.3370(A) 

35.2075(B) 
35.2275(B) 
35.2675(B) 
35.2870(A) 

Agenda Item Briefing 

Description/Explanation 

Based upon the current standards and definition of "Lot 
of Record," an expanded new defmition is proposed to 
be added to the General Defmitions section. The new 
defmition will apply uniformly to all Zoning Districts; 
providing consistency, clarity, and added explanations 
for how to meet the standard of"lawfully created." In-
eluded in the defmition is a chronology ofland division 
ordinances that property would have been subject to 
through the years. 
One of the standards for a "Lot of Record" requires that 
when the Ian~ was subdivided or partitioned that the lots 
or parcels met all zoning standards at the time. Added to 
each zoning district is a list of major zoning and code 
changes that most likely occurred on properties in each 
zone. This list will assist the property owner and plan-
ning staff in determining what zoning standards were in 
effect on the date that a property was divided. 

2 BCC Hearing: May 2, 2002 
File No. PC 01-002 



35.3170(A) 
35.3370(A) 

3. Amend- 33.2075(A) 
ment the 33.2275(A) 
"aggrega- 33.2675(A) 
tion" sec- 34.2675(A) 
tions ofthe 35.2075(A) 
farm and 35.2275(A) 
forest zones. 35.2675(A) 

4.·Minimum 33.3155(A) 
lot sizes for 33.3355(A) 
new lots in 34.3155(A) 
theRRand 34.3355(A) 
RC zones 35.3155(A) 
amended to 35.3355(A) 
meet OARs. 

5. Only one 33.2825(B) 
dwelling al- 33.3125(B) 
lowed on a 33.3325(B) 
lot in MUA- 34.2825(B) 
20,RR,and 34.3125(B) 
RC zones. 34.3325(B) 

35.2825(B) 
35.3125(B) 
35.3325(B) 

6. Designa- 33.0015(B)(1) 
tion of a set 34.0015(B)(1) 
of1962 zon- 35.0015(B)(1) 
ing maps as 
accurately 
reflecting 
the zoning 
designations 
on property 
upon the 
1958 enact-
ment ofzon-
ing in the 

Agenda Item Briefing 

The basic concept of aggregation remains in place, being 
required grouping of adjacent parcels in the same own-
ership into minimum 19 acre groups. Added is more ex-
planation of how the grouping takes place in example 
situations with three new diagrams to illustrate the re-
quirement. One important change is the use of the own-
erships on only one date, February 20, 1990, for deter-
mining the "aggregated" groupings, instead of on or 
after February 20, 1990. 

Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 004 
adopted by the State in 2000 and 2001 requires a mini-
mum lot size of20 acres within one mile of the Urban 
Growth Boundary and, therefore, the five acre RR zone 
and the one acre RC zone had to be amended as re-
quired. In addition, outside of the one mile limit there 
were additional provisions dealing with new lots in new 
"planned developments" and "acknowledged unincorpo-
rated communities." 

In accordance with the recently adopted State Rules, 
only one dwelling is allowed in "Rural Residential" ar-
eas. This requires the deletion of the code subsections 
that would allow for a "farm help dwelling" on these 
lands, 

One of the important parts of determining whether a 
parcel is a "Lot ofRecord" is if it met all the zoning 
regulations in effect on the date the parcel was first ere-
ated. The first step in this verification is use a zoning 
map that shows the zoning on that date. 

Enactment of zoning in the rural areas took place on five 
different sets of maps, assembled by geographic areas, 
on three different dates during 1958. Later, in 1962 
those sets of maps were superceded and replaced by one 
set of zoning maps that covered the entire County. It will 
be advantageous to establish by Code language that the 
1962 maps should also be used for establishing the zon-

3 BCC Hearing: May 2, 2002 
File No. PC 01-002 



rural areas. 

III. FINANCIAL IMPACT: 

ing designations for the years prior to 1962 back to the 
enactment dates in 1958. This is because there is a com­
plete set of the 1962 maps but over time the 1958 maps 
have been for the most part lost. 

------------------~ 

No fiscal impact to the County has been identified. 

IV. LEGAL ISSUES: 

The "Lot of Record" amendments conform with all Statute and Administrative Rule re­
quirements for what is a "lawfully created lot or parcel." Where the "Lot ofRecord" pro­
visions differ from State requirements is in the "aggregation" requirements of adjacent 
same ownership parcels/lots where in certain circumstances the County Code would re­

duce the potential number of parcels/lots upon which houses could be built. It has been 
confrrmed at the Land Use Board of Appeals that Multnomah County may be more re­
strictive on development than State Rules. 

V. CONTROVERSIAL ISSUES: 

The language needed to defme and describe what is a "Lot ofRecord" is by necessity 
very legal in nature in order to withstand any court challenges. Such challenges might 
come about as a result of when a property fails to meet the "lot ofRecord" standards arid 
is made ineligible for development. The tendency of such code language to be difficult 
for a property owner to understand is recognized and the proposed language is a sincere 
attempt to be clearer than the existing language and for the first time uses graphics to il­
lustrate certain concepts. 

The "aggregation" of adjacent parcels in the same ownership that is required in the farm 
and forest zones is not a State requirement and does act to reduce the development poten­
tial for some properties. This legal option, which has been in the zoning code in some 
form or another since the late 1970s, serves to address the situation in Multnomah County 
where so much of the rural areas has already been divided into relatively small parcels. 
By keeping the "aggregation" requirement in the Code, the Planning Commission and 
staff seek to retain farm and forest lands in larger acreages which should better insure the 
ability to efficiently and without interference maintain farm produce and forest timber 
production capacities. 

The use of only one date for the "aggregation" standard is estimated to only affect about a 
dozen properties- probably allowing fewer than that number new dwellings in the rural 
areas. It is the Planning Commission's view that the simplification to one date is worth 
the small possible loss of resource land to those few dwellings. To gain from the use of 
one date is certainty for present and future property owners of what are the boundaries of 
a "Lot of Record" regardless oflater purchases of adjacent parcels. 

Agenda Item Briefing 4 BCC Hearing: May 2, 2002 
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VI. LINK TO CURRENT COUNTY POLICIES: 

Periodic updating of land use regulations is recognized to be necessary where an im­
provements can be made and where mandates from State Administrative Rules are en­
acted. 

VII. CITIZEN PARTICIPATION: 

Notice of three Planning Commission workshops on the "Lot of Record" issues and one 
Planning Commission public hearing on the proposed ordinance was published in the 
Oregonian newspaper. Notice ofthe Planning Commission hearing was mailed to 2,7~4 
property owners. At the Planning Commission hearing there were about 40 citizens that 
attended with 14 giving testimony. 

VIII. OTHER GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATION: 

Coordination and review of the code amendments has taken place with the Department of 
Land Conservation and Development in accordance with State law. 

Agenda Item Briefing 5 BCC Hearing: May 2, 2002 
File No. PC 01-002 
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April 16, 2002 Proposed Lot of Record Code Amendments 

MULTNOMAH COUNTY 
DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
LAND USE PLANNING DIVISION 
1600 SE !90TH Avenue Portland, OR 97233 
(503) 988-3043 FAX: (503) 988-3389 
http://w\vw.rnultnomah.lib.or.us/lup 

RURAL LOT OF RECORD AND 
STATEWIDE PLANNING GOAL 14 RULE UPDATE 

PROPOSED ZONING CODE AMENDMENTS 

STAFF REPORT 
APRIL 16, 2002 

(Case# PC 01-002) 

"Lots ofRecord" are lots and parcels ofland that were created legally. Where this is of particular im­
portance to a property owner is when zoning and land division requirements have changed after the 
lot was created. The ability to verify Lot of Record status is usually the first step in any review for 
development of a lot. 

In the rural areas, changes in zoning requirements have occurred several times during the last four 
decades; generally becoming more restrictive. For example, a property east of Gresham that is zoned 
EFU today likely has had the minimum lot size requirement increase since 1958 from no minimum to 
2 acres to 19 acres to 38 acres to 80 acres. The result is that most existing lots and parcels in the rural 
areas do not meet the current minimum lot area requirements. This, of course, increases the impor­
tance ofhaving an understandable and workable Lot ofRecord code provision that allows for early 
determination of the legal status of a property. 

REVIEW: 

Meetings and workshops to date 

• There was a Lot ofRecord issues meeting held on March 16, 2001 with three Planning Com­
mission members and two staff planners. 

• On April2' 2001 a workshop was held with the entire Planning Commission where back­
ground on the Lot of Record code sections was given along with several questions from staff 
regarding potential approaches to problem solving. 

• On September 10, 2001 there was a second workshop with the Planning Commission. The 
Commission gave staff several key directions in drafting proposed ordinance standards. 

• A third Planning Commission workshop was held on December 3, 2001. 

• A public hearing before the Planning Commission was held on February 25, 2002 where the 

Planning Commission voted to recommend to the Board of County Commissioners that the 
amendments be adopted. 

1 of28 



April 16, 2002 Proposed Lot of Record Code Amendments 

Background 

A short listing of the history and issues related to Lots of Record covered at the workshops included 

the following topics: 

1. Land Divisions 
• Subdivisions, 4 or more lots; Subdivision Plat- Named 

• Partitions, 3 or fewer parcels; 
Before October 19, 1978, by metes and bounds description on deed 

From October 19, 1978 through 1989 by "Survey Plat" 
From 1989 to today by Partition Plat -Numbered by year recorded 

2. "Lawfully Created" 
• ORS 92.017 "A lot or parcel lawfully created shall remain a discrete lot or parcel, unless the 

lot lines are vacated or the lot or parcel is further divided, ... " 

• A lawfully created lot can be sold separately. 
• Some recognition of non-conforming lots/parcels has been in the zoning ordinance since its 

enactment. 
• A lawfully created lot may or may not be a "developable lot" - varies by zone. 

3. "Lot of Record" 
• The term lot of record came into the code in 1975 when the first large acreage requirement 

was applied to certain farm and forest zoning districts. 

• Lot of record definitions vary by zone- exception zones (MUA, RR, RC) are similar; re­

source zones vary by the "aggregation" requirements of each. 

• A lot ofrecord may be comprised of a single lot or parcel or it may be a grouping (aggrega­

tion) of adjacent lots or parcels based upon the "same ownership" as of a certain date and the 

area of each lawfully created lot. 

4. "Aggregation" in the Farm and Forest Zones 

• Aggregation is the term used for the concept of grouping together adjacent parcels in the 

same ownership. Aggregation not only applies to parcels currently in the same ownership, it 

also is currently applied continuously after a specific date - sale of a lot or parcel that is part 

of an aggregation oflots or parcels making up a Lot of Record is a zoning violation. In other 

words, the aggregated grouping oflot or parcels is only one "Lot of Record" for development 

potential, (e.g. one forest "template dwelling"), even though the "lot of record" may consist of 

several discreet legally created parcels. 

• The purpose of aggregation is to keep land ownerships in larger and more viable production 

acreages and to reduce the potential number of non-farm or non- forest uses from occurring 

on farm and forest lands. Implementation of this concept sometimes requires examination of 

lengthy and complicated ownership deed chains over the years. 

• The aggregation requirement began in Multnomah County with the' adoption of the Rural 

Lands- Conservation (RL-C) zone in 1975. In 1977, the RL-C zone was repealed and the 

Exclusive Farm Use-38 and the Commercial Forest Use-38 zoning districts were enacted con­

taining the same aggregation language. 

• The next time that the aggregation concept was evaluated was in 1980 when the Land Con­

servation and Development Commission (LCDC) reviewed Multnomah County's planning 
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program for compliance with Statewide Planning Program requirements. Multnomah County, 

with very few precedents to follow and no state administrative rules for a guide, addressed 

challenges to the concept of aggregation by stating the following in Ordinance 236: 

G. 4. The aggregation provisions is a part of the 'mix' of zoning require­

ments for agricultural and forest development to satisfy the Goals. If ag­
gregation were deleted, oth~r provisions would need to be strengthened or 

enlarged to meet the same objectives. * * * 
G. 6. Aggregation helps to achieve the objective of retaining rural lands in 
large parcel sizes for farm and forest use where commitments to other uses 

have not been made. * * * 
G. 10. There are about 40 subdivisions with sub-standard lots in rural 
Multnomah County which pre-date the Goals. They were created some 50 

to 80 years ago, are largely undeveloped and have little investment in sup­
port services. Most ownerships consist of multiple lots which are managed 
as one parcel for farm or forest uses. Aggregation requires that these prop­
erties be developed for uses in accord with Goals 3 and 4. 

• The aggregation requirement was in place through the 1980's. Then, in 1990 the language 

was redrafted and February 20, 1990, the amendment adoption date, replaced the 1980 date. 

• The "tract" concept is a different method of grouping parcels and lots in the same ownership 
that is required by State Statute and Administrative Rule and only comes into effect at the 

time of application for development . No change is proposed to this standard. 

DRAFT CODE AMENDMENTS: 

Primary objectives of proposed amendments. 

Following are the objectives of the draft code amendments: 

1. Add fuller explanation to how the phrase "satisfied all applicable laws" can be determined. 

2. Delete provision that a road creates a Lot of Record in the MUA-20, RR, and RC zones. 

3. Update the Lot of Exception and minimum parcel size to reflect the new State Goal14 require­
ments. 

4. Make the Lot of Record subsections as similar as possible for each zone, including changing "Le­

gal Lot" to "Lot of Record" in the EFU zone. 

5. Develop a better tie-in of Lot of Record to permitted land uses. 

6. Modify the verb tenses and description of the aggregation provisions in the forest and farm zones. 

7. For forest zones, add an allowance for "dis-aggregating" adjacent same ownership parcels if there 

is an existing legal house on each parcel. 
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Additional solutions/objectives from the September 10, 2001 Workshop 

Following are the major changes to the draft amendments as discussed at the September 101
h work­

shop with the Planning Commission: 

1. Added definitions for heritage tract dwelling, large acreage dwelling, and template dwelling. 
-,. ~. ~. : 

2. Moved definitions that apply to all zoning districts to the General Provisions definition section 
rather than repeating within each district. The definitions moved are habitable dwelling, Lot of 
Record, and recordable form. 

3. Substituted the EFU same ownership definition language for the existing definition in the CFU 
districts. 

4. In the CFU and EFU aggregation provision, the "comply as nearly as possible" phrase was 
changed to "shall be aggregated to comply" and then an exception was added for when the entire 
ownership is less than 19 acres. In another effort to simplify, one ofthe proposed figures was de­
leted. Also, general agreement was obtained to use one date of ownership, January 20, 1990, as 
the one point in time for County aggregation requirements (outside the State "Tract" standards). 

5. Redrafted the provision which now allows the creation of new parcels where the MUA-20, RR 
and RC zoning district boundary intersects a parcels. In the new Goal 14 Rules there are various 
restrictions on the creation of new parcels in those zones. However, those restrictions do not ap­
ply to those areas designated as "acknowledged unincorporated communities". Therefore, it is 
proposed that the Lot of Record definition include recognition that an ''unincorporated commu­
nity" boundary that intersects a parcel may allow the partitioning of a parcel. That boundary only 
occurs around the- existing Rural Center (RC) zone and only applies to a few properties in the 
Orient and Pleasant Home communities. 

6. Added "an area ofland created by court decree" to the list of areas that shall not be deemed a Lot 
of Record. 

More proposed Code amendments that were discussed at the December 3, 2001 workshop 

1. Addition of lawfully established dwelling definition. 

2. Date of creation and existence definition moved from the CFU districts to the general definition 
section and clarified that the definition only applied to dwelling reviews in the CFU and EFU dis­
tricts. A cross-reference to this standard was also added to the Lot of Record definition. 

3. Deleted "dwelling for the housing of help" (farm help dwellings) as a review use in the MUA-20, 
RR, and RC zones in accordance with Goal 14 rules that apply to "rural residential" zoned lands. 

4. Added provision that deemed the 1962 set of Zoning Maps to accurately depict the Zoning Maps 
adopted by geographic area from 1955 to 1958. 

A listing of proposed changes to all the zoning districts is not part of this staff report. Instead, to 
avoid repetition, in this report are only those zoning districts in Chapter 33 that are representative of 
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the proposed changes in all the Zoning Code Chapters. A complete listing of amendments is found in 

the 123 page Ordinance. 

It is expected that during the drafting ofthe new Chapter 36 West of Sandy River Zoning Code that 

these concepts will also be made a part of the zoning regulations for that area of the County. 

Corresponding code sections that are part of code amendments: 

Code sections in staff report Related Code sections 
that will also be amended 

as part of this Lot ofRecord project 

Chapter 33 General Provisions Chapter 34 General Provisions 
Chapter 35 General Provisions 

Chapter 3 3 Rural Residential Chapter 33 Multiple Use Agriculture -20 
Chapter 3 3 Rural Center 
Chapter 34 Multiple Use Agriculture -20 · 
Chapter 34 Rural Residential 
Chapter 34 Rural Center 
Chapter 35 Multiple Use Agriculture -20 
Chapter 3 5 Rural Residential 
Chapter 3 5 Rural Center 

Chapter 33 Commercial Forest Use -1 Chapter 33 Commercial Forest Use -5 

Chapter 33 Commercial Forest Use -2 Chapter 35 Commercial Forest Use -3 
Chapter 35 Commercial Forest Use -4 · 

Chapter 33 Exclusive Farm Use Chapter 34 Exclusive Farm Use 
Chapter 35 Exclusive Farm Use 
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PROPOSED CODE AMENDMENTS 
TO MUL TNOMAH COUNTY CODE (MCC) CHAPTER 33, WEST HILLS 

NOTE: THE PROPOSED CHAPTER 33 AMENDMENTS IN THIS STAFF REPORT ARE 
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE CHANGES THAT WOULD ALSO BE MADE TO MCC 
CHAPTER 34, SAUVIE ISLAND AND MCC CHAPTER 35, EAST OF SANDY RIVER. 

SEE ORDINANCE FOR COMPLETE LISTING OF AMENDMENTS. 

Language underlined is proposed to be added and language with strikethroughs is proposed to be deleted. 
For reasons ofbrevity, three asterisks* * *are used to show where subsections have been 
skipped because they are not relevant to the topic. The same language to be incorporated into the other 
zoning districts in Code chapters 33, 34 and 35 are in a separate addendum to this staff report. 

(Staff comments within the text are within parenthesis in italics and centered on the page.) 

33.0005 Definitions 

MCC CHAPTER 33, WEST HILLS 
General Provisions 

As used in this Chapter, unless the context requires otherwise, the following words and their derivations 
shall have the meanings provided below. 

* * * 

(Definition for "Date of Creation and Existence" has been 
moved from the definition sections of the CFU-1, CFU-2, 
CFU-5 and EFU districts to be listed only once in the Gen­
eral Provisions definition section. This language is from 
the Oregon Administrative Rules and differs only in the use 
of the term "Lot of Record".) 

(D) (1) Date of Creation and Existence- As used in the EFU and CFU districts and applicable only 
to those districts. when a lot, parcel or tract is reconfigured pursuant to applicable law after 
November 4. 1993. the effect ofwhich is to qualify a Lot of Record or tract for the siting of a 
dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation or existence. Reconfigured 
means any change in the boundary of the lot of record or tract. 

* * * 
("Habitable dwelling" is proposed to be defined in the 
General Provisions section so that the physical characteris­
tics do not have to be repeated in the many places where it 
is listed, usually in regard to replacement dwellings.) 

(H)(l) Habitable dwelling- An existing dwelling that: 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structure; 

(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facilities connected to 
a sanitary waste disposal system; 

(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights: and 
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(d) Has a heating system. 

* * * 
(It is proposed to add a definition for heritage tract dwell­
ing. The specific approval criteria are found in the CFU 
and EFU districts. N!ultnomah County uses this name for 
what is referred to in Statute as a "Lot of Record Dwell­
ing". The term "Heritage Tract Dwelling" is used in order 
to keep the County's historical use and meaning of the 
phrase "Lot of Record".) 

(3) Heritage Tract Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in the EFU and the 
CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that includes a requirement for ownership of the 
lot or parcel prior to January I. 1985. The complete description of approval standards are in 
the use sections of the districts. 

* * * 
(It is proposed to add a definition for large acreage dwell­
ing. The specific approval criteria are in the CFU districts. 
This dwelling type has been in the code since 1993.) 

(L)(l) Large Acreage Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in the CFU zoning dis­
tricts with approval criteria that includes a requirement for single ownership of 160 contigu­
ous forest zoned acres or single ownership of 200 forest zoned acres in Multnomah County or 
adjacent counties that are not contiguous. The complete description of approval standards are 
in the use sections of the districts. 

* * * 
(This phrase is used in the approval criteria for a replace­
ment dwelling and in describing which dwellings may be 
used in a count of existing dwellings for qualifying a prop­
erty for a template dwelling.) 

ill Lawfully established dwelling - A dwelling that was constructed in compliance with the 
laws in effect at the time of establishment. The laws in effect shall include zoning. land divi­
sion and building code requirements. Compliance with Building Code requirements shall mean 
that all permits necessary to qualify the structure as a dwelling unit were obtained and all 
qualifying permitted work completed. 

* * * 
ill~ Lot- A unit ofland created by a subdivision of land. see definition in MCC 33.7705. De­

pending upon the context in which the term appears in this Chapter. a Lot may also mean a A 
~ lot. parcel (result of partitioning). or area of land owned by or under the lawful control 
and in the lawful possession of one distinct ownership. 

* * * 
(It is proposed that one general definition of "Lot of Re­
cord" be used and be applied to all the zoning districts in 
the general definition section. The definition explains the 
important terms common to each zone. Additional provi­
sions specific to each zone, such as aggregation require-
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ments and a history of relevant ordinances, are found 
within the text of each Zoning District.) 

(13) Lot of Record - Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning District, a Lot of Record 

is a parcel, lot, or a group thereof which when created and when reconfigured (a) satisfied all 

· applicable zoning laws and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. Those laws shall in­

clude all required zoning and land division review procedures, decisions, and conditions of 

approval. 

(a) "Satisfied all applicable zoning laws" shall mean: the parcel, lot, or group thereof was cre­

ated and, if applicable. reconfigured in full compliance with all zoning minimum lot size, 

dimensional standards, and access requirements. 

(b) "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall mean the parcel or lot was created: 

1. By a subdivision plat under the applicable subdivision requirements in effect at the 

time; or 

2. By a deed, or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties to the transaction, that 

was recorded with the Recording Section of the public office responsible for public re­

cords prior to October 19. 1978; or 

3. By a deed, or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties to the transaction, that 

was in recordable form prior to October 19, 1978; or 

4. By partitioning land under the applicable land partitioning requirements in effect on or 

after October 19, 1978; and 

5. "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall also mean that any subsequent bound­

ary reconfiguration completed on or after December 28. 1993 was approved under the 

property line adjustment provisions of the land division code. (See Date of Creation 

and Existence for the effect of property line adjustments on qualifYing a Lot ofRecord 

for the siting of a dwelling in the EFU and CFU districts.) 

(c) Separate Lots of Record shall be recognized and may be partitioned congruent with an 

"acknowledged unincorporated community" boundary which intersects a Lot of Record. 

* * * 

1. Partitioning of the Lot ofRecord along the boundary shall require review and approval 

under the provisions of the land division part ofthis Chapter, but not be subject to the 

minimum area and access requirements of this district. 

2. An "acknowledged unincorporated community boundary" is one that has been estab­

lished pursuant to OAR Chapter 660, Division 22. 

(M) ( 4) Mortgage Lot - A lot having less than the minimum area required under this Chapter, ereated 

out of a tract 'tvbieh itself eonfonns to lot area requirements, to enable the eontract purehaser 

of the tract to finance eonstruetion of a single family residenee thereon. An area of land cre­

ated solely for the purposes of financing a dwelling. A Mortgage Lot is not a Lot of Record 

and shall not be conveyed separate from the Lot of Record out of which it was described. The 
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tax roll accounts ofthe Mortgage Lot and the parent Lot ofRecord shall be consolidated into 

one account when title to both is secured. A Mortgage Lot may be created only in the EFU 

and CFU districts. 
* * * 

(R) (3) Recordable form - A form sufficient to create the parcel on the date the document was 

signed if the deed or land sales contract had been recorded with the office responsible for pub­

lic records. Characteristics of recordable form include a complete description of the property, 

the consideration given. and verification of the transaction by a witness such as a Notary Pub­

lic. 
* * * 

(It is proposed to add a definition for a template dwelling. 

There are specific approval criteria in the CFU districts. A 
dwelling type with the same approval criteria has been in 

the code since 1993.) 
(T) (1) Template Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in the CFU zoning districts 

with approval criteria that includes a requirement that a certain number of parcels and dwell­

ings exist within a 160-acre square (map template) centered on the subject tract. The complete 

description of requirements are in the use sections ofthe district. 

* * * 

(P) (1) Parcel - A unit of land created by a partitioning of land, see definition in MCC 33.7705. 

Depending upon the context in which the term appears in this Chapter, Parcel and Lot may at 

times be used interchangeably. 

(1) Permit Seetion The division ofthe Department ofEnvironmental8erviees authorized to is 

sue building and other land de'velopment permits or its designee. 

* * * 

33.0015 Zoning Map 
* * * 

(B) A paper version of the Zoning Map and each amendment thereto shall be and remain on file in the 

office of the Director of the Division of Land Use Planning Department of Environmental 8er 

:viees. 

(The first zoning maps were organized by geographic area and 

then adopted on successive dates from 1955 through 1958: 
Northeast County- Apri/19, 1955 
Southeast County- July 3, 1956 
Southwest County -November 27, 1956 
East County- July 11, 1957 
North County- May 8, 1958 
Northwest County- July 10, 1958 
Columbia Gorge -July 10, 1958 
Far Eastern- County- July 18, 1958 
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Orient Area -July 18, ·1958 
Springdale-Corbett Area- December 11, 1958 
Later, in 1962 tlte maps were readopted into one complete set 
of maps that used one map numbering system with a better in-
dex. .... 

By specifying the 1962 set of maps for locating the initial enact­
ment of zoning in unincorporated Multnomah County, this 
amendment will provide certainty to staff and the public in re­
searching zoning history on a property. Unfortunately, one of the 
reasons for this provision is the loss over time of some of the pre-
1962 original maps. There is documentation for verifying that 
the 1962 zoning maps are an accurate reflection of the earlier 
zoning maps. However, this addition to the Code would answer 
one important issue in zoning history research.) 

(1) The set of paper Zoning Maps with the cover page dated the 151
h of November. 1962 and 

signed by the Board of County Commissioners shall be deemed to be the accurate depiction 

of the Zoning Maps adopted for successive geographic areas from April 19. 1955 through 

December 11. 1958. 

Rural Residential (RR) 

* * * 
33.3115 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be hereafter erected, altered 

or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in MCC 33.3120 through 33.lliG3130 when found 

to comply with MCC 33.3155 through 33.3185. 

* * * 

33.3120 Allowed Uses 

* * * 
(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on alLot of Record; and, 

33.3125 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, including a mobile or 

modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code·or as prescribed in ORS 

446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(Dwellings for the "housing of help required to carry out a 
primary use " [farm help dwellings] are no longer allowed 
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in "Rural Residential Areas". Those areas in Multnomah 
County are the Rural Residential [RR}, and Multiple Use 
Agriculture [MUA-20} zones. This prohibition became ef-
fectiy_e on October 4, 2000 in Oregon Administrative Rule 
[OAR] 660-004-0040(7)(/) with the requirement that a lo-
cal government shall not allow more than one permanent 
house on a parcel. 

While that prohibition does not apply to the Rural Center 
(RC) district, as those areas are "unincorporated commu­
nities" in the Rule, it is also proposed to make the same 
code amendment to the RC zone due to the small parcel 
sizes characteristic in these areas of a one-acre minimum 
lot size. 

A better tie-in to the temporary uses already listed in MCC 
35.0510 and 35.0515 can be made by giving the cross ref­
erence to these uses in this available subsection.) 

(B) Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 35.0510 and 35.0515. 
Residential use consisting of a single family dv;elling for the housing of help required to carry out 
a primary use listed in MCC 33.3120 (A) or (B), vken the dwelling occupies the same lot as a 
residenee permitted by MCC 33.3120 (C) or MCC 33.3125 (A), subject to the following condi 
ti&fls.: 
(1) In the eYent the d\\relling is constructed off site, construction shall comply vfi.th MCC 33.3125 

(i\) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to appro·ral of the Planning Director on a finding 

that7 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 33.3120 (A) or (B); 
(b) The standards ofMCC 33.3155 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(e) The minimum distance betv.reen dwellings vAll be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer pursuant to MCC 
33.0785 and 33.0790. 

* * * 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions ofMCC 33.3160-fEj. 
* * * 

33.3130 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to satisfy the applicable Ordi- · 
nance standards: 
* * * 

(B) The following Conditional Uses under the provisions ofMCC 33.6300 through 33.6660: 
* * * 

(OAR Chapter 660, Division 004 places several lengthy re­
quirements on proposed planned developments. Instead of 
repeating them in the Code, it is proposed to make refer­
ence to them as additional approval criteria. The same /an-
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language will be added to the MUA-20 zone.) 
(8) Planned Developments for single family residences as provided in MCC 33.4300 through 

33.497()360 and the applicable current "planned unit developments" standards within the 
Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

* * * 

(E) Lots ofException pursuant to the provisions ofMCC 33.3160 (:A:) through (C) or 33.3160 (D). 

33.3155 Dimensional Requirements 

(OAR Chapter 660, Division 004 places a 20 acre mini­
mum lot size requirement within one mile of the Urban 
Growth Boundary (UGB). That area is mapped as a GIS 
layer at our public counter and advice to the public and 
adherence to the Rule is a matter of practice. Instead of 
trying to create a new zoning overlay district to administer 
the minimum lot size it is proposed to make reference to the 
standard in the minimum lot size paragraph of the RR code 
section. 
There is no need to add the same language to the MUA-20 
zone as the minimum lot size in that zone is 20 acres.) 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.3160, 33.3170, 33.3175 and 33.4300 through 33.431G60, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be five acres. For properties within one mile of the 
Urban Growth Boundary. the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in the Oregon Ad­
ministrative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004 (20 acre minimum as of October 4. 2000). 

* * * 

33.3160 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(Creation of a lot smaller than the existing minimum lot 
size of 5 acres in the RR zone or 20 acres in the MUA-20 
zone are allowed only where there more than one house ex­
isting on a parcel [OAR 660, Div 004]. These amendments 
bring the Code up to date as required. 
The OAR does not apply to the Rural Center (RC) district. 
However, staff sees the objective of the OAR to also be 
valid for that district.) 

(A) Lots of Exception 
An exception to permit creation of a let parcel of less than five acres, after Oetober 6, 1977 out of 
a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in compliance with the dimensional requirements of 
MCC 33.3155 (C) through (E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the 
proposal vlill: 

(Attributes of "habitable dwelling" are found in the Gen­
eral Provisions definition section.) 

( 1) Substantially maintain or support the eharacter and stability of the o·;erall land use pattern of 
the area The Lot of Record to be divided has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 
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(2) Be situated upon laRd generally oosuitable for the production of farm crops and livestock or 
for forest use, considering the terrair.., adv-erse soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, 
vegetation, and the location or size ofthe tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot ofRecord before October 4, 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent laRds Each new parcel 
created by the partition will have at least one of the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent ·.vith the purposes described in MCC 33.3100 The partition will not create any 
vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could be established. ~ 

~Satisfy the applieable standards ofvrater supply, sev.cage disposal aBd minimum access; and 
(6) Not require public services beyond those eJcisting or programmed for the area. 

(B) Except as provided in MCC 33.3160 (D), no Lot ofException shall be approv-ed Uflless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements ofMCC 33.3155 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the· minimum area required in 

MCC 33.3155 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of Exception to insure 

that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and the purposes described in MCC 
33.3170. 

(D) The approwl authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding that the permitted num 
ber of dwellings \Vill not thereby be inereased above that otherwise allowed in this district. 

(BE) Property Line Adjustment 
Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Division Ordinance, the ap­
proval authority may grant a property line adjustment between two contiguous Lots of Record 
lots or parcels upon finding that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the cri­
teria is to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential number of lots or 
parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over that which could occur on the entirety of the 
combined lot areas before the adjustment. 

* * * 

33.3170 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel: 
fi-t For which a deed or other instrwnent dividing land vlas recorded with the Department of Ad 

ministrati-Y-e Services, or was in recordable form prior to October 6, 1977; and 
f2j Which, when established, satisfied all applicable lav;s. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.005, for the purposes of this 
district the significant dates and ordinances for verifying zoning compliance may include, but are 
not limited to, the following: 

(1) July 10, 1958, SR zone applied; 

(2) July 10, 1958, F-2 zone applied; 

(3) December 9, 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased, Ord. 115 & 116; 
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(4) October 6. 1977. RR zone applied. Ord. 148 & 149; 

(5) October 13, 1983. zone change from MUF-19 to RR for some properties, Ord. 395; 

(6) October 4. 2000. Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 004, 20 acre minimum 
lot size for properties within one mile of Urban Growth Boundary; 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.), Lot ofRecord section amended, Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the area minimum lot size for new parcels or lots, eF less 
than the front lot line minimums required, or which does not meet the access requirement ofMCC 
33.3185. may be occupied by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(New Goal 14 Administrative Rules will not allow the crea­
tion of lots smaller than the existing minimum lot size in 
this zone. Therefore, the below provision allowing a street 
or zoning district boundary to create Lot of Record is pro­
posed to be deleted. 

The one situation where an exception to the zone boundary 
creating a Lot of Record, subject to land division approval, 
is when the an "acknowledged unincorporated community" 
boundary intersects a property. That proposed language is 
found within the Lot of Record definition in the General 
Provisions part of the Zoning Code Chapter. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shaY be deemed created when a street or zoning distriet boundary inter 
sects a parcel of land. 

(CQ) Except as otherwise provided by MCC 33.3160, 33.3175, and 33.4300 through 33.43-7{)60, 
no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other than for a public purpose shall leave a struc­
ture on the remainder of the lot with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot 
with less than the area or width requirements of this district. 

(D) The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxation purposes; 

(2) An area ofland created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area ofland created by court decree. 

33.3175 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a conditional use permitted pursuant to MCC 33.3130~ except subpart (B)(8) 
thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs ofthe proposed use; 
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(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to the impacts on nearby properties; 8fld 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district; and 

(D) A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 

Commercial Forest Use-1 (CFU-1) 
* * * 

33.2000 Purposes 
The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect designated lands for 
continued commercial growing and .harvesting of timber and the production of wood fiber and other for­
est uses; to conserve and protect watersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect 
scenic values; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and other uses 
which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial 
Forest Land; the Commercial Forest Use policies of the West Hills Rural Area Plan, and to minimize po­
tential hazards or damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

One of the implementation tools to carry out the purposes of this District is a Lot ofRecord requirement 
to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous parcels and lots that were in the same ownership 
on February 20, 1990. This requirement is in addition to all ''tract" grouping requirements of State Stat­
ute and Rule. 

* * * 

33.2010 Definitions 
As used in MCC 33.2000 through 33.2110, unless otherwise noted, the following words and their deriva­
tions shall have the following meanings: 

* * * 
("Contiguous" definition moved from the Lot of Record 
section at the end of the district to this section part of the 
district where most of the definitions are found.) 

(D) Contiguous - Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundary, excepting a single 
point. and shall include, but not be limited to, parcels or lots separated only by an alley, street or 
other right-of-way. 

* * * 
("Date of Creation and Existence " definition moved to the 
General Provisions section at the beginning of the Chap­
ter.) 

fF1 Dete ef Creatien and Existence 'When a lot, pareel or traet is reeonfigured pl:H'suant to appliea 
ble law after November 4, 1993, the effect ofv.hieh is to qualifY a lot of record pl:H'suant to MCC 
33.2075 or traet for the siting of a dv.relling, the date ofthe reeonfigl:H'ation is the date ofereation 
or existenee. Reeonfigl:H'ed means any change in the bol:Hldary of the lot of record or traet. 

* * * 

("Same Ownership" definition moved from the Lot of Re­
cord section at the end of the district.) 
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(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessory interests held by the same person or persons, 

spouse, minor age child, same partnership, corporation, trust or other entity, separately, in ten­

ancy in common or by other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 

entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel, whether directly or through owner­

ship or control or an entity having such ownership or control. 

illtH1 Tract- One or more contiguous Lots of Record, pursuant to MCC 33.2075, in the same own­

ership. A tract shall not be considered to consist of less than the required acreage because it is 

crossed by a public road or waterway. Lots that are contiguous with a common boundary of only 

a single point are not a tract. 

33.2015 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be hereafter erected, altered 

or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in MCC 33.2020 through 33.~2035 when found 

to comply with MCC 33.2045 through 33.2110. 

33.2020 Allowed Uses 

* * * 
(Attributes of "habitable dwelling" are found in the Gen­
eral Provisions definition section.) 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 

dwelling subject to the following: 

( 1) The existing dwelling 
(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facilities eonneeted to 

a sanitary vt'aste disposal system; 
(e) Has interior ·.¥iring fur interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

(1 ~) Satisfies t The dimensional standards ofMCC 33.2060 are satisfied; and 

(2 ~) Satisfies t The development standards ofMCC 33.2105 (A) (5) and (B) are satisfied if an 

the expansion that exceeds 400 square feet of ground coverage. 

(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable dwelling on the same lot, 

subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling7 

(a) Has intact exterior vt'alls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facilities connected to 

a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(e) Has interior v.iring fur interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; 
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teH is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential use within three 
months of the completion of the replacement dwelling; and 

(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfY the_ dimensional standards ofMCC 33.2060 and the de­
velopment standards ofMCC 33.2105. 

* * * 

33.2025 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable dwelling on the same lot 
more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, subject to the following: 

(I) The existing dwelling-; 

(a) Has intact exterior 'A'alls and roof struetl:I:Fes; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facilities connected to 

a sanitary vraste disposal system; 
(e) Has interior wiring fur interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 

teH is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential use within three 
months of the completion of the replacement dwelling; 

(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfY the dimensional standards of MCC 
33.2060 and the development standards ofMCC 33.2I05. 

(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habitable dwelling on the same 
lot when the restoration or replacement is made necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disas­
ter, subject to the following: 

(I) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from the occurrence ofthe 
fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior dwelling location shall sat­
isfY the dimensional standards of MCC 33.2060 and the development standards of MCC· 
33.2I05. 

(3) The existing dwelling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natl:I:Fal disaster: 
(a) Had intact exterior v.'alls and roof struetl:I:Fes; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facilities eormected to 

a sanitary v.'aste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior 'tvifing for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 

* * * 

33.2060 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.2065, 33.2070, 33.2075, and 33.2080, the minimum lot size for 
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new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

* * * 

33.2075 Lot of Record 

(Multnomah County's "aggregation" standards are in ad­
dition to the State mandated "tract" requirements. As a 
way of introduction to these two concepts, "tract" only 
comes into effect at the time of application for approval of 
a dwelling in a farm or forest zone. A condition of approval 
is the filing of deed restrictions enforcing the one dwelling 
only on all adjacent same owned property at the time of 
application. Therefore, if the "tract" concept was in place 
without the County's "aggregation" standards, then an ap­
plicant would have the opportunity to sell adjacent legal 
lots prior to making application for the dwelling. 

However, with an "aggregation" provision in place, a 
property owner may only sell, either prior to a develop­
ment application or at any time, those adjacent same own­
ership that meet the "Lot of Record" standards. Selling 
lots/parcels in groupings that do not meet the aggregation 
requirements would result in ownerships that are not "Lots 
of Record and, as a consequence would lose their develop­
ment potential. 

The "aggregation" of adjacent same ownerships has been 
in the Lot of Record sections of Multnomah County's farm 
zones since 1975 and since 1980 in the forest zones -long 
before the State "tract" concept appeared in 1993/1994. 
This proposal retains today 's concept of aggregating adja­
cent same ownerships into groupings of 19 acres using ex­
isting lot and parcel lines. 

The significant difference in this proposal is establishing 
one date certain, February 20, 1990, as the only point in 
time that the "aggregation " requirements will be applied to 
determining what is a "Lot of Record" grouping of 
lots/parcels. The Code now requires "aggregation" any­
time that a property owner acquires adjacent property; and 
as a consequence, sometimes unbeknownst to them, they 
have acquired a parcel that then has lost its separate "Lot 
of Record" status and development potential. 

Using one date, February 20, 1990, will allow the compila­
tion of records and maps establishing adjacent same own­
erships from Deed Records on that one date. Thereafter, 
those compiled records will provide information on the Lot 
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of Record status for both the property owner and staff) 
(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005, F for the purposes ofthis 

district; a Lot of Record is either: 

( 1) A parcel efland: 
(a) For ·.vhieh a deed or other instrument creating the parcel 'Na:S recorded with the Depart 

ment of General Services, or vt'-as in recordable form prior to August 14, 1980; 
(b) Whleh satisfied al:l applicable laws ·.vhen the parcel vias created; and 
(e) Whleh satisfies the minimtm:llot size requirements ofMCC 33.2060, or 

(2) A pareel efland: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was recorded with the Depart 

ment ofGeneralServiees, or Vlas in recordable form prior to February 20, 1990; 
(b) Whleh satisfied al:l applicable la\vs ·.vhen the parcel was created; 
(e) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements ofMCC 33.2060; and 
(d) Whleh is not contiguous to another substandard parcel or parcels under the same owner 

ship, or 
(3) A group of contiguous pareels efland: 

(a) For which deeds or other instruments creating the parcels v.rere recorded with the Depart 
ment ofGeneralServiees, or v.rere in recordable form prior to Februaey 20, 1990; 

(b) Whleh satisfied all applicable laws \Vhen the parcels were created; 
(c) 'Nhieh individual:ly do not meet the minimum lot sU:e requirements of MCC 33.2060, but, 

when considered in combination, comply as nearly as possible \\ith a minimum lot sU:e of 
nineteen acres, ·.vithout creating any new lot line; and 

(d) Which are held under the same m.vnership. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot under the same ownership 
on February 20, 1990, or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990; and 

(b) Which, individually or when considered in combination, shall be aggregated to comply 
with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the contiguous group of parcels 
or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres in area using existing legally created lot lines 
and shall not result in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of contigu­
ous combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in area. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement when the en­
tire same ownership grouping of parcels or lots was less than 19 acres in area on Feb­
ruary 20, 1990, and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot ofRecord. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are shown below with the 
solid thick line outlining individual Lots of Record: 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record~ 

15 acre 
lot 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot ofRecord 

(3) Exceptions to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where two contiguous parcels or lots are each developed with a lawfully established hab­
itable dwelling. the parcels or lots shall be Lots of Record that remain separately transfer­
able. even if they were held in the same ownership on February 20, 1990. 

(b) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 acres under the "Lot 
Size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been given by the Hearing Authority and the 
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parcel was subsequently lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in 
the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Contiguous refers to parcels of land which have any common boundary, excepting a single 

point, and shall include, but not be limited to, parcels separated only by an alley, street or 
other right of way. 

(2) Substandard Parcel refers to a parcel \Yhich does not satisfy the minimum lot size require 
ments ofMCC 33.2060 and 

(3) Same Ownership refers to parcels in which greater than possessory interests are held by the 
same person or persons, spouse, minor age child, single partnership or business entity, sepa 
rately or in tenancy in common. 

(B) In this district, significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying zoning compliance may in­
clude. but are not limited to. the following: 

(I) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied; 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased, Ord. 115 & 116; 

(3) October 6. 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied, Ord. 148 & 149; 

( 4) August 14. 1980, MUF-19 & 38 and CFU-80 zones applied. Ord. 236 & 238; 

(5) February 20, 1990. Lot ofRecord definition amended. Ord. 643; 

(6) January 7. 1993. MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80, Ord. 743 & 745; 

(7) August 8. 1998. CFU-1 zone applied. Ord. 916; 

(8) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. less than the front lot 
line minimums required, or which does not meet the access requirements of MCC 33.2090, may 
be occupied by any allowed use. permitted review use or appro•~ed conditional use when in com­
pliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(!he provision for allowing a "Mortgage Lot" is proposed 
to be moved to the General Provisions definitions.) 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate parcel, containing an area less than that required 
by MCC 33.2060 (.A), created solely for the purposes of financing a &.veiling. Such a parcel shall 
be considered a Mortgage Lot, subject to the following: 
(1) A Mortgage Lot may be created without review providing the remainder of the Lot of Record 

is not developed with a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a dwelling. 
(3) A Mortgage Lot shall not be con·~eyed as a lot separate from the tract out of which it was ere 

ate&.-

21 of28 



April 16, 2002 Proposed Lot of Record Code Amendments 

(4) The taK roll aeeounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be eonsolidated into one ae 

eount vr.hen title to both pareels is seeUi'ed. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxation purposes; 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area ofland created by court decree. 
* * * 

Commercial Forest Use-2 (CFU-2) 

(All the preceding CFU-1 amendments also apply to the 
CFU-2 zone. Below are additional amendments that apply 
to the CFU-2 zone but not the CFU-1 zone.) 

33.2240 Template and Heritage Tract Dwellings 
* * * 

(B) A heritage tract dwelling may be sited, subject to the following: 

(1) On a tract: 
* * * 

(!'he following underlined phrase regarding access is a 
mandated Oregon Administrative Rule standard that 
should be added to bring the heritage trai:t dwelling ap­
proval criteria into compliance with the OAR language. 

Heritage tract dwelling is the Multnomah County's name 
given to the state statute named "lot of record dwelling".) 

{c) That is located within 1,500 feet of a public road as defined under ORS 368.001 that pro­
vides or will provide access to the subject tract. 

* * * 

(f) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements ofthe Lot ofRecord section. 
+ that was acquired by the present owner: 

1. Prior to January 1, 1985; or 

2. By devise or by intestate succession by an antecedent of the person who acquired the 
lot or parcel prior to January 1, 1985. 

3. For purposes ofthis subsection, "antecedent" includes the wife, husband, son, daugh-
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ter, mother, father, brother, brother-in-law, sister, sister-in-law, son-in-law, daughter­
in-law, mother-in-law, father-in-law, aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, stepchild, 
grandparent or grandchild of the owner or a business entity owned by any one or com­
bination of these family members. 

* * * 

33.2600 Purpose 

(One objective of these proposed amendments is to make 
the Lot of Record sections of the EFU and CFU districts as 
alike as possible, while remaining in compliance with all 
State requirements. Therefore, the preceding CFU-1/CFU-
2 amendments and staff comments are also applicable to 
the following proposed EFU language changes.) 

Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) 

The purposes ofthe Exclusive Farm Use District are to preserve and maintain agricultural lands for farm 
use consistent with existing and future needs for agricultural products, forests and open spaces; to con­
serve and protect scenic and wildlife resources, to maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and 
land resources of the County and to establish criteria and standards for farm uses and related and com­
patible uses which are deemed appropriate. Land within this district shall be used exclusively for farm 
uses as provided in the Oregon Revised Statutes Chapter 215 and the Oregon Administrative Rules Chap­
ter 660, Division 33 as interpreted by this Exclusive Farm Use code section. 

One of the implementation tools to carry out the purposes of this District is a Lot of Record requirement 
to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous parcels and lots that were in the same ownership 
on February 20, 1990. This requirement is in addition to all ''tract" grouping requirements of State Stat­
ute and Ru1e. 

* * * 

33.2610 Definitions 
As used in MCC 33.2600 through MCC 33.2690, unless otherwise noted, the following words and their 
derivations shall have the following meanings: 

* * * 

(C) Contiguous refers to parcels or lots of land which have any common boundary, excepting a single 
point, and shall include, but not be limited to, parcels or lots separated only by an alley, street or 
other right-of-way. 

* * * 

(H) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessory interests held by the same person or persons, 
spouse. minor age child.· same partnership, corporation. trust or other entity, separately. in ten­
ancy in common or by other form oftitle. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether directly or through owner­
ship or control or an entity having such ownership or control. 

* * * 
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illfB Tract means one or more contiguous lots in the same ownership. 

33.2615 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be hereafter erected, altered 
or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in MCC ~ 33.2620 through~ 33.2630 when 
found to comply with MCC 33.2660 through 33.2690. 

* * * 

33.2620 Allowed Uses 

* * * 

(L) Alteration,·restoration or replacement of a lawfully established habitable dwelling!. that has: 

(1) Intact eJrterior \Valls and reefstruetme; 
(2) Indoor plutribing eonsisting of a kitehen siflk, teilet and bathing faeilities eonneeted to a sani 

tary \vaste disposal system; 
(3) Interior wiring fur interior lights; and 
(4) A heating system. 

In the case of a replacement dwelling, the existing dwelling is must be removed, demolished or 
converted to an allowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the re­
placement dwelling. 

* * * 

'33.2625 Review Uses 

* * * 

(F) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of Record section, a A 
single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed on land not identified as high-value farmland 
when: 

* * * 

33.2630 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when approved by the Hearings Officer pursuant to the provisions 
ofMCC 33.6300 to 33.634G35: 

* * * 

(0) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of Record section, a A 
single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed on land identified as high-value farmland 
when: 

* * * 
(P) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of Record section, a A 

single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed on land identified as high-value farmland 
when: 

* * * 

33.2670 Lot Line Adjustment 
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(A) An adjustment of the common lot line between contiguous legal lots Lots of Record may be au­
thorized based on a finding that: 

(1) All dwellings that were situated on the same lot prior to the adjustments must remain to­
gether on the reconfigured lot; and 

(2) The dimensional requirements ofMCC 33.2660 (A) and (C) are met; or 

(3) The reconfigured lot areas will each retain the same lot area that existed prior to the ex­
change. 

The decision of the Plann.ing Director may be appealed to the approYal authority pursuant to 
MCC 33.0785 and 33.0790. 

33.2675 Lot, Poreel and Tmet Requirement Lot of Record 

(A) The Lot, Parcel and Tract requirement shaH be applied to all uses in this district except fur Single 
Family Heritage Tract Dwellings: MCC 33.2625 (F), MCC 33.2630 (0) or MCC 33.2630 (P). In 
addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005, F for the purposes of this dis­
trict a Lot of Record is either: , a lot, parcel or tract is defined as 

(1) A lot or parcel efland: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel \Vas recorded with the Depart 

ment of Environmental Serviees or its predecessors: and 
(b) Which satisfied all applicable laws, ineluding but not limited to land diYisions and zoning 

ordinanee, 'Nhen the parcel v;as created; and 
(e) Whieh satisfies the minimum lot size requirements ofMCC 33.2660, or 

(2) A lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel v;as recorded with the Depart 

ment of General Services, or vras in recordable furm prior to February 20, 1990; 
(b) Which satisfied all applicable laws, ineluding but not limited to land divisions and zoning 

ordinanee, when the parcel V+'as created; and 
(e) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements ofMCC 33.2660; and 
(d) Which was not contiguous to another substandard pareel or parcels under the same own 

ership on or after February 20, 1990, or 
(3) A Tract efland: 

(a) For which deeds or other instrwnents creating the parcels were recorded with the De 
partment of General Serviees, or Vtrere in recordable furm prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) Which satisfied all applicable laws, ineluding but not limited to land &visions and zoning 
ordinance, when the parcel vlas created; and 

(e) Whieh were held under the same ownership on or after February 20, 1990; and 
(d) Which individually do not meet the minimum lot or parcel size requirements of MCC 

33.2660, but, ·.vhen considered in combination: 
1. One legal lot or parcel shaH comply nearly as possible with a minimum area ofaine 

teen acres, vlithout creating any new lot lines; or 
2. More than one legal lot or parcel, each property must comply 'Nith the minimum 

area of nineteen acres, ·.vithout creating any new property line. 
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(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot under the same ownership 
on February 20. 1990, or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20, 1990; and 

(b) Which, individually or when considered in combination, shall be aggregated to comply 
with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the contiguous group of parcels 
or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres in area using existing legally created lot lines 
and shall not result in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of contigu­
ous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in area. 

2. An exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement shall occur when the entire 
same ownership grouping of parcels or lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 
20. 1990, and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot ofRecord. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are shown below with the 
solid thick line outlining individual Lots ofRecord: 

40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

.. 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot ofRecord 

40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 
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10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot ofRecord 

(3) Exception to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 acres under the "Lot 
size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been given by the Hearing Authority and the 
parcel was subsequently lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot ofRecord that re­
mains separately transferable, even if the parcel was contiguous to another parcel held in 
the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes ofthis subseetion: 
( 1) Substandard Let er Parcel refers to a pareel whieh does oot satisfY the minimum lot sile re 

quirements ofMCC 33.2660; and 
(2) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessory interests held by the same person or per 

sofl5, spouse, minor age ehild, same partnership, eorporation, trust or other entity, sepa 
rately, in teHaOOy in eommon or by other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist 
when a person or entity owns or eontrols ten pereent or more of a lot or pareel, 'tvhether di 
reetly or through ovmership or eontrol or an entity having sueh ovmership or eontrol. 

(B) In this district, significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying zoning compliance may in­
clude. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied; 

(2) December 9, 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased, Ord. 115 & 116; 

(3) October 6. 1977. MUA-20 and EFU-38 zones applied, Ord. 148 & 149; 

(4) August 14. 1980. zone change from MUA-20 to EFU-38 for some properties, Ord. 236 & 
238; 

(5) February 20, 1990, lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643; 

(6) April 5, 1997, EFU zone repealed and replaced with language in compliance with 1993 Ore-
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gon Revised Statutes and 1994 Statewide Planning Goal 3 Oregon Administrative Rules for -·.- ·· 
farmland, Ord. 876; 

(7) (Adoption date), Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(C). A lot, parcel or tract \vhich satisfies the applicable reqtJoiremeftts of MCC .33.2675 and front lot 
IIDe nllniinum5 required may be occupied by any permitted or approved use vt'hen in compliance 
with the other requirements of this district. A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot 
size for new parcels, less than the front lot line minimums required, or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 33.2690 may be occupied by any allowed use, review use or condi­
tional use when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(Presently there is no provision for allowing a "Mortgage 
Lot" in the EFU district. It is proposed that allowing this 
financing method be allowed subject to the definition added 
to the General Provisions.) 

(D) The following shall not be deemed a Lot ofRecord: 

(1) An area ofland described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxation purposes; 

(2) An area ofland created by the foreclosure of a security interest; 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area ofland created by court decree. 

* * * 
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DECISION OF THE 
l\'IULTNOMAH COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

In the matter of recommending adoption of an ) 
Ordinance amending MCC Chapters 33, 34, and 35, ) 
the Zoning Ordinance, to clarify the "Lot of Record" ) 
Code definition and update several Code parts as ) 
mandated by recent Oregon Administrative Rule ) 
changes in regard to the application of State Goal 14 ) 
requirements to "Rural Residential Areas." ) 

RESOLUTION 
PC-01-002 

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission is authorized by Multnomah County Code subsections 
33.0140, 34.0140, 35.0140 and by ORS 215.110, to recommend to the Board of 
County Commissioners the adoption of Ordinances to implement the Multnomah 
County Comprehensive Plan; and 

WHEREAS, Periodically, there is a need to amend code language to clarify wording, add use­
ful information, and update provisions to conform with State of Oregon Admin­
istrative Rule requirements.; and 

WHEREAS, The amendments in the proposed ordinance have been found by the Planning 
Commission to be needed changes and additions to the "Lot of Record" sections 
of the Zoning Codes that will add clarifying language and graphics, provide for 
consistency between the zoning districts, and establish the single date of Febru­
ary 20, 1990 as the date for "aggregation" requirements in the farm and forest 
zoning districts; and 

WHEREAS, Other proposed amendments will bring the Zoning Code Chapters into compli­
. ance with the Oregon Administrative Rules regarding how Statewide Planning 
Goal 14 (Urbanization) applies to "Rural Residential Areas" (OAR 660-004-
0040); and 

'WHEREAS, The Planning Commission considered these amendments at three workshops 
open to the public and at a public hearing on February 25, 2002 where all inter­
ested persons were given an opportunity to appear and be heard, 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the proposed Ordinance amending the "Lot of 
Record" and Statewide Planning Goal 14 Rule related parts of the Zoning Code is hereby recom­
mended for adoption by the Board of County Commissioners. 

Approved this 25th day of February, 2002 

ing Commission 



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

ORDINANCE NO. __ 

Adopting amendments to Multnomah County Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35 per­
taining to "Lots of Record" and changes to other land use standards as required 
by recently adopted Oregon Administrative Rules for "Rural Residential Areas." 

(Struckthrough language is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Periodically, there is a need to amend code language to clarify 
wording, add useful information, and update provisions to conform with State of 
Oregon Administrative Rule requirements. 

b. The amendments in this ordinance have been found by the Plan-
ning Commission to be needed changes and additions to the "Lot of Record" sec­
tions of the different Rural Area Zoning Codes. A "Lot of Record" is the term for a 
parcel, lot, or grouping of parcels or lots, that met all zoning and land division re­
quirements at the time they were created, with some additional grouping re­
quirements for farm and forest zoned areas. 

c. The "Lot of Record" amendments will: (1) add clarifying language 
and graphics, (2) provide for consistency, as appropriate, between the zoning 
districts, (3) and establish the single date of February 20, 1990 as the date for 
"aggregation" requirements in the farm and forest zoning districts, thereby provid­
ing more consistency and certainty for property owners over the present standard 
that requires tracking adjacent property ownerships not only on February 20, 
1990 but all dates thereafter. 

d. Other amendments will bring the Zoning Code Chapters into com-
pliance with the Oregon Administrative Rules which specify how Statewide Plan­
ning Goal 14 (Urbanization) applies to "Rural Residential Areas" (OAR 660-004-
0040). Included in this ordinance are changes to parts of the Multiple Use Agri­
culture-20, Rural Residential, and Rural Center zoning districts in regard to land 
division standards and dwellings for the housing of help to do farming and for­
estry. 

e. The adoption in January 1, 2002 of separate Zoning Code Chapters 
that correspond to the different Rural Plan Areas requires that these amend­
ments be repeated for each of the Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35, differing only 
as needed to retain conformance with specific provisions in each of the respec­
tive Rural Plan Policies. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

ORDINANCE NO. 982 

Adopting Amendments to Multnomah County Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35 Per­
taining to "Lots of Record" and Changes to Other Land Use Standards as Re­
quired by Recently Adopted Oregon Administrative Rules for "Rural Residential 
Areas" 

(Struckthrough language is deleted; double underlined language is new.) 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Periodically, there is a need to amend code language to clarify 
wording, add useful information, and update provisions to conform with State of 
Oregon Administrative Rule requirements. 

b. The amendments in this ordinance have been found by the Plan-
ning Commission to be needed changes and additions to the "Lot of Record" sec­
tions of the different Rural Area Zoning Codes. A "Lot of Record" is the term for a 
parcel, lot, or grouping of parcels or lots, that met all zoning and land division re­
quirements at the time they were created, with some additional grouping re­
quirements for farm and forest zoned areas. 

c. The "Lot of Record" amendments will: (1) add clarifying language 
and graphics, (2) provide for consistency, as appropriate, between the zoning 
districts, (3) and establish the single date of February 20, 1990 as the date for 
"aggregation" requirements in the farm and forest zoning districts, thereby provid­
ing more consistency and certainty for property owners over the present standard 
that requires tracking adjacent property ownerships not only on February 20, 
1990 but all dates thereafter. 

d. Other amendments will bring the Zoning Code Chapters into com-
pliance with the Oregon Administrative Rules which specify how Statewide Plan­
ning Goal 14 (Urbanization) applies to "Rural Residential Areas" (OAR 660-004-
0040). Included in this ordinance are changes to parts of the Multiple Use Agri­
culture-20, Rural Residential, and Rural Center zoning districts in regard to land 
division standards and dwellings for the housing of help to do farming and for­
estry. 

e. The adoption in January 1, 2002 of separate Zoning Code Chapters 
that correspond to the different Rural Plan Areas requires that these amend­
ments be repeated for each of the Code Chapters 33, 34, and 35, differing only 
as needed to retain conformance with specific provisions in each of the respec­
tive Rural Plan Policies. 
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The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Ordains as Follows: 

Section 1. The following subsections of Multnomah County Code Vol­
ume II: Land Use, Chapter 33 West Hills Rural Plan Area are amended as fol­
lows: 

PART 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Definitions 

33.0005 Definitions 
***** 

As used in this Chapter, unless the context requires otherwise, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the meanings provided below. 

***** 

(D) (1) Date of Creation and Existence- As used in the EFU and CFU dis­
tricts and applicable only to those districts. when a lot. parcel or tract is 
reconfigured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993. the 
effect of which is to qualify a Lot of Record or tract for the siting of a 
dwelling. the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation orexis­
tence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundarv of the lot of 
record or tract. 

illfB Day Nursery-***** 

Ql~ Development- ***** 

,(ilfd-1 Director- ***** 

ili)(4j Drive-In-***** 

!§lt§t Dwelling Unit-***** 

illte1 Dwelling (Duplex or Two-Unit) - ***** 

!IDA Dwelling (Single Family Detached)-***** 

!illt81 Dwelling (Multi-Plex Structure)-***** 

llillt91 Duplex Dwelling - ***** 

(H)(1) Habitable dwelling- An existing dwelling that: 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structure: 

(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 
facilities connected to a sanitarv waste disposal system: 
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(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights: and 

(d) Has a heating system. 

~fB Hearings Officer- ***** 

(3) Heritage Tract Dwelling -A type of single family detached dwelling in 
the EFU and the CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that in­
cludes a requirement for ownership of the lot or parcel prior to Januarv 
1 . 1985. The complete description of approval standards are in the use 
sections of the districts. 

~~ High School - ***** 

L§JtJj Highway (State)-***** 

LW,(41 Historical Building - ***** 

illta1 Historical Resources-***** 

!lllf91 Home Occupation-***** 

!mf71 Horticulture - ***** 

L1Q1t81 Hotel - ***** 

(L)(1) Large Acreage Dwelling -A type of single family detached dwelling 
in the CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that includes a re­
quirement for single ownership of 160 contiguous forest zoned acres or 
single ownership of 200 forest zoned acres in Multnomah County or 
adjacent counties that are not contiguous. The complete description of 
approval standards are in the use sections of the districts. 

~fB Large Fill-***** 

(3) Lawfully established dwelling -A dwelling that was constructed in 
compliance with the laws in effect at the time of establishment. The 
laws in effect shall include zoning. land division and building code re­
quirements. Compliance with Building Code requirements shall mean 
that all permits necessarv to qualify the structure as a dwelling unit 
were obtained and all qualifying permitted work completed. 

~~ Loading Space - ***** 

L§JtJj Lot- A unit of land created by a subdivision of land. see definition 
in MCC 33.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term 
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-------------------------------~ ---

appears in this Chapter. a Lot may also mean a A plot lot. parcel (re­
sult of partitioning). or area of land owned by or under the lawful con­
trol and in the lawful possession of one distinct ownership. 

!§J(41 Lot Area - ***** 

illtat Lot (Corner) - ***** 

,(illtej Lot Coverage - ***** 

fillf71 Lot Lines-***** 

L!Q)f81 Lot Line (Front) - ***** 

!11lt91 Lot Line (Rear)-***** 

,(j1Jf-1-Qj Lot Line (Side) - ***** 

(13)Lot of Record -Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning 
District. a Lot of Record is a parcel. lot. or a group thereof which when 
created and when reconfigured (a) satisfied all applicable zoning laws 
and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. Those laws shall in­
clude all required zoning and land division review procedures. deci­
sions. and conditions of approval. 

(a) "Satisfied all applicable zoning laws" shall mean: the parcel. lot. or 
group thereof was created and. if applicable. reconfigured in full 
compliance with all zoning minimum lot size. dimensional stan­
dards. and access requirements. 

(b) "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall mean the parcel or 
lot was created: 

1. By a subdivision plat under the applicable subdivision require­
ments in effect at the time: or 

2. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was recorded with the Recording Section 
of the public office responsible for public records prior to Octo­
ber19. 1978:or 

3. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was in recordable form prior to October 
19. 1978:or 
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4. By partitioning land under the applicable land partitioning re­
quirements in effect on or after October 19. 1978: and 

5. "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall also mean that 
any subsequent boundarv reconfiguration completed on or after 
December 28. 1993 was approved under the property line ad­
justment provisions of the land division code. (See Date of 
Creation and Existence for the effect of property line adjust­
ments on qualifying a Lot of Record for the siting of a dwelling in 
the EFU and CFU districts.) 

(c) Separate Lots of Record shall be recognized and may be parti­
tioned congruent with an "acknowledged unincorporated commu­
nity" boundarv which intersects a Lot of Record. 

1 . Partitioning of the Lot of Record along the boundarv shall re­
quire review and approval under the provisions of the land divi­
sion part of this Chapter. but not be subject to the minimum area 
and access requirements of this district. 

2. An "acknowledged unincorporated community boundarv" is one 
that has been established pursuant to OAR Chapter 660. Divi­
sion 22. 

!lilf-1--41 Lot Width-***** 

(M) (4) Mortgage Lot- A lot having less than the minimum area required un 
der this Chapter, created out of a tract which itself conforms to lot area 
requirements, to enable the contract purchaser of the tract to finance 
construction of a single family residence thereon. An area of land cre­
ated solely for the purposes of financing a dwelling. A Mortgage Lot is 
not a Lot of Record and shall not be conveyed separate from the Lot of 
Record out of which it was described. The tax roll accounts of the 
Mortgage Lot and the parent Lot of Record shall be consolidated into 
one account when title to both is secured. A Mortgage Lot may be cre­
ated only in the EFU and CFU districts. 

***** 

(P) (1) Parcel -A unit of land created by a partitioning of land, see definition 
in MCC 33.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term ap­
pears in this Chapter. Parcel and Lot may at times be used inter­
changeably. 

(1) Permit Sestion The division of the Department of Environmental 
Services authorized to issue building and other land development per 
mits or its designee. 
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***** 

(R) (3) Recordable form -A form sufficient to create the parcel on the date 
the document was signed if the deed or land sales contract had been 
recorded with the office responsible for public records. Characteristics 
of recordable form include a complete description of the property. the 
consideration given. and verification of the transaction by a witness 
such as a Notarv Public. 

!i}tJj Recreational Vehicle Park - ***** 

L§J(41 Residential Care Facility-***** 

~ Residential Home - ***** 

illtei Residential Trailer- ***** 

!lllt+t · Residential Treatment Facility - ***** 

!Qlt81 Road (County) - ***** 

(T) (1) Template Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in the 
CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that includes a requirement 
that a certain number of parcels and dwellings exist within a 160-acre 
square (map template) centered on the subject tract. The complete de­
scription of requirements are in the use sections of the district. 

illfB Timber Growing - ***** 

ill~ Trade School - ***** 

!i}tJj Two-Unit Dwelling-***** 

33.0015 Zoning Map 
***** 

(B) A paper version of the Zoning Map and each amendment thereto shall be 
and remain on file in the office of the Director of the Division of Land Use 
Planning Department of Environmental Services. 

(1) The set of paper Zoning Maps with the cover page dated the 151
h of 

November. 1962 and signed by the Board of County Commissioners 
shall be deemed to be the accurate depiction of the Zoning Maps 
adopted for successive geographic areas from April 19. 1955 through 
December 11 . 1958. 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Commercial Forest Use -1 (CFU-1) 

33.2000 Purposes 

The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect 
designated lands for continued commercial growing and harvesting of timber and 
the production of wood fiber and other forest uses; to conserve and protect wa­
tersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect scenic val­
ues; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and 
other uses which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive 
Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial Forest Land; the Commercial Forest Use 
policies of the West Hills Rural Area Plan, and to minimize potential hazards or 
damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

One of the implementation tools to carrv out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

33.2010 Definitions 
As used in MCC 33.2000 through 33.2110, unless otherwise noted, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(D) Contiguous- Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundarv. 
excepting a single point. and shall include. but not be limited to. parcels or 
lots separated only by an alley. street or other right-of-way. 

Cubic Foot Per Acre - ***** 

Cubic Foot Per Tract Per Year- ***** 

fF1 Date of Creation and Exjstence VVhen a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig 
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993, the effect of 
which is to qualify a lot of record pursuant to MCC 33.2075 or tract for the 
siting of a dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation 
or existence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundary of the lot 
of record or tract. 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessorv interests held by 
the same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership. 
corporation. trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 7 of 123 
04/15/02 



other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illtt=4 Tract - One or more contiguous Lots of Record, pursuant to MCC 
33.2075, in the same ownership. A tract shall not be considered to consist 
of less than the required acreage because it is crossed by a public road or 
waterway. Lots that are contiguous with a common boundary of only a 
single point are not a tract. 

33.2015 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.2020 through 33.~2035 when found to comply with MCC 33.2045 
through 33.2110. 

33.2020 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established 
single family habitable dwelling subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling 
(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary v:aste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

ill~ Satisfies t Ihe dimensional standards of MCC 33.2060 are satis­
fied; and 

~ Satisfies t Ihe development standards of MCC 33.2105 (A) (5) and 
(B) are satisfied if aR the expansion tAat exceeds 400 square feet of 
ground coverage. 

(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot, subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing 
dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 
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(a) Has intact exterior 'Nalls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; · 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ing; and 

(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional standards of 
MCC 33.2060 and the development standards of MCC 33.2105. 

***** 

33.2025 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, 
subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and.;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior 'Niring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allmvable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ffiffi 

(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional 
standards of MCC 33.2060 and the development standards of MCC 
33.2105. 

(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habit­
able dwelling on the same lot when the restoration or replacement is made 
necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disaster, subject to the follow­
ing: 

(1) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from 
the occurrence of the fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior 
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dwelling location shall satisfy the dimensional standards of MCC 
33.2060 and the development standards of MCC 33.2105. 

(3) The existing dwelling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natural disas 
teF. 
(a) Had intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 

***** 

33.2060 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.2065, 33.2070, 33.2075, and 33.2080, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

***** 

33.2075 Lot of Record 

(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005. ~for 
the purposes of this district,. a Lot of Record is either: 

(1) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded 'Nith the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to August 14, 1980; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcel was created; 
aAG 

(c) VVhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
33.2060, or 

(2) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcel \Vas created; 
(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 33.2060; 

aAG 
(d) 'Nhich is not contiguous to another substandard parcel or parcels 

under the same ownership, or 
(3) A group of contiguous parcels of land: 

(a) For which deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were re 
corded with the Department of General Services, or were in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcels were created; 
(c) VVhich individually do not meet the minimum lot size requirements 
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of MCC 33.2060, but, when considered in combination, comply as 
nearly as possible •::ith a minimum lot size of nineteen acres, with 
out creating any new lot line; and 

(d) VVhich are held under the same O'lmership. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownershiP on February 20. 1990. or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990; 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall beag­
gregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres, without 
creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size re­
quirement when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels 
or lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990, 
and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 

40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 

(3) Exceptions to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

lot 

(a) Where two contiguous parcels or lots are each developed with a 
lawfully established habitable dwelling. the parcels or lots shall be 
Lots of Record that remain separately transferable. even if they 
were held in the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(b) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot Size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Contiguous refers to parcels of land which have any common bound 

ary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
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parcels separated only by an alley, street or other right of 'Nay. 
(2) Substandard Parcel refers to a parcel 'Nhich does not satisfy the mini 

mum lot size requirements of MCC 33.2060 afl€1. 
(3) Same Ownership refers to parcels in which greater than possessory in 

terests are held by the same person or persons, spouse, minor age 
child, single partnership or business entity, separately or in tenancy in 
common. 

(B) In this district significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6, 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980. MUF-19 & 38 and CFU-80 zones applied. Ord. 236 & 
238• 
~ 

(5) Februarv 20. 1990. lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643: 

(6) Januarv 7. 1993. MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80. Ord. 743 & 
745: 

(7) August 8. 1998. CFU-1 zone applied, Ord. 916: 

(8) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C)A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. 
less than the front lot line minimums required. or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 33.2090. may be occupied by any allowed 
use. permitted review use or approved conditional use when in compli­
ance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate parcel, containing an 
area less than that required by MCC 33.2060 (A), created solely for the 
purposes of financing a dwelling. Such a parcel shall be considered a 
Mortgage Lot, subject to the following: 
(1) A Mortgage Lot may be created without revie•.v providing the remainder 

of the Lot of Record is not developed \Vith a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a 

dwelling. 
(3) A Mortgage Lot shall not be conveyed as a lot separate from the tract 

out of which it was created. 
(4) The tax roll accounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be con 
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solidated into one account when title to both parcels is secured. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot; 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Commercial Forest Use -2 (CFU-2) 

33.2200 Purposes 
The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect 
designated lands for continued commercial growing and harvesting of timber and 
the production of wood fiber and other forest uses; to conserve and protect wa­
tersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect scenic val­
ues; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and 
other uses which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive 
Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial Forest Land, the Commercial Forest Use 
policies of the West Hills Rural Area Plan, and to minimize potential hazards or 
damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

One of the implementation tools to carrv out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

33.2210 Definitions 

As used in MCC 33.2200 through 33.2310, unless otherwise noted, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(D) Contiguous - Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundarv. 
excepting a single point. and shall include. but not be limited to, parcels or 
lots separated only by an alley. street or other right-of-way. 

Cubic Foot Per Acre - ***** 

Cubic Foot Per Tract Per Year- ***** 

fB Date of Creation and Existence When a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig 
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993, the effect of 
which is to qualify a lot of record pursuant to MCC 33.2075 or tract for the 
siting of a dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation 
or existence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundary of the lot 
of record or tract. 

(G)Forest Operation-***** 

(H)Heritage Tract A tract of land that \Vas acquired by the present owner: 
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--------------------------- -

(1) Prior to January 1, 1 985; or 
(2) By devise or by intestate succession by an antecedent of the person 

who acquired the lot or parcel prior to January 1, 1985. 
(3) For purposes of this definition, "antecedent" includes the wife, hus 

band, son, daughter, mother, father, brother, brother in lm.v, sister, sis 
ter in law, son in law, daughter in law, mother in law, father in law, 
aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, stepchild, grandparent or 
grandchild of the owner or a business entity owned by any one or 
combination of these family members. 

(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessory interests held by 
the same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership. 
corporation. trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

(I) Tract- One or more contiguous Lots of Record, pursuant to MCC 33.2275, 
in the same ownership. A tract shall not be considered to consist of less 
than the required acreage because it is crossed by a public road or wa­
terway. Lots that are contiguous with a common boundary of only a single 
point are not a tract. 

33.2215 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.2220 through 33.~2240 when found to comply with MCC 33.2245 
through 33.2310. 

33.2220 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established 
single family habitable dwelling subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling 
(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

illt21 Satisfies t Ihe dimensional standards of MCC 33.2260 are satis­
fied; and 
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~ Satisfies t Ihe development standards of MCC 33.2305(A)(5) and 
(B) are satisfied if aR the expansion tAat exceeds 400 square feet of 
ground coverage. 

(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot, subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing 
dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling is removed, demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary •;;aste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior vJiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dvJell 
ing; and 

(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional standards of 
MCC 33.2260 and the development standards of MCC 33.2305. 

***** 

33.2225 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, 
subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling; and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary 'Naste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ffiffi 
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(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional 
standards of MCC 33.2260 and the development standards of MCC 
33.2305. 

(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habit­
able dwelling on the same lot when the restoration or replacement is made 
necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disaster, subject to the follow­
ing: 

(1) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from 
the occurrence of the fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior 
dwelling location shall satisfy the dimensional standards of MCC 
33.2260 and the development standards of MCC 33.2305. 

(3) The existing d'Nelling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natural disas 
teF. 
(a) Had intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 

***** 

33.2240 Template and Heritage Tract Dwellings 
***** 

(B) A heritage tract dwelling may be sited, subject to the following: 

(1) On a tract: 

(a) That is not developed with a single family residence, and 

(b) That is not capable of producing 5,000 cubic feet per year of com­
mercial tree species based on soil type, and 

(c) That is located within 1,500 feet of a public road as defined under 
ORS 368.001 that provides or will provide access to the subject 
tract. 

1. The road shall be maintained and either paved or surfaced with 
rock, and 

2. The road shall not be a U.S. Forest Service road or Bureau of 
Land Management road. 
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(d) For which deeds or other instruments creating the lots or parcels 
were recorded with the Department of General Services, or were in 
recordable form prior to January 1 , 1985; and 

(e) That is comprised of lots or parcels that were lawfully created; and 

(f) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the 
Lot of Record section, +!hat was acquired by the present owner: 

1. Prior to January 1, 1985; or 

2. By devise or by intestate succession by an antecedent of the 
person who acquired the lot or parcel prior to January 1, 1985. 

3. For purposes of this subsection, "antecedent" includes the wife, 
husband, son, daughter, mother, father, brother, brother-in-law, 
sister, sister-in-law, son-in-law, daughter-in-law, mother-in-law, 
father-in-law, aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, stepchild, 
grandparent or grandchild of the owner or a business entity 
owned by any one or combination of these family members. 

***** 

33.2260 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.2265, 33.2270, 33.2275, and 33.2280, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

***** 

33.2275 Lot of Record 

(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005. ~for 
the purposes of this district., a Lot of Record is either: 

(1) A parcel of land: 
(a) For 'Nhich a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to August 14, 1 980; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable lav.'s \Nhen the parcel was created; 
aOO 

(c) VVhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
33.2260, or 

(2) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 
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(b) 'Nhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcel was created; 
(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 33.2260; 

aAG 
(d) VVhich is not contiguous to another substandard parcel or parcels 

under the same ownership, or 
(3) A group of contiguous parcels of land: 

(a) For 'lv'hich deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were re 
corded with the Department of General Services, or 'Nere in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) Which satisfied all applicable lm.vs when the parcels were created; 
(c) VVhich individually do not meet the minimum lot size requirements 

of MCC 33.2260, but, when considered in combination, comply as 
nearly as possible with a minimum lot size of nineteen acres, with 
out creating any new lot line; and 

(d) VVhich are held under the same ownership. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownership on February 20. 1990. or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990: 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall beag­
gregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without 
creating any new lot line. 

1 . Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size re­
quirement when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels 
or lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. 
and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 

40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 
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(3) Exceptions to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where two contiguous parcels or lots are each developed with a 
lawfully established habitable dwelling. the parcels or lots shall be 
Lots of Record that remain separately transferable. even if they 
were held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(b) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot Size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Contiguous refers to parcels of land which have any common bound 

ary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
parcels separated only by an alley, street or other right of way. 

(2) Substandard Parcel refers to a parcel vthich does not satisfy the mini 
mum lot size requirements of MCC 33.2260 a-00 

(3) Same Ownershjp refers to parcels in which greater than possessory in 
terests are held by the same person or persons, spouse, minor age 
child, single partnership or business entity, separately or in tenancy in 
common. 

(8) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6. 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980. MUF-19 & 38 and CFU-80 zones applied. Ord. 236 & 
238• 
~ 

(5) Februarv 20. 1990. lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643: 

(6) Januarv 7. 1993. MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80. Ord. 743 & 
745• 
======== 

(7) August 8. 1998. CFU-2 zone applied. Ord. 916: 

(8) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 
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-------------------------------

(C) A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. 
less than the front lot line minimums required. or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 33.2290. may be occupied by any allowed 
use. permitted review use or approved conditional use when in compli­
ance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate parcel, containing an 
area less than that required by MCC 33.2260 (A), created solely for the 
purposes of financing a dwelling. Such a parcel shall be considered a 
Mortgage Lot, subject to the following: 
(1) A Mortgage Lot may be created vJithout review providing the remainder 

of the Lot of Record is not developed VJith a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a 

dwelling. 
(3) A Mortgage Lot shall not be conveyed as a lot separate from the tract 

out of which it 'Nas created. 
(4) The tax roll accounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be con 

solidated into one account when title to both parcels is secured. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Commercial Forest Use -5 (CFU-5) 

***** 

33.2400 Purpose 
The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect 
designated lands for continued commercial growing and harvesting of timber and 
the production of wood fiber and other forest uses; to conserve and protect wa­
tersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect scenic val­
ues; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and 
other uses which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive 
Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial Forest Land, the Commercial Forest Use 
policies of the West Hills Rural Area Plan, and to minimize potential hazards or 
damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

***** 

33.2410 Definitions 
As used in MCC 33.2400 through 33.2510, unless otherwise noted, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(0) Contiguous- Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundary. 
excepting a single point. and shall include. but not be limited to. parcels or 
lots separated only by an alley. street or other right-of-way. 

Cubic Foot Per Acre - ***** 

Cubic Foot Per Tract Per Year-***** 

~Date of Creation and Existence VVhen a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig 
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993, the effect of 
\Vhich is to qualify a lot of record pursuant to MCC 33.2075 or tract for the 
siting of a dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation 
or existence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundary of the lot 
of record or tract. 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessory interests held by 
the same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership, 
corporation. trust or other entity. separately, in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illtt=l1 Tract - ***** 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 24 of 123 
04/15/02 



33.2415 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.2420 through 33.~2440 when found to comply with MCC 33.2445 
through 33.2510. 

33.2420 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established 
single family habitable dwelling subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dvtelling 
(a) Has intact exterior 'Nalls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

illt21 Satisfies t Ihe dimensional standards of MCC 33.2460 are satis­
fied; and 

~tJj Satisfies t Ihe development standards of MCC 33.2505(A)(5) and 
(B) are satisfied if an the expansion tAat exceeds 400 square feet of 
ground coverage. 

(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot, subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing 
dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ing; and 
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(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional standards of 
MCC 33.2460 and the development standards of MCC 33.2505. 

***** 

33.2425 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, 
subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling; and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allm.vable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dvJell 
H=lffi 

(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional 
standards of MCC 33.2460 and the development standards of MCC 
33.2505. 

(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habit­
able dwelling on the same lot when the restoration or replacement is made 
necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disaster, subject to the follow­
ing: 

(1) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from 
the occurrence of the fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior 
dwelling location shall satisfy the dimensional standards of MCC 
33.2460 and the development standards of MCC 33.2505. 

(3) The existing dwelling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natural disas 
teF. 
(a) Had intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 
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***** 

33.2460 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.2465, 33.2470, 33.2475, and 33.2480, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

***** 

33.2475 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land which, 
v1hen established, satisfied all applicable laws. In addition to the Lot of 
Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005. for the purooses of this dis­
trict the significant dates and ordinances for verifying zoning compliance 
may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6, 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied, Ord. 148 & 149: 
' 

{4) August 14. 1980, MUF-19 & 38 and CFU-80 zones applied. Ord. 236 & 
238• 
~ 

(5) Februarv 20. 1990. lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643: 

(6) Januarv 7, 1993. MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80, Ord. 743 & 
745• 
~ 

(7) Januarv 21. 1999. CFU-5 zone applied. Ord. 924: 

(8) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(B) Separate Lots of Record may be created under the provisions of MCC 
33.2480. 

(C)A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. 
less than the front lot line minimums required, or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 33.2490. may be occupied by any allowed 
use, permitted review use or approved conditional use when in compli­
ance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate parcel, containing an 
area less than that required by MCC 33.24 60 (A), created solely for the 
purposes of financing a dwelling. Such a parcel shall be considered a 
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Mortgage Lot, subject to the follmving: 
(1) l\. Mortgage Lot may be created without review providing the remainder 

of the Lot of Record is not developed with a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a 

dwelling. 
(3) l\. Mortgage Lot shall not be conveyed as a lot separate from the tract 

out of 'A'hich it 'Nas created. 
(4) The tax roll accounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be con 

solidated into one account when title to both parcels is secured. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) 

33.2600 Purpose 
The purposes of the Exclusive Farm Use District are to preserve and maintain 
agricultural lands for farm use consistent with existing and future needs for agri­
cultural products, forests and open spaces; to conserve and protect scenic and 
wildlife resources, to maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land 
resources of the County and to establish criteria and standards for farm uses and 
related and compatible uses which are deemed appropriate. Land within this dis­
trict shall be used exclusively for farm uses as provided in the Oregon Revised 
Statutes Chapter 215 and the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660, Division 
33 as interpreted by this Exclusive Farm Use code section. 

One of the implementation tools to carrv out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

33.2610 Definitions 

As used in MCC 33.2600 through MCC 33.2690, unless otherwise noted, the fol­
lowing words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(C) Contiguous refers to parcels or lots of land which have any common 
boundary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
parcels or lots separated only by an alley, street or other right-of-way. 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessorv interests held by the 
same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership. cor­
poration. trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illtt=B Suitable for farm use means ***** 

Wt4 Tract means one or more contiguous lots in the same ownership. 

33.2615 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
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hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC ~ 33.2620 through ~ 33.2630 when found to comply with MCC 
33.2660 through 33.2690. 

***** 

33.2620 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(L) Alteration, restoration or replacement of a lawfully established habitable 
dwelling~ that has: 
(1) Intact exterior walls and roof structure; 
(2) Indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facili 

ties connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(3) Interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(4) A heating system. 

In the case of a replacement dwelling, the existing dwelling -is must be re­
moved, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential use within 
three months of the completion of the replacement dwelling. 

***** 

33.2625 Review Uses 
***** 

(F) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land not identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

33.2630 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when approved by the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.6300 to 33.aMG6335: 

***** 

(0) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

(P) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

33.2670 Lot Line Adjustment 

(A) An adjustment of the common lot line between contiguous legal lots Lots 
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of Record may be authorized based on a finding that: 

(1) All dwellings that were situated on the same lot prior to the adjust­
ments must remain together on the reconfigured lot; and 

(2) The dimensional requirements of MCC 33.2660 (A) and (C) are met; 
or 

(3) The reconfigured lot areas will each retain the same lot area that ex­
isted prior to the exchange. 

The decision of the Planning Director may be appealed to the approval au 
thority pursuant to MCC 33.0785 and 33.0790. 

33.2675 lot, Parcel and Tract Requirement Lot of Record 

(A) The Lot, Parcel and Tract requirement shall be applied to all uses in this 
district except for Single Family Heritage Tract Dwellings: MCC 33.2625 
(F), MCC 33.2630 (0) or MCC 33.2630 (P). In addition to the Lot of Re­
cord definition standards in MCC 33.0005. f: for the purposes of this dis­
trict a Lot of Record is either: , a lot, parcel or tract is defined as: 

(1) 1\ lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For 'Nhich a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of Environmental Services or its 
predecessors: and 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable lav1s, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel'.vas created; and 

(c) 'Nhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
33.2660, or 

(2) 1\ lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in re 
cord able form prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel 'Nas created; and 

(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
33.2660; and 

(d) Which was not contiguous to another substandard parcel or par 
eels under the same ownership on or after February 20, 1990, or 

(3) 1\ Tract of land: 
(a) For which deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were 

recorded with the Department of General Services, or 'Nere in re 
cord able form prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable lav1s, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel was created; and 
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(c) VVhich were held under the same mvnership on or after February 
20, 1990;and 

(d) VVhich individually do not meet the minimum lot or parcel size re 
quirements of MCC 33.2660, but, when considered in combina 
~ 
1. One legal lot or parcel shall comply nearly as possible with a 

minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any new lot 
lines; or 

2. More than one legal lot or parcel, each property must comply 
with the minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any 
new property line. 

(1 l A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownership on February 20. 1990. or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990: 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall be 
aggregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without 
creating any new lot line. 

1 . Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. An exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement shall 
occur when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels or 
lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. and 
then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 

40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 
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(3) Exception to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Substandard Lot or Parae/ refers to a parcel \Vhich does not satisfy 

the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 33.2660; and 
(2) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessory interests held by 

the same person or persons, spouse, minor age child, same partner 
ship, corporation, trust or other entity, separately, in tenancy in com 
mon or by other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist 
when a person or entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot 
or parcel, whether directly or through ownership or control or an entity 
having such ownership or control. 

(B) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6, 1977. MUA-20 and EFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14, 1980. zone change from MUA-20 to EFU-38 for some 
properties. Ord. 236 & 238: 

(5) Februarv 20, 1990. lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643; 

(6) April 5. 1997. EFU zone repealed and replaced with language in com­
pliance with 1993 Oregon Revised Statutes and 1994 Statewide Plan­
ning Goal 3 Oregon Administrative Rules for farmland. Ord. 876: 

(7) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A lot, parcel or tract which satisfies the applicable requirements of MCC 
.33.2675 and front lot line minimums required may be occupied by any 
permitted or approved use when in compliance with the other require 
ments of this district. A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot 
size for new parcels. less than the front lot line minimums required, or 
which does not meet the access requirements of MCC 33.2690 may be 
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occupied by any allowed use. review use or conditional use when in com­
pliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D) The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Multiple Use Agriculture-20 (MUA-20) 

***** 

33.2815 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.2820 through 33.~2830 when found to comply with MCC 33.2855 
through 33.2885. 

33.2820 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record; aflG, 

***** 

33.2825 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 33.2820 (A) or (B), 
when the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 33.2820 (C) or MCC 33.2825 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 33.2825 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Plan 

ning Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 33.2820 (A) or 
~ 

(b) The standards of MCC 33.2855 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 33.0785 and 33.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 33.0510 and 33.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.2860-f€1. 
***** 

33.2830 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) The following Conditional Uses may be permitted on lands not predomi­
nantly of Agricultural Capability Class I, II, or Ill soils: 

(1) Planned Developments for single family residences, as provided in 
MCC 33.4300 through 33.43704360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit development" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(F) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.2860 (A) through 
(C) or 33.2860 (D). 

33.2855 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.2860, 33.2870, 33.2875 and 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
20 acres. 

***** 

33.2860 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a let parcel of less than 20 acres, after 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 33.2855(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal •.viii: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; . 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
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soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4. 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
laRGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 33.2800 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. 7 

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

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 33.2860 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 

,,, (1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 
MCC 33.2855 (A), and 

(2) The division will create no more than one lot •.vhich is less than the 
minimum area required in MCC 33.2855 (A). 

(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 
Exception to insure that the use is consistent •.vith the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 33.2800. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings \Viii not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allowed in this district. 

ill)f€1 Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 

33.2870 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land for 
which a deed or other instrument dividing land •~t~as recorded with the De 
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partment of Administrative Services or was in recordable form prior to Oc 
tober 6, 1977, and •.vhich, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005. for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958, SR zone applied: 

(2) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9. 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6. 1977. MUA-20 zone applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13. 1983, zone change from EFU to MUA-20 for some proper­
ties. Ord. 395: 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the ama minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots, 9f less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 33.2885. may be occupied 
by any allowed use, permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created \Nhen a street or 
zoning district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

!QlfQj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 33.2860, 33.2875, arid 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 

fill The following shall not be deemed to be a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 
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33.2875 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a Conditional Use permitted pursuant to MCC 33.2830, 
except subpart (C)(1) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to its impact on nearby proper­
ties; aR6 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district: and 

(D) A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Rural Residential (RR) 

***** 

33.3115 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.3120 through 33.~3130 when found to comply with MCC 33.3155 
through 33.3185. 

33.3120 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
J:ot of Record; aru:i-; 

***** 

33.3125 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the· housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 33.3120 (A) or (B), 
\Nhen the dvo~elling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 33.3120 (C) or MCC 33.3125 (A), subject to the follmving conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 33.3125 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Plan 

ning Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 33.3120 (A) or 

tB* 
(b) The standards of MCC 33.3155 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance bet\veen dvo~ellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 33.0785 and 33.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 33.0510 and 33.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.3160-fEt. 
***** 

33.3130 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(B) The following Conditional Uses under the provisions of MCC 33.6300 
through 33.6660: 

***** 

(8) Planned Developments for single family residences as provided in 
MCC 33.4300 through 33.49704360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit development" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(E) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.3160 (A) through 
(C) OF 33.3160 (D). 

33.3155 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.3160, 33.3170, 33.3175 and 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
five acres. For properties within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundarv. 
the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in the Oregon Adminis­
trative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004 (20 acre minimum as of October 
4. 2000). 

***** 

33.3160 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a tet parcel of less than five acres, aftef 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 33.3155(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
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has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4. 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
taRes Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 33.3100 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. i 

f61 Satisfy the applicable standards of •.vater supply, sewage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 33.3160 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 33.3155 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 33.3155 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 33.3170. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allowed in this district. 

L§Jte-1 Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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33.3170 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel: 
fit For which a deed or other instrument dividing land 'Nas recorded 'Nith 

the Department of Administrative Services, or '.vas in recordable form 
prior to October 6, 1 977; and 

~ 'Nhich, 'Nhen established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005, for 
the purooses of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

(1) July 10, 1958, SR zone applied: 

(2) July 10, 1958, F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9, 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6, 1977, RR zone applied, Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13, 1983, zone change from MUF-19 toRR for some proper­
ties, Ord. 395: 

(6) October 4, 2000, Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004, 20 acre minimum lot size for properties within one mile of Urban 
Growth Boundary: 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.), Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the ar=ea minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. GF less than the front lot line minimums required, or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 33.3185, may be occupied 
by any allowed use, permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created when a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQlfQj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 33.3160, 33.3175, and 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 

!ill The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 
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(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 

33.3175 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a conditional use permitted pursuant to MCC 33.3130, 
except subpart (8)(8) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to the impacts on nearby prop­
erties; aA6 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district: and 

COlA finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Rural Center (RC) 

33.3315 Uses 

***** 

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 33.3320 through 33.~3330 when found to comply with MCC 33.3355 
through 33.3385. 

33.3320 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record. 

***** 

33.3325 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS ,446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 33.3320 (A) or (B), 
'Nhen the dv;elling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 33.3320 (C) or MCC 33.3325 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dv;elling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 33.3325 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 33.3320 (A) or 

tBf, 
(b) The standards of MCC 33.3355 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 33.0785 and 33.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 33.0510 and 33.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.3360-i€-j. 
***** 

33.3330 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) Planned Developments pursuant to the prov1s1ons of MCC 33.4300 
through 33.497G4360. If the property is outside of an "acknowledged unin­
corporated community". then the applicable current "planned unit devel­
opment" standards within the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. 
Division 004 shall also be satisfied. 

***** 

(G) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 33.3360 (A) through 
(C) or 33.3360 (D). 

33.3355 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 33.3360, 33.3370, 33.3375 and 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
one acre for those RC zoned lands inside the boundary of an "acknowl­
edged unincorporated community". For RC zoned properties outside an 
"acknowledged unincorporated community" the minimum lot size is two 
acres except for those properties within one mile of the Urban Growth 
Boundary and then the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in 
the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004 (20 acre 
minimum as of October 4. 2000). 

***** 

33.3360 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a tet parcel of less than one acre, aftef 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 33.3355(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 
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(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4, 2000; 

(3) Be compatible '.vith accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
taf:lGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent 'Nith the purposes described in MCC 33.3300 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. i 

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

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 33.3360 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 33.3355 (/\), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 33.3355 (/\). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 33.3300. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that other.vise allowed in this district. 

!Wtei Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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33.3370 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land: 
(1) For which a deed or other instrument dividing land was recorded with 

the Department of Administrative Services, or was in recordable form, 
prior to October 6, 1 977; and 

(2) VVhich, '.vhen established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 33.0005. for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958, SR and R zones applied: 

(2) July 10. 1958, F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116; 

(4) October 6, 1977, RC zone applied, Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13, 1983. zone change to RC for some properties, Ord. 395: 

(6) October 4. 2000. Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004 applied a minimum 2 acre lot size to RC zoned areas outside "ac­
knowledged unincorporated communities" except where properties are 
within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundarv the minimum is 20 
acres: 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.). Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the Mea minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. 9f less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 33.3385. may be occupied 
by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created '.vhen a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQJtQt Except as otherwise provided by MCC 33.3360, 33.3375, and 33.4300 
through 33.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 

LQj The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 49 of 123 
04/15/02 



(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 

Section 2. The following subsections of Multnomah County Code Vol­
ume II: Land Use, Chapter 34 Sauvie Island I Multnomah Channel Rural Plan 
Area are amended as follows: 

PART 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
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Definitions 
***** 

34.0005 Definitions 
As used in this Chapter, unless the context requires otherwise, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the meanings provided below. 

***** 

(D) (1) Date of Creation and Existence - As used in the EFU district and 
applicable only to that district, when a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig­
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4. 1993, the effect of 
which is to qualify a Lot of Record or tract for the siting of a dwelling. 
the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation or existence. Re­
configured means any change in the boundarv of the lot of record or 
tract. 

illtB Day Nursery - ***** 

,@)~ Development- ***** 

£iltJj Director-***** 

!illt41 Drive-In - ***** 

!§lta1 Dwelling Unit-***** 

illte1 Dwelling (Duplex or Two-Unit) - ***** 

!lllf11 Dwelling (Single Family Detached)-***** 

mlt81 Dwelling (Multi-Plex Structure) - ***** 

Uillt91 Duplex Dwelling - ***** 
***** 

(H)(1) Habitable dwelling- An existing dwelling that: 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structure: 

(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 
facilities connected to a sanitarv waste disposal system: 

(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights: and 

(d) Has a heating system. 
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~tB Hearings Officer-***** 

(3) Heritage Tract Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in 
the EFU zoning district with approval criteria that includes a require­
ment for ownership of the lot or parcel prior to Januarv 1. 1985. The 
complete description of approval standards are in the use sections of 
the district. 

!ilt21 High School - ***** 

!§)~ Highway (State)-***** 

!Wt41 Historical Building - ***** 

ill~ Historical Resources-***** 

!lllte1 Home Occupation - ***** 

fillf71 Horticulture-***** 

L1Qlt81 Hotel-***** 
***** 

(L) (2) Lawfully established dwelling - A dwelling that was constructed in 
compliance with the laws in effect at the time of establishment. The 
laws in effect shall include zoning. land division and building code re­
quirements. Compliance with Building Code requirements shall mean 
that all permits necessarv to qualify the structure as a dwelling unit 
were obtained and all qualifying permitted work completed. 

Qlf21 Loading Space - ***** 

!i}~ Lot- A unit of land created by a subdivision of land. see definition 
in MCC 34.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term ap­
pears in this Chapter. a Lot may also mean a A plot lot. parcel (result 
of partitioning). or area of land owned by or under the lawful control 
and in the lawful possession of one distinct ownership. 

!§Jt41 Lot Area - ***** 

!W~ Lot (Corner) - ***** 

illte1 Lot Coverage - ***** 

!lllf11 Lot Lines - ***** 
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fmtsj Lot Line (Front) - ***** 

llillf91 Lot Line (Rear)-***** 

~Lot Line (Side)-***** 

(12)Lot of Record -Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning 
District. a Lot of Record is a parcel. lot. or a group thereof which when 
created and when reconfigured (a) satisfied all applicable zoning laws 
and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. Those laws shall in­
clude all required zoning and land division review procedures. deci­
sions. and conditions of approval. 

(a) "Satisfied all applicable zoning laws" shall mean: the parcel. lot. or 
group thereof was created and. if applicable. reconfigured in full 
compliance with all zoning minimum lot size. dimensional stan­
dards. and access requirements. 

(b) "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall mean the parcel or 
lot was created: 

1. By a subdivision plat under the applicable subdivision require­
ments in effect at the time: or 

2. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was recorded with the Recording Section 
of the public office responsible for public records prior to Octo­
ber19. 1978:or 

3. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was in recordable form prior to October 
19. 1978: or 

4. Bv oartitioning land under the applicable land partitioning 
requirements in effect on or after October 19. 1978: and 

5. "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall also mean that 
any subsequent boundarv reconfiguration completed on or after 
December 28. 1993 was approved under the property line ad­
justment provisions of the land division code. (See Date of 
Creation and Existence for the effect of property line 
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adjustments on qualifying a Lot of Record for the siting of a 
dwelling in the EFU district.) 

(c) Separate Lots of Record shall be recognized and may be parti­
tioned congruent with an "acknowledged unincorporated· commu­
nity" boundary which intersects a Lot of Record. 

1. Partitioning of the Lot of Record along the boundary shall re­
quire review and approval under the provisions of the land divi­
sion part of this Chapter. but not be subject to the minimum area 
and access requirements of this district. 

2. An "acknowledged unincorporated community boundary" is one 
that has been established pursuant to OAR Chapter 660. Divi­
sion 22. 

~f4-41 Lot Width - ***** 
***** 

(M) (4) Mortgage Lot- A lot having less than the minimum area required un 
der this Chapter, created out of a tract which itself conforms to lot area 
requirements, to enable the contract purchaser of the tract to finance 
construction of a single family residence thereon. An area of land cre­
ated solely for the purposes of financing a dwelling. A Mortgage Lot is 
not a Lot of Record and shall not be conveyed separate from the Lot of 
Record out of which it was described. The tax roll accounts of the 
Mortgage Lot and the parent Lot of Record shall be consolidated into 
one account when title to both is secured. A Mortgage Lot may be cre­
ated only in the EFU district. 

***** 

(P) (1) Parcel- A unit of land created by a partitioning of land. see definition 
in MCC 34.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term ap­
pears in this Chapter. Parcel and Lot may at times be used inter­
changeably. 

(1) Permit Section The division of the Department of Environmental 
Services authorized to issue building and other land development per 
mits or its designee. 

***** 

(R) (3) Recordable form -A form sufficient to create the parcel on the date 
the document was signed if the deed or land sales contract had been 
recorded with the office responsible for public records. Characteristics 
of recordable form include a complete description of the property. the 
consideration given. and verification of the transaction by a witness 
such as a Notary Public. 
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-----------------

Wta1 Recreational Vehicle Park-***** 

L§lt4j Residential Care Facility - ***** 

!§1~ Residential Home - ***** 

illte1 Residential Trailer- ***** 

!§1(-71 Residential Treatment Facility - ***** 

Lm~ Road (County)-***** 
***** 

34.0015 Zoning Map 
***** 

(B) A paper version of the Zoning Map and each amendment thereto shall be 
and remain on file in the office of the Director of the Division of Land Use 
Planning Department of Environmental Services. 

(1) The set of paper Zoning Maps with the cover page dated the 15th of 
November. 1962 and signed by the Board of County Commissioners 
shall be deemed to be the accurate depiction of the Zoning Maps 
adopted for successive geographic areas from April 19. 1955 through 
December 11. 1958. 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) 

34.2600 Purpose 

The purposes of the Exclusive Farm Use District are to preserve and maintain 
agricultural lands for farm use consistent with existing and future needs for agri­
cultural products, forests and open spaces; to conserve and protect scenic and 
wildlife resources, to maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land 
resources of the County and to establish criteria and standards for farm uses and 
related and compatible uses which are deemed appropriate. Land within this dis­
trict shall be used exclusively for farm uses as provided in the Oregon Revised 
Statutes Chapter 215 and the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660, Division 
33 as interpreted by this Exclusive Farm Use code section. 

One of the implementation tools to carry out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on February 20, 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

34.2610 Definitions 

As used in MCC 34.2600 through MCC 34.2690, unless otherwise noted, the fol­
lowing words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(C) Contiguous refers to parcels or lots of land which have any common 
boundary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
parcels or lots separated only by an alley, street or other right-of-way. 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessorv interests held by the 
same person or persons. spouse. minor age child, same partnership, cor­
poration. trust or other entity. separately, in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illfl=l1 Suitable for farm use means ***** 

,Wjfij Tract means one or more contiguous lots in the same ownership. 
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34.2615 Uses 

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC ~ 34.2620 through ~ 34.2630 when found to comply with MCC 
34.2660 through 34.2690. 

***** 

34.2620 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(L) Alteration, restoration or replacement of a lawfully established habitable 
dwelling= that has: 
(1) Intact exterior walls and roof structure; 
(2) Indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facili 

ties connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(3) Interior wiring for interior lights; and 
(4) A heating system. 

In the case of a replacement dwelling, the existing dwelling +s must be re­
moved, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential use within 
three months of the completion of the replacement dwelling. 

***** 

34.2625 Review Uses 
***** 

(F) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land not identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

34.2630 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when approved by the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.6300 to 34.ed4G6345: 

***** 

(0) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

(P) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 
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34.2670 Lot Line Adjustment 

(A) An adjustment of the common lot line between contiguous legal lots Lots 
of Record may be authorized based on a finding that: 

(1) All dwellings that were situated on the same lot prior to the adjust­
ments must remain together on the reconfigured lot; and 

(2) The dimensional requirements of MCC 34.2660 (A) and (C) are met; 
or 

(3) The reconfigured lot areas will each retain the same lot area that ex­
isted prior to the exchange. 

The decision of the Planning Director may be appealed to the approval au 
thority pursuant to MCC 34.0785 and 34.0790. 

34.2675 Lot, Parcel and Tract Requirement Lot of Record 

(A) The Lot, Parcel and Tract requirement shall be applied to all uses in this 
district except for Single Family Heritage Tract Dwellings: MCC 34.2625 
(F), MCC 34.2630 (0) or MCC 34.2630 (P). In addition to the Lot of Re­
cord definition standards in MCC 34.0005. f: for the purposes of this dis­
trict a Lot of Record is either: , a lot, parcel or tract is defined as 

(1) A lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For '.vhich a deed or other instrument creating the parcel v.~as re 

corded with the Department of Environmental Services or its 
predecessors: and 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, vvhen the parcel \.Vas created; and 

(c) VVhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
34.2660, or 

(2) A lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in re 
cord able form prior to February 20, 1990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, '.vhen the parcel was created; and 

(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
34 .2660; and 

(d) Which \Nas not contiguous to another substandard parcel or par 
eels under the same ownership on or after February 20, 1990, or 

(3) A Tract of land: 
(a) For which deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were 

recorded 'Nith the Department of General Services, or were in re 
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cordable form prior to February 20, 1 990; 
(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 

divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel \Vas created; and 
(c) V'lhich 'l.~ere held under the same ownership on or after February 

20, 1990;and 
(d) 'Nhich individually do not meet the minimum lot or parcel size re 

quirements of MCC 34.2660, but, when considered in comb ina 
~ 
1. One legal lot or parcel shall comply nearly as possible with a 

minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any new lot 
lines; or 

2. More than one legal lot or parcel, each property must comply 
with the minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any 
new property line. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownership on February 20, 1990, or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990: 
and · 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall be 
aggregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without 
creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. An exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement shall 
occur when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels or 
lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. and 
then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 

40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 
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(3) Exception to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Substandard Lot or Paroel refers to a parcel which does not satisfy 

the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 34 .2660; and 
(2) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessory interests held by 

the same person or persons, spouse, minor age child, same partner 
ship, corporation, trust or other entity, separately, in tenancy in com 
man or by other form of title. 0'.vnership shall be deemed to exist 
when a person or entity O'JJRS or controls ten percent or more of a lot 
or parcel, whether directly or through ownership or control or an entity 
having such mvnership or control. 

(8) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. RL-C zone applied. F-2 minimum lot size in­
creased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6. 1977. MUA-20 and EFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980. zone change from MUA-20 to EFU-38 for some 
properties. zone change from EFU-38 to EFU-76 for some properties. 
Ord. 236 & 238: 

(5) February 20. 1990. lot of record definition amended. Ord. 643: 

(6) April 5. 1997. EFU zone repealed and replaced with language in com­
pliance with 1993 Oregon Revised Statutes and 1994 Statewide Plan­
ning Goal 3 Oregon Administrative Rules for farmland. Ord. 876: 

(7) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A lot, parcel or tract 'Nhich satisfies the applicable requirements of MCC 
34 .2675 and front lot line minimums required may be occupied by any 
permitted or approved use when in compliance with the other require 
ments of this district. A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot 
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size for new parcels. less than the front lot line minimums required. or 
which does not meet the access requirements of MCC 34.2690 may be 
occupied by any allowed use. review use or conditional use when in com­
pliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D) The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Multiple Use Agriculture-20 (MUA-20) 

***** 

34.2815 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 34.2820 through 34.~2830 when found to comply with MCC 34.2855 
through 34.2885. 

34.2820 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record; aM, 

***** 

34.2825 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 34 .2820 (A) or (B), 
'.vhen the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 34 .2820 (C) or MCC 34.2825 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dv1elling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply VJith MCC 34.2825 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 34 .2820 (A) or 

fB1i 
(b) The standards of MCC 34.2855 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 34.0785 and 34.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 34.0510 and 34.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.2860~. 
***** 

34.2830 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) The following Conditional Uses may be permitted on lands not predomi­
nantly of Agricultural Capability Class I, II, or Ill soils: 

(1) Planned Developments for single family residences, as provided in 
MCC 34.4300 through 34.43704360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit developments" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(F) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.2860 (A) through 
(C) or 33.2860 (D). 

34.2855 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 34.2860, 34.2870, 34.2875 and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
20 acres. 

***** 

34.2860 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a tat parcel of less than 20 acres, after: 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 34.2855(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
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soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4. 2000; 

(3) Be compatible 'Nith accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
J.a.AGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

( 4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 34 .2800 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. i 

faj Satisfy the applicable standards of 'Nater supply, sewage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 34.2860 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 34 .2855 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot '.vhich is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 34.2855 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 34.2800. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allmved in this district. 

LW~ Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 

34.2870 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land for 
which a deed or other instrument dividing land was recorded with the De 
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partment of Administrative Services or \Vas in recordable form prior to Oc 
tober 6, 1977, and which, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 34.0005, for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10, 1958, SR zone applied: 

(2) July 10, 1958, F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9, 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6, 1977. MUA-20 zone applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13. 1983, zone change from EFU to MUA-20 for some proper­
ties. Ord. 395: 

(6) (Adoption date of this Ord.l. Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the ama minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. 9f less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 34.2885. may be occupied 
by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created •.vhen a street or 
zoning district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQ1fQj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 34.2860, 34.2875, and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 

fill The following shall not be deemed to be a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 
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34.2875 lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a Conditional Use permitted pursuant to MCC 34.2830, 
except subpart (C)(1) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to its impact on nearby proper­
ties; af\G 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district: and 

(0) A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Rural Residential (RR) 

***** 

34.3115 Uses 

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 34.3120 through 34.d4-W3130 when found to comply with MCC 34.3155 
through 34.3185. 

34.3120 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record; aflG, 

***** 

34.3125 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 34.3120 (A) or (B), 
when the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 34.3120 (C) or MCC 34.3125 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 34.3125 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 34.3120 (A) or 

tB* 
(b) The standards of MCC 34.3155 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
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pursuant to MCC 34.0785 and 34.0790. 
Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 34.0510 and 34.0515. 

***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.3160~. 
***** 

34.3130 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(B) The following Conditional Uses under the provisions of MCC 34.6300 
through 34.6660: 

***** 

(8) Planned Developments for single family residences as provided in 
MCC 34.4300 through 34.49704360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit developments" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(E) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.3160 (A) through 
(C) or 34.3160 (D). 

34.3155 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 34.3160, 34.3170, 34.3175 and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
five acres. For properties within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundarv. 
the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in the Oregon Adminis­
trative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004 (20 acre minimum as of October 
4. 2000). 

***** 

34.3160 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a tat parcel of less than five acres, after 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 34.3155(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
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overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings wore law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4, 2000; 

(3) Be compatible v1ith accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
laRGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 34.3100 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established.;-

f51 Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, sewage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 34.3160 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 34.3155 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 34.3155 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 34.3170. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings •.viii not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allm.ved in this district. 

!!llfE-1 Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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34.3170 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel: 
fB For which a deed or other instrument dividing land 'l.'as recorded with 

the Department of Administrative Services, or was in recordable form 
prior to October 6, 1977; and 

~ 'Nhich, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 34.0005. for 
the purooses of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. SR zone applied; 

(2) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6. 1977. RR zone applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13. 1983. zone change from MUF-19 toRR for some proper­
ties. Ord. 395: 

(6) October 4. 2000. Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004. 20 acre minimum lot size for properties within one mile of Urban 
Growth Boundarv: 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the 3fea minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. 9f less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 34.3185. may be occupied 
by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created when a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQ)fGj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 34.3160, 34.3175, and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 
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LQ.1 The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 

34.3175 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a conditional use permitted pursuant to MCC 34.3130, 
except subpart (8)(8) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to the impacts on nearby prop­
erties; ami 

(C)Consideration of the purposes of this district: and 

(D)A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 
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PART 4. ZONES. 
Rural Center (RC) 

34.3315 Uses 

***** 

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 34.3320 through 34.~3330 when found to comply with MCC 34.3355 
through 34.3385. 

34.3320 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record. 

***** 

34.3325 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 34 .3320 (A) or (B), 
when the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 34 .3320 (C) or MCC 34.3325 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 34 .3325 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 34.3320 (A) or 

(Sf, 
(b) The standards of MCC 34.3355 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 34.0785 and 34.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 34.0510 and 34.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.3360-f€1. 
***** 

34.3330 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) Planned Developments pursuant to the prov1s1ons of MCC 34.4300 
through 34.43704360. If the property is outside of an "acknowledged unin­
corporated community". then the applicable current "planned unit devel­
opments" standards within the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. 
Division 004 shall also be satisfied. 

***** 

(G) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 34.3360 (/\) through 
(C) or 34 .3360 (D). 

***** 

34.3355 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 34.3360, 34.3370, 34.3375 and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
one acre for those RC zoned lands inside the boundary of an "acknowl­
edged unincorporated community". For RC zoned properties outside an 
"acknowledged unincorporated community" the minimum lot size is two 
acres except for those properties within one· mile of the Urban Growth 
Boundary and then the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in 
the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. Division 004 (20 acre 
minimum as of October 4, 2000). 

***** 

34.3360 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a let parcel of less than one acre, aftef 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 34.3355(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
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overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4, 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
taRes Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 34.3300 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. i 

t§1 Satisfy the applicable standards of •.vater supply, se\\'age disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 34.3360 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 34 .3355 (A), and 
(2) The division •.viii create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 34 .3355 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent •.vith the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 34.3300. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allo1~t~ed in this district. 

!Wf&1 Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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34.3370 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land: 
(1) For which a deed or other instrument dividing land was recorded with 

the Department of Administrative Services, or was in recordable form, 
prior to October 6, 1 977; and 

(2) VVhich, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 34.0005, for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. SR and R zones applied: 

(2) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9. 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6. 1977. RC zone applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13. 1983. zone change to RC for some properties. Ord. 395: 

(6) October 4. 2000. Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004 applied a minimum 2 acre lot size to RC zoned areas outside "ac­
knowledged unincorporated communities" except where properties are 
within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundarv the minimum is 20 
acres: 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the 3fea minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. 9f less than the front lot line minimums required, or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 34.3385, may be occupied 
by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created when a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQ)fQj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 34.3360, 34.3375, and 34.4300 
through 34.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 
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LQ1 The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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Section 3. The following subsections of Multnomah County Code Volume II: 
Land Use, Chapter 35 East of Sandy River Rural Plan Area are amended as fol­
lows: 

PART 1. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Definitions 

35.0005 Definitions 

***** 

As used in this Chapter, unless the context requires otherwise, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the meanings provided below. 

***** 

(D) (1) Date of Creation and Existence- As used in the EFU and CFU dis­
tricts and applicable only to those districts. when a lot. parcel or tract is 
reconfigured pursuant to applicable law after November 4. 1993. the 
effect of which is to qualify a Lot of Record or tract for the siting of a 
dwelling. the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation orexis­
tence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundarv of the lot of 
record or tract. 

~fit Day Nursery- ***** 

Qlt21 Development- ***** 

!!}~Director-***** 

L§J(41 Drive-In-***** 

!§Jtaj Dwelling Unit-***** 

illte1 Dwelling (Duplex or Two-Unit) - ***** 

!lUA Dwelling (Single Family Detached)-***** 

!illt81 Dwelling (Multi-Plex Structure) - ***** 

llill~ Duplex Dwelling - ***** 
***** 

(H)(1) Habitable dwelling- An existing dwelling that: 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structure: 

(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink. toilet and bathing 
facilities connected to a sanitarv waste disposal system: 
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(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights: and 

(d) Has a heating system. 

~ Hearings Officer-***** 

(3) Heritage Tract Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in 
the EFU and the CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that in­
cludes a requirement for ownership of the lot or parcel prior to Januarv 
1 . 1985. The complete description of approval standards are in the use 
sections of the districts. 

!il~ High School - ***** 

!ill~ Highway (State)-***** 

,(W(41 Historical Building - ***** 

illtat Historical Resources-***** 

!lUte-) Home Occupation - ***** 

!rufB Horticulture - ***** 

llillt81 Hotel - ***** 
***** 

(L)(1) Large Acreage Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling 
in the CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that includes a re­
quirement for single ownership of 160 contiguous forest zoned acres or 
single ownership of 200 forest zoned acres in Multnomah County or 
adjacent counties that are not contiguous. The complete description of 
approval standards are in the use sections of the districts. 

illf41 Large Fill - ***** 

Q1 Lawfully established dwelling - A dwelling that was constructed in 
compliance with the laws in effect at the time of establishment. The 
laws in effect shall include zoning. land division and building code re­
quirements. Compliance with Building Code requirements shall mean 
that all permits necessarv to qualify the structure as a dwelling unit 
were obtained and all qualifying permitted work completed. 

!il~ Loading Space - ***** 
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~~ Lot- A unit of land created by a subdivision of land. see definition 
in MCC 35.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term ap­
pears in this Chapter. a Lot may also mean a A plot lot. parcel (result 
of partitioning). or area of land owned by or under the lawful control 
and in the lawful possession of one distinct ownership. 

!illt41 Lot Area - ***** 

illt§1 Lot (Corner) - ***** 

!Wt€4 Lot Coverage - ***** 

fillfB Lot Lines-***** 

UQlt&) Lot Line (Front) - ***** 

L1Dt91 Lot Line (Rear) - ***** 

!1llf4-Qj Lot Line (Side)-***** 

(13)Lot of Record - Subject to additional provisions within each Zoning 
District. a Lot of Record is a parcel. lot. or a group thereof which when 
created and when reconfigured (a) satisfied all applicable zoning laws 
and (b) satisfied all applicable land division laws. Those laws shall in­
clude all required zoning and land division review procedures. deci­
sions. and conditions of approval. 

(a) "Satisfied all applicable zoning laws" shall mean: the parcel. lot. or 
group thereof was created and. if applicable. reconfigured in full 
compliance with all zoning minimum lot size. dimensional stan­
dards. and access requirements. 

(b) "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall mean the parcel or 
lot was created: 

1. By a subdivision plat under the applicable subdivision require­
ments in effect at the time: or 

2. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was recorded with the Recording Section 
of the public office responsible for public records prior to Octo­
ber19. 1978:or 

3. By a deed. or a sales contract dated and signed by the parties 
to the transaction. that was in recordable form prior to October 
19. 1978:or 
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4. By partitioning land under the applicable land partitioning re­
quirements in effect on or after October 19. 1978: and 

5. "Satisfied all applicable land division laws" shall also mean that 
any subsequent boundarv reconfiguration completed on or after 
December 28. 1993 was approved under the property line ad­
justment provisions of the land division code. (See Date of 
Creation and Existence for the effect of property line adjust­
ments on qualifying a Lot of Record for the siting of a dwelling in 
the EFU and CFU districts.) 

(c) Separate Lots of Record shall be recognized and may be parti­
tioned congruent with an "acknowledged unincorporated commu­
nity" boundarv which intersects a Lot of Record. 

1. Partitioning of the Lot of Record along the boundarv shall re­
quire review and approval under the provisions of the land divi­
sion part of this Chapter. but not be subject to the minimum area 
and access requirements of this district. 

2. An "acknowledged unincorporated community boundarv'' is one 
that has been established pursuant to OAR Chapter 660, Divi­
sion 22. 

llilf441 Lot Width - ***** 
***** 

(M) (4) Mortgage Lot- A lot having less than the minimum area required un 
der this Chapter, created out of a tract which itself conforms to lot area 
requirements, to enable the contract purchaser of the tract to finance 
construction of a single family residence thereon. An area of land cre­
ated solely for the purposes of financing a dwelling. A Mortgage Lot is 
not a Lot of Record and shall not be conveyed separate from the Lot of 
Record out of which it was described. The tax roll accounts of the 
Mortgage Lot and the parent Lot of Record shall be consolidated into 
one account when title to both is secured. A Mortgage Lot may be cre­
ated only in the EFU and CFU districts. 

***** 

(P) (1) Parcel -A unit of land created by a partitioning of land. see definition 
in MCC 35.7705. Depending upon the context in which the term ap­
pears in this Chapter, Parcel and Lot may at times be used inter­
changeably. 

(1) Permit Section The division of the Department of Environmental 
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Services authorized to issue building and other land development per 
mits or its designee. 

***** 

(R) (3) Recordable form ~A form sufficient to create the parcel on the date 
the document was signed if the deed or land sales contract had been 
recorded with the office responsible for public records. Characteristics 
of recordable form include a complete description of the property. the 
consideration given. and verification of the transaction by a witness 
such as a Notarv Public. 

!i),~ Recreational Vehicle Park - ***** 

~t41 Residential Care Facility - ***** 

Lilltat Residential Home - ***** 

illte-1 Residential Trailer- ***** 

!Wf71 Residential Treatment Facility'-***** 

fill~ Road (County) - ***** 
***** 

(T) (1) Template Dwelling- A type of single family detached dwelling in the 
CFU zoning districts with approval criteria that includes a requirement 
that a certain number of parcels and dwellings exist within a 160-acre 
square (map template) centered on the subject tract. The complete de­
scription of requirements are in the use sections of the district. 

illf41 Timber Growing - ***** 

QJ~ Trade School - ***** 

!i),~ Two-Unit Dwelling - ***** 
***** 

35.0015 Zoning Map 
***** 

(B) A paper version of the Zoning Map and each amendment thereto shall be 
and remain on file in the office of the Director of the Division of Land Use 
Planning Department of Environmental Services. 

(1) The set of paper Zoning Maps with the cover page dated the 15th of 
November. 1962 and signed by the Board of County Commissioners 
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shall be deemed to be the accurate depiction of the Zoning Maps 
adopted for successive geographic areas from April 19. 1955 through 
December 11. 1958. 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Commercial Forest Use-3 (CFU-3) 

35.2000 Purposes 

The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect 
designated lands for continued commercial growing and harvesting of timber and 
the production of wood fiber and other forest uses; to conserve and protect wa­
tersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect scenic val­
ues; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and 
other uses which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive 
Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial Forest Land; the Commercial Forest Use 
policies of the East of Sandy River Rural Area Plan, and to minimize potential 
hazards or damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

One of the implementation tools to carry out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on February 20. 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

35.2010 Definitions 
As used in MCC 35.2000 through 35.2110, unless otherwise noted, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(D) Contiguous - Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundary. 
excepting a single point. and shall include. but not be limited to. parcels or 
lots separated only by an alley. street or other right-of-way. 

Cubic Foot Per Acre - ***** 

Cubic Foot Per Tract Per Year-***** 

fF-1 Date of Creation and Existence 'Nhen a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig 
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993, the effect of 
which is to qualify a lot of record pursuant to MCC 33.2075 or tract for the 
siting of a dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation 
or existence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundary of the lot 
of record or tract. · 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessory interests held by 
the same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership. 
corporation. trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 
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other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illfFI-1 Tract - One or more contiguous Lots of Record, pursuant to MCC 
35.2075, in the same ownership. A tract shall not be considered to consist 
of less than the required acreage because it is crossed by a public road or 
waterway. Lots that are contiguous with a common boundary of only a 
single point are not a tract. 

35.2015 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 35.2020 through 35.~2030 when found to comply with MCC 35.2045 
through 35.2110. 

35.2020 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established 
single family habitable dwelling subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dv;elling 
(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior v;iring for interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

ill~ Satisfies t Ihe dimensional standards of MCC 35.2060 are satis­
fied; and 

ill~ Satisfies t Ihe development standards of MCC 35.21 05(A)(5) and 
(B) are satisfied if aR the expansion tRat exceeds 400 square feet of 
ground coverage. 

(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot, subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing 
dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .; 
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(a) Has intact exterior ~.ovalls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ing; and 

(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional standards of 
MCC 35.2060 and the development standards of MCC 35.2105. 

***** 

35.2025 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, 
subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allmNable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ffi9i 

(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional 
standards of MCC 35.2060 and the development standards of MCC 
35.2105. 

(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habit­
able dwelling on the same lot when the restoration or replacement is made 
necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disaster, subject to the follow­
ing: 

(1) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from 
the occurrence of the fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior 
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dwelling location shall satisfy the dimensional standards of MCC 
35.2060 and the development standards of MCC 35.2105. 

(3) The existing dwelling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natural disas 
teF. 
(a) Had intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary •.vaste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior v;iring for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 

***** 

35.2060 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 35.2065, 35.2070, 35.2075, and 35.2080, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

***** 

35.2075 Lot of Record 

(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 35.0005. ~for 
the purposes of this district., a Lot of Record is either: 

(1) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel •.vas re 

corded •.vith the Department of General Services, or •.vas in record 
able form prior to August 14, 1 980; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable la•.vs when the parcel was created; 
aOO 

(c) VVhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
35.2060, or 

(2) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel •.vas re 

corded \Nith the Department of General Services, or •.vas in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) 'Nhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcel was created; 
(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 35.2060; 

aOO 
(d) VVhich is not contiguous to another substandard parcel or parcels 

under the same ownership, or 
(3) A group of contiguous parcels of land: 

(a) For ·.vhich deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were re 
corded with the Department of General Services, or were in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcels were created; 
(c) VVhich individually do not meet the minimum lot size requirements 
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of MCC 35.2060, but, 'Nhen considered in combination, comply as 
nearly as possible 'Nith a minimum lot size of nineteen acres, with 
out creating any ne'.v lot line; and 

(d) VVhich are held under the same ownership. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownership on February 20. 1990. or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20. 1990; 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination, shall be 
aggregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres, without 
creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot, or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots, with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size re­
quirement when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels 
or lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. 
and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 

40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 

(3) Exceptions to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

lot 

(a) Where two contiguous parcels or lots are each developed with a 
lawfully established habitable dwelling. the parcels or lots shall be 
Lots of Record that remain separately transferable. even if they 
were held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(b) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot Size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Contiguous refers to parcels of land which have any common bound 

ary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
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parcels separated only by an alley, street or other right of way. 
(2) Substandard Parcel refers to a parcel v1hioh does not satisfy the mini 

mum lot size requirements of MCC 35.2060 afl€1. 
(3) Same Ownership refers to parcels in \Nhioh greater than possessory in 

terests are held by the same person or persons, spouse, minor age 
child, single partnership or business entity, separately or in tenancy in 
common. 

(8) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6, 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980, MUF-19 & 38 and CFU-80 zones applied, Ord. 236 & 
238: 

(5) Februarv 20, 1990, Lot of Record definition amended. Ord. 643: 

(6) Januarv 7. 1993. MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80. Ord. 743 & 
745: 

(7) August 8. 1998. CFU-3 zone applied, Ord. 916: 

(8) (Adoption date), Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. 
less than the front lot line minimums required, or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 35.2090. may be occupied by any allowed 
use. permitted review use or approved conditional use when in compli­
ance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate paroel, containing an 
area less than that required by MCC 35.2060 (A), created solely for the 
purposes of financing a dwelling. Such a paroel shall be considered a 
Mortgage Lot, subject to the follm.ving: 
(1) A Mortgage Lot may be created without review providing the remainder 

of the Lot of Record is not developed \Nith a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a 

dwelling. 
(3) A Mortgage Lot shall not be conveyed as a lot separate from the tract 

out of whish it was created. 
(4) The tax roll accounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be son 
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solidated into one account when title to both parcels is secured. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot.· 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Commercial Forest Use-4 (CFU-4) 

35.2200 Purposes 

The purposes of the Commercial Forest Use District are to conserve and protect 
designated lands for continued commercial growing and harvesting of timber and 
the production of wood fiber and other forest uses; to conserve and protect wa­
tersheds, wildlife habitats and other forest associated uses; to protect scenic val­
ues; to provide for agricultural uses; to provide for recreational opportunities and 
other uses which are compatible with forest use; implement Comprehensive 
Framework Plan Policy 11, Commercial Forest Land, the Commercial Forest Use 
policies of the East of Sandy River Rural Area Plan; and to minimize potential 
hazards or damage from fire, pollution, erosion or urban development. 

One of the implementation tools to carrv out the purooses of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on Februarv 20, 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

35.2210 Definitions 
As used in MCC 35.2200 through 35.2310, unless otherwise noted, the following 
words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(D) Contiguous - Refers to parcels or lots which have any common boundarv, 
excepting a single point. and shall include. but not be limited to. parcels or 
lots separated only by an alley. street or other right-of-way. 

Cubic Foot Per Acre - ***** 

Cubic Foot Per Tract Per Year- ***** 

fFj Date of Creation and Exfstenoe VVhen a lot, parcel or tract is reconfig 
ured pursuant to applicable law after November 4, 1993, the effect of 
'.Vhich is to qualify a lot of record pursuant to MCC 35.2275 or tract for the 
siting of a dwelling, the date of the reconfiguration is the date of creation 
or existence. Reconfigured means any change in the boundary of the lot 
of record or tract. 

***** 

(H)Heritage Traot A tract of land that was acquired by the present owner: 
(1) Prior to January 1, 1 985; or 
(2) By devise or by intestate succession by an antecedent of the person 

who acquired the lot or parcel prior to January 1, 1985. 
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(3) For purposes of this definition, "antecedent" includes the wife, hus 
band, son, daughter, mother, father, brother, brother in law, sister, sis 
tor in law, son in law, daughter in law, mother in law, father in law, 
aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, stepchild, grandparent or 
grandchild of the ovmer or a business entity ovmed by any one or 
combination of these family members. 

(H) Same Ownership - Refers to greater than possessory interests held by 
the same person or persons. spouse, minor age child, same partnership, 
corporation, trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel, whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

(I) Tract- One or more contiguous Lots of Record, pursuant to MCC 35.2275, 
in the same ownership. A tract shall not be considered to consist of less 
than the required acreage because it is crossed by a public road or wa­
terway. Lots that are contiguous with a common boundary of only a single 
point are not a tract. 

35.2215 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 35.2220 through 35.~2240 when found to comply with MCC 35.2245 
through 35.2310. 

35.2220 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(D) Alteration, maintenance, or expansion of an existing lawfully established 
single family habitable dwelling subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling 
(a) Has intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior v;iring for interior lights; and 
(d) Has a heating system. 

ill~ Satisfies t Ihe dimensional standards of MCC 35.2260 are satis­
fied; and 

illtJt Satisfies t Ihe development standards of MCC 35.2305(A)(5) and 
(B) are satisfied if an the expansion tHat exceeds 400 square feet of 
ground coverage. 
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(E) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot, subject to the following: 

(1) The replacement dwelling will be located within 200 feet of the existing 
dwelling; and 

(2) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior \Valls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior \Niring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
ing; and 

(3) The replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional standards of 
MCC 35.2260 and the development standards of MCC 35.2305. 

***** 

35.2225 Review Uses 

(A) Replacement of an existing lawfully established single family habitable 
dwelling on the same lot more than 200 feet from the existing dwelling, 
subject to the following: 

(1) The existing dwelling is removed. demolished or converted to an al­
lowable nonresidential use within three months of the completion of the 
replacement dwelling: and .;. 

(a) Has intact exterior \Valls and roof structures; 
(b) Has indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Has interior wiring for interior lights; 
(d) Has a heating system; and 
(e) Is removed, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential 

use within three months of the completion of the replacement dwell 
iAffi 

(2) The location of the replacement dwelling shall satisfy the dimensional 
standards of MCC 35.2260 and the development standards of MCC 
35.2305. 
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(B) Restoration or replacement of a lawfully established single family habit­
able dwelling on the same lot when the restoration or replacement is made 
necessary by fire, other casualty or natural disaster, subject to the follow­
ing: 

(1) Restoration or replacement shall be commenced within one year from 
the occurrence of the fire, casualty or natural disaster; and 

(2) A replacement dwelling located more than 200 feet from the prior 
dwelling location shall satisfy the dimensional standards of MCC 
35.2260 and the development standards of MCC 35.2305. 

(3) The existing d\velling at the time of the fire, casualty, or natural disas 
teF. 
(a) Had intact exterior walls and roof structures; 
(b) Had indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing 

facilities connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(c) Had interior '~tiring for interior lights; and 
(d) Had a heating system. 

***** 

35.2240 Template and Heritage Tract Dwellings 
***** 

(B)A heritage tract dwelling may be sited, subject to the following: 

(1) On a tract: 

(a) That is not developed with a single family residence, and 

(b) That is not capable of producing 5,000 cubic feet per year of com­
mercial tree species based on soil type, and 

(c) That is located within 1,500 feet of a dedicated public right-of-way 
that provides or will provide access to the subject tract. 

1. The public right-of-way shall be maintained to the standards set 
forth in the County Right-of-Way Access Permit, and 

2. The public right-of-way shall not be a U.S. Forest Service road 
or Bureau of Land Management road. 

(d) For which deeds or other instruments creating the lots or parcels 
were recorded with the Department of General Services, or were in 
recordable form prior to January 1, 1985; and 
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(e) That is comprised of lots or parcels that were lawfully created; and 

(f) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the 
Lot of Record section. +!hat was acquired by the present owner: 

1. Prior to January 1, 1985; or 

2. By devise or by intestate succession by an antecedent of the 
person who acquired the lot or parcel prior to January 1, 1985. 

3. For purposes of this subsection, "antecedent" includes the wife, 
husband, son, daughter, mother, father, brother, brother-in-law, 
sister, sister-in-law, son-in-law, daughter-in-law, mother-in-law, 
father-in-law, aunt, uncle, niece, nephew, stepparent, stepchild, 
grandparent or grandchild of the owner or a business entity 
owned by any one or combination of these family members. 

***** 

35.2260 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 35.2265, 35.2270, 35.2275, and 35.2280, the 
minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 80 acres. 

***** 

35.2275 Lot of Record 

(A) In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 35.0005. ~for 
the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is either: 

( 1 ) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel \vas re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to August 14, 1 980; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcel was created; 
aOO 

(c) VVhich satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
35.2260, or 

(2) A parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or was in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) Which satisfied all applicable lav:s when the parcel was created; 
(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 35.2260; 

aOO 
(d) Which is not contiguous to another substandard parcel or parcels 
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under the same ownership, or 
(3) A group of contiguous parcels of land: 

(a) For Yt'hich deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were re 
corded 1Nith the Department of General Services, or were in record 
able form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) 'Nhich satisfied all applicable laws when the parcels were created; 
(c) 'Nhich individually do not meet the minimum lot size requirements 

of MCC 35.2260, but, when considered in combination, comply as 
nearly as possible with a minimum lot size of nineteen acres, 1Nith 
out creating any new lot line; and 

(d) VVhich are.held under the same ownership. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownershiP on February 20. 1990. or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20, 1990; 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall beag­
gregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without 
creating any new lot line. 

1 . Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. There shall be an exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size re­
quirement when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels 
or lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. 
and then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 97 of 123 
04/15/02 



40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 

40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 
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(3) Exceptions to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where two contiguous parcels or lots are each developed with a 
lawfully established habitable dwelling. the parcels or lots shall be 
Lots of Record that remain separately transferable. even if they 
were held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(b) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot Size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on February 20. 1990. 

(c) Dis-aggregation of a Lot of Record for consideration of a new tem­
plate or heritage tract dwelling may be allowed subject to the stan­
dards in (E) below. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Contiguous refers to parcels of land 'Nhich have any common bound 

ary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
parcels separated only by an alley, street or other right of way. 

(2) Substandard Parcel refers to a parcel which does not satisfy the mini 
mum lot size requirements of MCC 35.2260 a-M 

(3) Same Ownership refers to parcels in which greater than possessory in 
terests are held by the same person or persons, spouse, minor age 
child, single partnership or business entity, separately or in tenancy in 
common. 

(B) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6. 1977. MUF-20 and CFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980, MUF-19 & 38 and .CFU-80 zones applied, Ord. 236 & 
238• 
~ 

(5) February 20. 1990. Lot of Record definition amended, Ord. 643: 

(6) January 7. 1993, MUF-19 & 38 zones changed to CFU-80. Ord. 743 & 
745• 
~ 
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(7) August 8. 1998. CFU-4 zone applied. Ord. 916: 

(8) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot size for new parcels. 
less than the front lot line minimums required. or which does not meet the 
access requirements of MCC 35.2290. may be occupied by any allowed 
use. permitted review use or approved conditional use when in compli­
ance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D)A Lot of Record may be comprised of a separate parcel, containing an 
area less than that required by MCC 35.2260 (A), created solely for the 
purposes of financing a dvtelling. Such a parcel shall be considered a 
Mortgage Lot, subject to the follmving: 
(1) A Mortgage Lot may be created without revie\N providing the remainder 

of the Lot of Record is not developed with a residence. 
(2) The remainder of the Lot of Record shall be ineligible for a permit for a 

dwelling. 
(3) A Mortgage Lot shall not be conveyed as a lot separate from the tract 

out of which it v;as created. 
(4) The tax roll accounts of the Mortgage Lot and parent lot shall be con 

solidated into one account when title to both parcels is secured. 
The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses. 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 

(E) Dis-aggregation of Lots of Record existing on or before August 8, 1998, 
being the effective date of Ordinance 916. 

(1) A Lot of Record may be dis-aggregated for consideration of a new 
dwelling under MCC 35.2240 if: 

(a) It consists of two legally created, aggregated lots or parcels and: 

1. The dis-aggregation occurs along existing lot or parcel lines 
without creating any new lots or parcels; 

2. One of the lots or parcels is currently developed with a legally 
established dwelling; 
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3. The lot or parcel on which application will be made for the new 
dwelling is less than 19 acres; and 

4. The lots or parcels constituting the dis-aggregated Lot of Record 
were owned by the current owner in the same ownership prior to 
January 1, 1985. 

(b) It consists of three or more lots or parcels and: 

1. Only one lot of less than 19 acres shall be dis-aggregated; 

2. The remaining lots or parcels shall be combined into a single lot; 
and 

3. The dis-aggregation occurs along existing lot or parcel lines 
without creating any new lots or parcels; 

4. One of the lots or parcels is currently developed with a legally 
established dwelling; 

5. The lot or parcel on which application will be made for the new 
dwelling is less than 19 acres; and 

6. The lots or parcels constituting the dis-aggregated Lot of Record 
were owned by the current owner in the same ownership prior to 
January 1, 1985. 

(2) A property that was originally a portion of a Lot of Record that would 
otherwise satisfy the standards of 35.2275(E)(1) above, but has sub­
sequently been legally transferred to another owner, may be devel­
oped with a single family dwelling if found to satisfy the standards of 
MCC 35.2240 (A) or (B). 

***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Exclusive,Farm Use (EFU) 

35.2600 Purpose 

The purposes of the Exclusive Farm Use District are to preserve and maintain 
agricultural lands for farm use consistent with existing and future needs for agri­
cultural products, forests and open spaces; to conserve and protect scenic and 
wildlife resources, to maintain and improve the quality of the air, water and land 
resources of the County and to establish criteria and standards for farm uses and 
related and compatible uses which are deemed appropriate. Land within this dis­
trict shall be used exclusively for farm uses as provided in the Oregon Revised 
Statutes Chapter 215 and the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660, Division 
33 as interpreted by this Exclusive Farm Use code section. 

One of the implementation tools to carrv out the purposes of this District is a Lot 
of Record requirement to group into larger "Lots of Record" those contiguous 
parcels and lots that were in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. This re­
quirement is in addition to all "tract" grouping requirements of State Statute and 
Rule. 

***** 

35.2610 Definitions 
As used in MCC 35.2600 through MCC 35.2690, unless otherwise noted, the fol­
lowing words and their derivations shall have the following meanings: 

***** 

(C) Contiguous refers to parcels or lots of land which have any common 
boundary, excepting a single point, and shall include, but not be limited to, 
parcels or lots separated only by an alley, street or other right-of-way. 

***** 

(H) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessorv interests held by the 
same person or persons. spouse. minor age child. same partnership. cor­
poration. trust or other entity. separately. in tenancy in common or by 
other form of title. Ownership shall be deemed to exist when a person or 
entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot or parcel. whether di­
rectly or through ownership or control or an entity having such ownership 
or control. 

illfl=4 Suitable for farm use***** 

W}fij Tract means one or more contiguous lots in the same ownership. 

35.2615 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
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hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC ~35.2620 through -:-2G4435.2630 when found to comply with MCC 
35.2660 through 35.2690. 

***** 

35.2620 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(L) Alteration, restoration or replacement of a lawfully established habitable 
dwelling~ that has: 

(1) Intact exterior walls and roof structure; 
(2) Indoor plumbing consisting of a kitchen sink, toilet and bathing facili 

ties connected to a sanitary waste disposal system; 
(3) Interior v1iring for interior lights; and 
(4) A heating system. 

In the case of a replacement dwelling, the existing dwelling is must be re­
moved, demolished or converted to an allowable nonresidential use within 
three months of the completion of the replacement dwelling. 

***** 

35.2625 Review Uses 
***** 

(F) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land not identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

35.2630 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when approved by the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.6300 to 35.ed4Q6335: 

***** 

(0) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 

(P) Notwithstanding the same ownership grouping requirements of the Lot of 
Record section. a A single family heritage tract dwelling may be allowed 
on land identified as high-value farmland when: 

***** 
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35.2670 Lot Line Adjustment 

(A) An adjustment of the common lot line between contiguous legal lots Lots 
of Record may be authorized based on a finding that: 

(1) All dwellings that were situated on the same lot prior to the adjust­
ments must remain together on the reconfigured lot; and 

(2) The dimensional requirements of MCC 35.2660(A) and (C) are met; 
or 

(3) The reconfigured lot areas will each retain the same lot area that ex­
isted prior to the exchange. 

The decision of the Planning Director may be appealed to the approval au 
thority pursuant to MCC 35.0785 and 35.0790. 

35.2675 Lot, Parcel and Tract Requirement Lot of Record 

(A) The Lot, Parcel and Tract requirement shall be applied to all uses in this 
district except for Single Family Heritage Tract Dwellings: MCC 35.2625 
(F), MCC 35.2630 (0) or MCC 35.2630 (P). In addition to the Lot of Re­
cord definition standards in MCC 35.0005. ~ for the purposes of this dis­
trict a Lot of Record is either: , a lot, parcel or tract is defined as: 

(1) A lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel was re 

corded with the Department of Environmental Services or its 
predecessors: and 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel vJas created; and 

(c) Which satisfies the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
35.2660, or 

(2) A lot or parcel of land: 
(a) For which a deed or other instrument creating the parcel •.vas re 

corded with the Department of General Services, or ·.vas in re 
cordable form prior to February 20, 1 990; 

(b) VVhich satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 
divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel was created; and 

(c) Does not meet the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 
35.2660; and 

(d) 'Nhich was not contiguous to another substandard parcel or par 
eels under the same ownership on or after February 20, 1990, or 

(3) A Tract of land: 
(a) For which deeds or other instruments creating the parcels were 

recorded with the Department of General Services, or \Vere in re 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 1 04 of 123 
04/15/02 



cordable form prior to February 20, 1 990; 
(b) Which satisfied all applicable laws, including but not limited to land 

divisions and zoning ordinance, when the parcel was created; and 
(c) VVhich ~vvere held under the same ownership on or after February 

20, 1990;and 
(d) VVhich individually do not meet the minimum lot or parcel size re 

quirements of MCC 35.2660, but, when considered in combina 
tieR7 
1. One legal lot or parcel shall comply nearly as possible •.vith a 

minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any new lot 
lines; or 

2. More than one legal lot or parcel, each property must comply 
with the minimum area of nineteen acres, without creating any 
new property line. 

(1) A parcel or lot which was not contiguous to any other parcel or lot un­
der the same ownership on February 20. 1990, or 

(2) A group of contiguous parcels or lots: 

(a) Which were held under the same ownership on February 20, 1990; 
and 

(b) Which. individually or when considered in combination. shall be ag­
gregated to comply with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. without 
creating any new lot line. 

1. Each Lot of Record proposed to be segregated from the con­
tiguous group of parcels or lots shall be a minimum of 19 acres 
in area using existing legally created lot lines and shall not result 
in any remainder individual parcel or lot. or remainder of con­
tiguous combination of parcels or lots. with less than 19 acres in 
area. 

2. An exception to the 19 acre minimum lot size requirement shall 
occur when the entire same ownership grouping of parcels or 
lots was less than 19 acres in area on February 20. 1990. and 
then the entire grouping shall be one Lot of Record. 

3. Three examples of how parcels and lots shall be aggregated are 
shown below with the solid thick line outlining individual Lots of 
Record: 
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40 acre lot 15 acre 
lot 

Example 1: 
One 55 acre Lot of Record 

40 acre lot 15 acre 15 acre 
lot 

Example 2: 
One 40 acre Lot of Record and 

one 30 acre Lot of Record 

10 acre lot 5 acre lot 3 acre 
lot 

Example 3: 
One 18 acre Lot of Record 
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(3) Exception to the standards of (A)(2) above: 

(a) Where approval for a "Lot of Exception" or a parcel smaller than 19 
acres under the "Lot size for Conditional Uses" provisions has been 
given by the Hearing Authority and the parcel was subsequently 
lawfully created. then the parcel shall be a Lot of Record that re­
mains separately transferable. even if the parcel was contiguous to 
another parcel held in the same ownership on Februarv 20. 1990. 

(B) For the purposes of this subsection: 
(1) Substandard Lot or Paroel refers to a parcel which does not satisfy 

the minimum lot size requirements of MCC 34 .2660; and 
(2) Same Ownership refers to greater than possessory interests held by 

the same person or persons, spouse, minor age child, same partner 
ship, corporation, trust or other entity, separately, in tenancy in com 
man or by other form of title. Ovmership shall be deemed to exist 
when a person or entity owns or controls ten percent or more of a lot 
or parcel, \Vhether directly or through ownership or control or an entity 
having such ownership or control. 

(8) In this district. significant dates and ordinances applicable for verifying 
zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10, 1958, F-2 zone applied: 

(2) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(3) October 6. 1977, MUA-20 and EFU-38 zones applied. Ord. 148 & 149: 

(4) August 14. 1980. zone change from MUA-20 to EFU-38 for some 
properties. Ord. 236 & 238: 

(5) Februarv 20, 1990. lot of record definition amended, Ord. 643: 

(6) April 5. 1997, EFU zone repealed and replaced with language in com­
pliance with 1993 Oregon Revised Statutes and 1994 Statewide Plan­
ning Goal 3 Oregon Administrative Rules for farmland. Ord. 876: 

(7) (Adoption date). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(C) A lot, parcel or tract which satisfies the applicable requirements of MCC 
35.2675 and front lot line minimums required may be occupied by any 
permitted or approved use when in compliance with the other require 
ments of this district. A Lot of Record which has less than the minimum lot 
size for new parcels. less than the front lot line minimums required, or 
which does not meet the access requirements of MCC 35.2690 may be 
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occupied by any allowed use. review use or conditional use when in com­
pliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(D) The following shall not be deemed a Lot of Record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest: 

(3) A Mortgage Lot. 

(4) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Multiple Use Agriculture-20 (MUA-20) 

***** 

35.2815 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 35.2820 through 35.~2830 when found to comply with MCC 35.2855 
through 35.2885. 

35.2820 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record; aRG, 

***** 

35.2825 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 35.2820 (A) or (B), 
•.vhen the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 35.2820 (C) or MCC 35.2825 (A), subject to the follmving conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 35.2825 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 35.2820 (A) or 

fB1i 
(b) The standards of MCC 35.2855 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 35.0785 and 35.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 35.0510 and 35.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.2860--f&j. 
***** 

35.2830 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) The following Conditional Uses may be permitted on lands not predomi­
nantly of Agricultural Capability Class I, .II, or Ill soils: 

(1) Planned Developments for single family residences, as provided in 
MCC 35.4300 through 35.43704360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit developments" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(F) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.2860 (A) through 
(C) or 35.2860 (D). 

35.2855 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 35.2860, 35.2870, 35.2875 and 35.4300 
through 34.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
20 acres. 

***** 

35.2860 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a let parcel of less than 20 acres, aftef 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 35.2855(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 

Lot of Record Ordinance - Page 110 of 123 
04/15/02 



soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4. 2000; 

(3) Be compatible \Nith accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
taAGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 34.2800 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established. r 

f§j Satisfy the applicable standards of •.vater supply, se•.vage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 35.2860 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 35.2855 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot v1hich is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 35.2855 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 35.2800. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allowed in this district. 

fill~ Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 

35.2870 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land for 
which a deed or other instrument dividing land was recorded with the De 
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partment of Administrative Services or was in recordable form prior to Oc 
tober 6, 1977, and which, when established, satisfied all applicable lmvs. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 35.0005. for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include. but are not limited to. the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. SR zone applied: 

(2) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9. 1975. F-2 minimum lot size increased. Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6. 1977. MUA-20 zone applied, Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13, 1983, zone change from EFU to MUA-20 for some proper­
ties. Ord. 395: 

(6) (Adoption date of this Ord.). Lot of Record section amended. Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the area minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. er less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 35.2885. may be occupied 
by any allowed use, permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created 'Nhen a street or 
zoning district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

(QlfGt Except as otherwise provided by MCC 35.2860, 35.2875, and 35.4300 
through 35.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 

LQl The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 
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35.2875 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a Conditional Use permitted pursuant to MCC 35.2830, 
except subpart (C)(1) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to its impact on nearby proper­
ties; afld 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district; and 

(0) A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 

***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Rural Residential (RR) 

***** 

35.3115 Uses 
No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 35.3120 through 35.~3130 when found to comply with MCC 35.3155 
through 34.3185. 

35.3120 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a l 
bot of Record; aRG, 

***** 

35.3125 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 35.3120 (A) or (B), 
\Vhen the dwelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 35.3120 (C) or MCC 35.3125 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply with MCC 35.3125 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 35.3120 (A) or 

tBf,-
(b) The standards of MCC 35.3155 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between d·Nellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 35.0785 and 35.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 35.0510 and 35.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.3160~. 
***** 

35.3130 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(B) The following Conditional Uses under the provisions of MCC 35.6300 
through 35.6660: 

***** 

(8) Planned Developments for single family residences as provided in 
MCC 35.4300 through 35.49+G4360 and the applicable current 
"planned unit developments" standards within the Oregon Administra­
tive Rules Chapter 660. Division 004; 

***** 

(E) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.3160 (A) through 
(C) or 34.3160 (D). 

35.3155 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 35.3160, 35.3170, 35.3175 and 35.4300 
through 35.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
five acres. For properties within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundary, 
the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in the Oregon Adminis­
trative Rules Chapter 660, Division 004 (20 acre minimum as of October 
4, 2000). 

***** 

35.3160 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a tat parcel of less than five acres, aftef 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 35.3155(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 
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(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4. 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
laAGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent with the purposes described in MCC 35.3100 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established.~ 

f51 Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, se·Nage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 35.3160 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 35.3155 (A), and 
(2) The division will create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 35.3155 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 35.3170. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of dwellings will not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allowed in this district. 

illlfet Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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35.3170 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel: 
fB For which a deed or other instrument dividing land '.vas recorded 'Nith 

the Department of Administrative Services, or was in recordable form 
prior to October 6, 1 977; and 

~ VVhich, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 35.0005, for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

(1) July 10. 1958. SR zone applied: 

(2) July 10. 1958. F-2 zone applied; 

(3) December 9. 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased, Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6. 1977. RR zone applied, Ord. 148 & 149: 

(5) October 13. 1983. zone change from MUF-19 to RR for some proper­
ties, Ord. 395: 

(6) October 4. 2000. Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004, 20 acre minimum lot size for properties within one mile of Urban 
Growth Boundarv; 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.), Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the area minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. Gf less than the front lot line minimums required. or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 35.3185, may be occupied 
by any allowed use. permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created 1Nhen a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

LQJtGt Except as otherwise provided by MCC 35.3160, 35.3175, and 35.4300 
through 35.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 
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LQl The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purposes: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 

35.3175 Lot Sizes for Conditional Uses 
The minimum lot size for a conditional use permitted pursuant to MCC 35.3130, 
except subpart (8)(8) thereof, shall be based upon: 

(A) The site size needs of the proposed use; 

(B) The nature of the proposed use in relation to the impacts on nearby prop­
erties; afld 

(C) Consideration of the purposes of this district: and 

(D) A finding that the lot or parcel is at least two acres in area. 
***** 
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PART 4. ZONES 
Rural Center (RC) 

35.3315 Uses 

***** 

No building, structure or land shall be used and no building or structure shall be 
hereafter erected, altered or enlarged in this district except for the uses listed in 
MCC 35.3320 through 35.~3330 when found to comply with MCC 35.3355 
through 35.3385. 

35.3320 Allowed Uses 
***** 

(C) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling constructed on a t 
,bot of Record. 

***** 

35.3325 Review Uses 

(A) Residential use, consisting of a single family dwelling constructed off-site, 
including a mobile or modular home placed on a Lot of Record, subject to 
the following conditions: 

(1) Construction shall comply with the standards of the Building Code or 
as prescribed in ORS 446.002 through 446.200, relating to mobile 
homes. 

(2) The dwelling shall be attached to a foundation for which a building 
permit has been obtained. 

(3) The dwelling shall have a minimum floor area of 600 square feet. 

(B) Residential use consisting of a single family dwelling for the housing of 
help required to carry out a primary use listed in MCC 35.3320 (A) or (B), 
•.vhen the dvJelling occupies the same lot as a residence permitted by 
MCC 35.3320 (C) or MCC 35.3325 (A), subject to the following conditions: 
(1) In the event the dwelling is constructed off site, construction shall 

comply ·.vith MCC 35.3325 (A) (1) and (3). 
(2) The location of the dwelling shall be subject to approval of the Planning 

Director on a finding that: 
(a)The use is needed to carry out a use listed in MCC 35.3320 (A) or 

tB* 
(b) The standards of MCC 35.3355 (C) through (E) are satisfied; and 
(c) The minimum distance between dwellings will be 20 feet. 

(3) The decision of the Director may be appealed to the Hearings Officer 
pursuant to MCC 35.0785 and 35.0790. 
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Temporary uses when approved pursuant to MCC 35.0510 and 35.0515. 
***** 

(F) Property Line Adjustment pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.3360~. 
***** 

35.3330 Conditional Uses 
The following uses may be permitted when found by the Hearings Officer to sat­
isfy the applicable Ordinance standards: 

***** 

(C) Planned Developments pursuant to the prov1s1ons of MCC 35.4300 
through 35.43704360. If the property is outside of an "acknowledged unin­
corporated community". then the applicable current "planned unit devel­
opments" standards within the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660. 
Division 004 shall also be satisfied. 

***** 

(G) Lots of Exception pursuant to the provisions of MCC 35.3360 (A) through 
(C) or 34.3360 (D). 

***** 

35.3355 Dimensional Requirements 

(A) Except as provided in MCC 35.3360, 35.3370, 35.3375 and 35.4300 
through 35.43704360, the minimum lot size for new parcels or lots shall be 
one acre for those RC zoned lands inside the boundary of an "acknowl­
edged unincorporated community". For RC zoned properties outside an 
"acknowledged unincorporated community" the minimum lot size is two 
acres except for those properties within one mile of the Urban Growth 
Boundary and then the minimum lot size shall be as currently required in 
the Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660, Division 004 (20 acre 
minimum as of October 4, 2000). 

***** 

35.3360 Lots of Exception and Property Line Adjustments 

(A) Lots of Exception 

An exception to permit creation of a let parcel of less than one acre, after 
October 6, 1977 out of a Lot of Record, may be authorized when in com­
pliance with the dimensional requirements of MCC 35.3355(C) through 
(E). Any exception shall be based on the following findings that the pro 
posal will: 

(1) Substantially maintain or support the character and stability of the 
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overall land use pattern of the area The Lot of Record to be divided 
has two or more permanent habitable dwellings; 

(2) Be situated upon land generally unsuitable for the production of farm 
crops and livestock or for forest use, considering the terrain, adverse 
soil or land conditions, drainage and flooding, vegetation, and the loca 
tion or size of the tract The permanent habitable dwellings were law­
fully established on the Lot of Record before October 4, 2000; 

(3) Be compatible with accepted farming or forestry practices on adjacent 
1aflGs Each new parcel created by the partition will have at least one of 
the habitable dwellings; and 

(4) Be consistent •.vith the purposes described in MCC 35.3300 The parti­
tion will not create any vacant parcels on which a new dwelling could 
be established.~ 

tat Satisfy the applicable standards of water supply, se·Nage disposal and 
minimum access; and 

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

(B) Except as provided in MCC 35.3360 (D), no Lot of Exception shall be ap 
proved unless: 
(1) The Lot of Record to be divided exceeds the area requirements of 

MCC 35.3355 (A), and 
(2) The division 'Nill create no more than one lot which is less than the 

minimum area required in MCC 35.3355 (A). 
(C) The approval authority may attach conditions to the approval of any Lot of 

Exception to insure that the use is consistent with the Comprehensive 
Plan and the purposes described in MCC 35.3300. 

(D) The approval authority may grant a Lot of Exception based on a finding 
that the permitted number of d•.vellings 'Nill not thereby be increased above 
that otherwise allmved in this district. 

ilil~ Property Line Adjustment 

Pursuant to the applicable provisions in the Multnomah County Land Divi­
sion Ordinance, the approval authority may grant a property line adjust­
ment between two contiguous Lots of Record lots or parcels upon finding 
that the approval criteria in (1) and (2) are met. The intent of the criteria is 
to ensure that the property line adjustment will not increase the potential 
number of lots or parcels in any subsequent land division proposal over 
that which could occur on the entirety of the combined lot areas before the 
adjustment. 

***** 
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35.3370 Lot of Record 

(A) For the purposes of this district, a Lot of Record is a parcel of land: 
(1) For which a deed or other instrument dividing land was recorded with 

the Department of Administrative Services, or was in recordable form, 
prior to October 6, 1977; and 

(2) VVhich, when established, satisfied all applicable laws. 
In addition to the Lot of Record definition standards in MCC 35.0005, for 
the purposes of this district the significant dates and ordinances for verify­
ing zoning compliance may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

(1) July 10, 1958. SR and R zones applied: 

(2) July 10, 1958, F-2 zone applied: 

(3) December 9, 1975, F-2 minimum lot size increased, Ord. 115 & 116: 

(4) October 6, 1977, RC zone applied, Ord. 148 & 149; 

(5) October 13, 1983, zone change to RC for some properties, Ord. 395; 

(6) October 4, 2000, Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 660 Division 
004 applied a minimum 2 acre lot size to RC zoned areas outside "ac­
knowledged unincorporated communities" except where properties are 
within one mile of the Urban Growth Boundarv the minimum is 20 
acres; 

(7) (Adoption date of this Ord.), Lot of Record section amended, Ord. 

(B) A Lot of Record which has less than the area minimum lot size for new 
parcels or lots. Gf less than the front lot line minimums required, or which 
does not meet the access requirement of MCC 35.3385, may be occupied 
by any allowed use, permitted review use or approved conditional use 
when in compliance with the other requirements of this district. 

(C) Separate Lots of Record shall be deemed created when a street or zoning 
district boundary intersects a parcel of land. 

~fQj Except as otherwise provided by MCC 35.3360, 35.3375, and 35.4300 
through 35.43704360, no sale or conveyance of any portion of a lot other 
than for a public purpose shall leave a structure on the remainder of the lot 
with less than minimum lot or yard requirements or result in a lot with less 
than the area or width requirements of this district. 
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illl The following shall not be deemed to be a lot of record: 

(1) An area of land described as a tax lot solely for assessment and taxa­
tion purooses: 

(2) An area of land created by the foreclosure of a security interest. 

(3) An area of land created by court decree. 
***** 

Section 4. The effective date of this ordinance amending Chapters 33, 
34, and 35 is June 8, 2002. 

FIRST READING: May 2, 2002 

SECOND READING AND ADOPTION: May 9, 2002 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

REVIEWED: 

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By0)~~ 
Sandra N. Duffy, Deput o ty Attorney 
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Date: May 7, 2002 

DEPARTMENT OF 
BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 

LAND USE PLANNING DIVISION 

Memorandum 

1600 SE 190TH Avenue 
Portland, OR 97233 

(503) 988-3043 FAX: (503) 988-3389 

To: Board of County Commissioners 

From: Gary Clifford, Senior Planner 

RE: Issues raised by public speakers during First Reading of"Lot of Record" Ordinance 

This memo is a short summary of the major points/questions raised by the four 
citizens that spoke at the First Reading of the proposed "Lot ofRecord" 
Ordinance last Thursday (May 2nd). Below are the speakers concerns that they 
expressed, followed by my comments on the particular situations after doing 
some research. 

(1) Phil Thompson, 709 N. Tomahawk Island Drive, Portland, OR 

Mr. Thompson owns properties that are zoned Commercial Forest Use-5 (CFU-
5). The CFU-5 zone is different from the other CFU zones in that there is no 
requirement for "aggregation" or grouping of adjacent parcels in the same 
ownership. Mr. Thompson stated that he agrees with the proposed Ordinance as 
long as there is no change in that part of the Code. 

No change is proposed to the CFU-5 zone on this subject. 

(2) Scott Anderson, 3213 NE uoth Street, Vancouver, WA 

Mr. Anderson said he has a 12 acre parcel on Sauvie Island on which he has not 
been able to get approval for a dwelling. 

The proposed Lot of Record Ordinance does not affect this situation. 

The property is zoned Exclusive Farm Use where land uses are regulated by 
State Statutes and Rules. In an effort to preserve the best farm lands, the 
circumstances which allow the approval of dwellings are very few. To qualify 
for a dwelling, generally, the property must be in farm production and have 
recently produced $80,000 dollars worth of gross income from farming. Mr. 
Anderson told me that there is presently no farming taking place on the 
property. 

Another circumstance that would allow for a new dwelling is called a 
replacement dwelling. This is where a new house could replace an existing 



/ 

house. From available records, there is an existing residential structure on the 
property that was built in the 1930's. However, the structure is without indoor 
bathroom facilities. The lack of a bathroom is a problem because, by State 
Rules, in order to allow a replacement dwelling, the existing dwelling is 
required to have indoor plumbing (including a toilet and bathing facilities 
connected to a sanitary waste disposal system). 

One type of application that the property could pursue is a request for 
"alteration of a nonconforming use." We cannot make a prediction at this point 
as to the likelihood of approval of such a request. However, this particular Code 
provision has different standards today than when Mr. Anderson last contacted 
Land Use Planning in 1999 about this situation. 

(3) Kathleen Worma, 57588 Bay View Ridge, Warren, OR 

The concern of the speaker was regarding one of the "Template Test" standards 
used for approval of a dwelling in forest zoned areas. 

The proposed "Lot of Record" Ordinance does not involve the "Template 
Test" part of the Zoning Code. 

The issue raised is that Multnomah County's standards are more restrictive than 
the State of Oregon minimum standards for approval of dwellings. On the phone 
I explained the history of the standards and advised the property owner that the 
usual timetable for reevaluating such Zoning Code sections as they apply to her 
property would be when the West Hills Rural Area Plan was next updated. Of 
course, one can also advocate for a sooner timetable for change at the public 
comment periods that are available at all Planning Commission hearings. 

(4) Carole Winner, 23410 NW Rocky Point Road, Scappoose, OR 

Ms. Winner's concerns arise from the "aggregation," or grouping, requirements 
of adjacent small parcels that were in the same ownership on February 20, 1990. 
This requirement, if the speaker's two parcels were in the same ownership on 
that particular date, would allow only one house on the two parcels. 

The "aggregation" requirement has been part of the forest zone requirements 
since 1980. The concept was reexamined by the Planning Commission in 1990 
and then again last year. The purpose of the requirement is to group together 
smaller clusters of parcels in the same ownership into larger "Lots of Record" 
with a minimum lot size of 19 acres. The proposed Ordinance does not 
change the concept in place, only adds clarification on how it is applied. 

One of the unusual circumstances on this property which Ms. Winner raises is 
that she says a septic system was installed in 1982 in anticipation of building a 
house. Her contention is that putting in the septic system and the construction of 
the access road should be sufficient to give her the ability to obtain a building 
permit for a dwelling today. 

The right to get a building permit because of past construction or 
expenditures is outside the scope of the proposed "Lot of Record" 
Ordinance. The name given to this type of issue is whether the owner has a 
"vested right" to a dwelling. Application under those standards can be presented 
to a Hearings Officer under a public hearing process. 
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

nereus [nereus@crpud. net] 
Tuesday, May 14, 2002 3:27PM 
BOGST AD Deborah L 

Subject: Re: Thursday Commissioner Meeting 

Thank you, Deborah! The snail mail copy arrived today. I saw that 10 a.m. is 
the time alloted for that item. Sorry about the incomplete data on the card. I 
hurriedly filled it out in order to speak because I didn't see them when I 
looked around the back when I arrived. My address is 57588 Bay View Ridge, 
Warren 97053. If you need to call me, 503-366-1799. 

Dedicating the May Asian American History month went on quite a while. But it's 
understandable they comprise a substantial sector of the community. During the 
late 70's, I worked at the Indochinese Refugee Program for CSD. It was most 
interesting getting to know them and learning about their customs. I made a lot 
friends there. 

I hope to attend this Thursday. Thanks again! Your dependable help is 
appreciated! 

Kathleen Worman 

BOGST AD Deborah L wrote: 

> There you are! I finally got your address from the tax office - the speaker 
>card you signed at the first reading was missing the "n" in your last name 
> and just had the street address, not town and zip, and no phone number, so I 
>mailed you an agenda yesterday evening. I am so sorry about last week- I 
> had absolutely no idea there were going to be so many folks here for the 
>Asian Pacific Heritage Month proclamation. The third reading of the 
>ordinance is at approximately 10:00 a.m. Thursday. It is R-5. Here is the 
>electronic agenda in case you don't get your snail mail copy! 
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: nereus [mailto:nereus@crpud.net] 
>Sent: Tuesday, May 14, 2002 11:39 AM 
>To: deborah.l.bogstad@co.multnomah.or.us 
> Subject: Thursday Commissioner Meeting 
> 
> Hi Deborah! 
> 
>Will the mortgage lot definition be last on the agenda? 
> 
>Thanks! 
> 
> Kathleen Worman 
> 
> ------------------------------------------------------------------------
> Name: 05-16-02Revised.doc 
> 05-16-02Revised.doc Type: Microsoft Word Document (application/msword) 
> Encoding: base64 
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MEETING DATE: Mav 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: R-2 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:10AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

·AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Consenting to the Issuance bv Gilliam County Solid Waste Revenue Bonds 

BOARD BRIEFING: 

REGULAR MEETING: 

DATEREQUESTED~: __________________ _____ 
REQUESTEDBY~: ____________________ __ 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: ---------------

DATE REQUESTED: Thursday. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED: 10 minutes 

DEPARTMENT~:D~B~C~S~----- DIVISION: Finance 

CONTACT: Dave Boyer TELEPHONE#: (503) 988-3903 
BLDG/ROOM#~: __ ..::.;50=3~V4::....:;0..:...1 ___ __ 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION~: -=D=a:.:..;ve~Bo~\11=e.:....r -----------------------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

RESOLUTION Approving and Consenting to the Issuance by Gilliam County, Oregon, of 
its Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for the Purpose of Financing, Among other 
things, the Acquisition, Construction, and Improvement of Certain Solid Waste Disposal 
Facilities Located in Multnomah County, and Related Matters 

0~·0'\rD'Z... ~t.S -to ~t.~yt..c._ 
SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL.;,_: ___ {j)-=-za;,;;.· ;;,;,n,.;,;e;;;,_,..:;;,:Jvf..:...;;;;,;;. • ...;;£=..;..in;,;;.,.;.,;n;...._ _____ _ 

(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER.:....: ________________________ ~----------

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.l.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
DIANE LINN, CHAIR 
MARIA ROJO DE STEFFEY, DISTRICT #1 
SERENA CRUZ, DISTRICT #2 
LISA NAITO, DISTRICT #3 
LONNIE ROBERTS, DISTRICT #4 

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
MUL TNOMAH BUILDING 
501 SE HAWTHORNE BLVD., 4TH FLOOR 
PO BOX14700 
PORTLAND, OR 97293-0700 
PHONE (503) 988-3312 
FAX (503) 988-3292 

STAFF REPORT 
TO: Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: David Boyer, Finance Director 

DATE: April 29, 2002 

REQUESTED PLACEMENT DATE: May9, 2002 

SUBJECT: Consenting to the issuance by Gilliam County Solid Waste Revenue Bonds. 

I. Recommendation I Action: 

Approve resolution ratifying that the Finance Director has served as the hearings Officer at the 
Tax Exempt Finance and Reform Act Hearing and accepts his report and grants written consent 
for Gilliam County to issue Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for projects located in 
Multnomah County. 

II. Background I Analysis: 

Gilliam County, Oregon has received a request from Waste Management, Inc., a Delaware 
corporation and its affiliates, to issue Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for the following 
purposes: (1) to acquire, construct, and improve real and personal property constituting the solid 
waste disposal facilities and facilities functionally related and subordinate thereto which will be an 
integral part of the Corporation's or its affiliates' solid waste disposal facilities located in Gilliam 
County, Clackamas County, Oregon, Multnomah County, Oregon, Washington County, Oregon 
and Yamhill County, Oregon. 

Gilliam County is authorized to issue revenue bonds to finance pollution control facilities, as 
defined in ORS 468.263(2), which include facilities that abate, control, dispose or store "solid 
waste". Gilliam County has found that (a) the completion of the Project would be in the best 
interests of the citizens of Gilliam County 

Gilliam County will enter into a loan agreement and loan the proceeds of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Revenue Bonds to the Corporation or its affiliates for the purpose of financing the 
Project. Gilliam County is authorized by ORS 468.265(1)(e) to issue the Solid Waste Disposal 
Revenue Bonds to finance the Project, including the portions of the Project located outside 
Gilliam County if Gilliam County obtains the written consent of each county in which portions of 
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the Project are located. Pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as 
amended (the "Code"), the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds may not be issued as tax­
exempt qualified bonds until the applicable elected representatives of Multnomah County 
approve the bonds after a public hearing following reasonable public notice, in order to allow the 
residents of Multnomah County to have a reasonable opportunity to be heard by Multnomah 
County relating to the issuance of the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds (the ''TEFRA 
Hearing"). 

HistoriCally, the Multnomah County Director of Finance (the "Finance Director'') has served as the 
Hearings Officer for TEFRA Hearings of Multnomah County. A Notice of Public Hearing 
("TEFRA Notice") was published on April22, 2002 in The Oregonian 14 days prior to the TEFRA 
Hearing in accordance with the provisions of, Section 147(f) of the Code. The Finance Director 
served as Hearings Officer for the TEFRA Hearing held on May 7, 2002, in accordance with the 
requirements of Section 147(f) of the Code. Attached is a report of the TEFRA Hearing. 

Ill. Financial Impact: 

Multnomah County dose not have or will assume any liability for the payment of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Revenue Bonds nor any assets or funds of Multnomah County be pledged. 

IV. Legal Issues: 

The Resolution contains all legal requirements and was reviewed by all parties. Ater Wynne 
Hewitt Dodson & Skerritt is special counsel to the County. 

V. Controversial Issues: 

None that I am aware of. 

VI. Link to Current County Policy: 

Is consistent with the Financial and Budget Policy adopted by the Board. 

VII. Citizen Participation: 

Tax Exempt Financing Reform Act (TEFRA) hearing will be held before the bonds are issued. 

VIII. Other Government Participation: 

Gilliam County will get approval from other Counties as required. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. 02-063 

Approving and Consenting to the Issuance by Gilliam County, Oregon, of its Solid 
Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for the Purpose of Financing or Refmancing, Among 
Other Things, the Acquisition, Installation, Construction, Relocating, Equipping and 
Improving of Certain Solid Waste Disposal Facilities Located in Multnomah County, 
and Related Matters 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners finds: 

a. Gilliam County, Oregon ("Gilliam County") has received a request from Waste 
Management, Inc., a Delaware corporation (the "Corporation") and its affiliates, 
to issue Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds for the following purposes: (1) to 
acquire, install, construct, relocate, equip, and improve real and personal property 
constituting the solid waste disposal facilities and facilities functionally related 
and subordinate thereto which will be an integral part of the Corporation's or its 
affiliates' solid waste disposal facilities located in Gilliam County, Multnomah 
County "Multnomah County", Oregon, Washington County, Oregon and Yamhill 
County, Oregon; and (2) to pay the costs of issuance ofthe Solid Waste Disposal 
Revenue Bonds (collectively, the "Project"); and 

b. Pursuant to ORS 468.263 to 468.272, as amended (collectively, the "Act"), 
Gilliam County is authorized to issue revenue bonds to fmance pollution control 
facilities, as defmed in ORS 468.263(2), which include facilities that abate, 
control, dispose or store "solid waste" (the "Solid Waste Disposal Revenue 
Bonds"); and 

c. Gilliam County has found that (a) the completion of the Project would be in the 
best interests ofthe citizens of Gilliam County, (b) Solid Waste Disposal Revenue 
Bond fmancing would be appropriate, (c) the Project would foster the control of 
environmental damage and general health and welfare of the citizens of Gilliam 
County and the State by encouraging the installation of anti-pollution devices, 
equipment and facilities as set forth in ORS 468.264, and (d) the Project will also 
promote the economic development of Gilliam County and the State; and 

d. Gilliam County will enter into a loan agreement and loan the proceeds of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds to the Corporation or its affiliates for the 
purpose of fmancing the Project; and 

e. Gilliam County is authorized by ORS 468.265(1)(e) to issue the Solid Waste 
Disposal Revenue Bonds to fmance the Project, including the portions of the 
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Project located outside Gilliam County if Gilliam County obtains the written 
consent of each county in which portions of the Project are located; and 

f. Pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986, as amended (the 
"Code"), the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds may not be issued as tax­
exempt qualified bonds until the applicable elected representatives of Multnomah 
County approve the bonds after a public hearing following reasonable public 
notice, in order to allow the residents of Multnomah County to have a reasonable 
opportunity to be heard by Multnomah County relating to the issuance of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds (the "TEFRA Hearing"); and 

g. Historically, the Multnomah County Director of Finance (the "Finance Director") 
has served as the Hearings Officer for TEFRA Hearings of Multnomah County; 
and 

h. . A Notice of Public Hearing ("TEFRA Notice") was published on April 22, 2002 
in The Oregonian at least 14 days prior to the TEFRA Hearing pursuant to, and in 
accordance with the provisions of, Section 147(f) ofthe Code; and 

1. The Finance Director served as Hearings Officer for the TEFRA Hearing held on 
May 7, 2002, in accordance with the requirements of Section 147(f) ofthe Code; 
and 

J. The Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds will be secured solely by the covenant 
of the Corporation to provide sufficient funds for the repayment of the maturing 
principal, interest and premium, if any, on the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue 
Bonds as they respectively become due and any letter of credit or other credit 
enhancement obtained by the Corporation, if any; and 

k. Multnomah County shall not have or assume any liability for the payment of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds nor shall any assets or funds ofMultnomah 
County be pledged therefore; and 

1. The Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds shall not be a charge upon the tax 
revenues of Multnomah County and shall be secured solely by the solid waste 
facilities revenues pledged by the Corporation or its affiliates or any credit 
enhancement such as a letter of credit obtained by the Corporation to secure 
payment of the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds; and 

m. The Board fmds that it would be in the best interest of Multnomah County to 
approve of the issuance of the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds pursuant to 
the requirements of Section 147(f) of the Code. 
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The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

-1-. The Board hereby ratifies the Finance Director having served as the Hearings 
Officer for the TEFRA Hearing and accepts his report as the Hearings Officer. 

2. The Board hereby grants its written consent, pursuant to the terms of ORS 
468.265(1)(e), to the issuance of the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds by 
Gilliam County for purpose of fmancing the portion of the Project located in 
Multnomah County. 

3. Pursuant to Section 147(f) of the Code, the Board, as the applicable elected 
representative of Multnomah County, does hereby approve the issuance of the 
Solid Waste Disposal Revenue Bonds by Gilliam County provided that 
Multnomah County shall not act as issuer of the Solid Waste Disposal Revenue 
Bonds nor shall it have any legal liability with respect to the Solid Waste Disposal 
Revenue Bonds. 

4. This Resolution shall become effective immediately upon its approval and 
adoption. 

ADOPTED this 9th day ofMay, 2002. 

REVIEWED: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

---Diane M Linn, Chair 

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

By k:--
John T~sistant County Attorney 
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REPORT TO THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RE: Public Hearing on Issuance of 
The Gilliam County, Oregon Solid Waste Disposal Bonds 

Notice of the hearing was published in The Oregonian on Monday, April 22, 2002 
providing for a hearing to be held at 11:00 a.m. on Tuesday May 7, 2002 in the 
Multnomah Building, 501 SE Hawthorne Blvd, 4th floor, Cypress Conference Room, 
with respect to the issuance of Gilliam County, Oregon Solid Waste Disposal Bonds to 
finance or refinance, among other things, the acquisition, installation, construction, 
relocating, equipping and improving of certain solid waste disposal facilities located in 
Multnomah County, and related matters. 

At 11 :01 a.m. on Tuesday May 7, 2002, the Hearings Official convened the public 
hearing in the Multnomah Building, Portland, Oregon 97214, and requested any oral or 
written comments. The following individuals were present: David A. Boyer, the 
Hearings Official; and Theresa Deibele, Ater Wynn. 

No one from the public was present; no comments, written or oral, were submitted to 
the Hearings Officer. At approximately 11:12 a.m. the hearing was adjourned. 

DATED: May 7. 2002 

Respectfully submitted, 

Director, Finance Division 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

By:~ i:JaVid:Boyer 

l 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: R-3 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:20AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Proclaiming May 2002 as Asian Pacific American Heritage Month 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: ____________________ _ 
REQUESTEDBY~: ______________________ _ 
AMOUNTOFTIMENEEDED~: ______________ _ 

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursdav. Mav 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: """'"1:..:::0~m=i=nu=te=s::....-___ _ 

DEPARTMENT: Non-Departmental DIVISION: Commission District #3 

CONTACT: Terri Naito TELEPHONE#: 503 988-4105 
BLDG/ROOM#: 5031600 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION.:....: _...;:C=o=m=m=is=s=io=n=er...;:L=-=is=a~N=a=ito~~------

ACTION REQUESTED: 

[ 11NFORMA TIONAL ONLY [ 1 POLICY DIRECTION [ x 1 APPROVAL [ 1 OTHER 

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

PROCLAMATION Proclaiming May 2002 as ASIAN PACIFIC AMERICAN HERITAGE 
MONTH in Multnomah County, Oregon 

O'i·QG\·01. c.of~ts to ~t..:)U&... M'u'n~S ~o C)fe:....,':~.t":t.s 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELEcTED oFFICIAL: Lisa %aito 
~------~~~~~~~---------------------------------

(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER~: ____________________________________ ___ 

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.l.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 



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

PROCLAMATION NO. __ _ 

Proclaiming May 2002 as Asian Pacific American Heritage Month in Multnomah 
County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County remains dedicated to building a community that celebrates 
and draws strength from its diversity. 

b. Asian Pacific Americans have been a part of the cultural heritage of Oregon and 
Multnomah County. Their labor was essential to the rapid growth of the State in 
the late nineteenth century. They worked the canneries in Astoria. They mined 
in Eastern Oregon. They farmed in the Willamette Valley. They helped build 
railroads throughout the Northwest. Everywhere they settled in Oregon, Asian 
Pacific Americans established thriving businesses and helped shape their 
adopted communities. 

c. The population of Asian Pacific Americans has dramatically increased in the 
past three decades, from less than 1.5 million nationally in 1970 to 
approximately 10.6 million in 2000, due in large part to the migration of people 
from China, Taiwan, Cambodia, Vietnam, Laos, the Philippines, Japan, Korea, 
Samoa, Guam and other Asian and Pacific Island nations. Their population 
adds to the many Americans of Asian Pacific descent that have resided in 
Multnomah County for generations, making Asian Pacific Americans a highly 
diversified ethnic group. 

d. The Asian Pacific American population in Multnomah County numbers nearly 
50,000 (including 10,000 children), or 7.5 % of the County's total population. 
Among counties, Multnomah County ranks 4th in the nation in its Asian 
American population. 

e. Whether recent immigrants or descendants of families who have been here for 
generations, Asian Pacific Americans have added immeasurably to the 
prosperity and vitality of Multnomah County as involved citizens and essential 
members of our community. Asian Pacific Americans inspire us to embrace the 
wider world, and to acknowledge and appreciate the diversity among our 
neighbors. 
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f. Asian Pacific American Heritage Month, established in 1992 during the 1 02"d 
Congress, is a time to recognize and celebrate the contribution of Asian Pacific 
Americans in our community's economic, social and democratic institutions. As 
noted by the President's Advisory Commission on Asian Americans and Pacific 
Islanders, Asian Pacific Americans have been "MIH"- "Missing in History." It is 
our challenge to reclaim and re-insert their history, their stories, their faces, and 
their voices into our everyday understanding. 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

The month of May 2002 to be the first American Pacific American Heritage 
Month in Multnomah County, Oregon. We honor Asian Pacific Americans as 
integral members of our community and pay tribute to their role in making 
Multnomah County an ethnically rich and culturally prosperous place to live. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of May, 2002. 

Maria Rojo de Steffey, 
Commissioner Dist 1 

Lisa Naito, 
Commissioner Dist 3 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, County Chair 

Serena Cruz, 
Commissioner Dist 2 

Lonnie Roberts, 
Commissioner District 4 



BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: NAITO Terri W 

Sent: Monday, May 13, 2002 11 :03 AM 

To: BOGSTAD Deborah L 

Cc: NAITO Lisa H; COMITO Charlotte A 

Subject: RE: spelling help via the Commissioners' Board meeting notes 

Deb, 
I think this is what you were looking for. 
Let me know if it's not quite right, or if any names appear to be missing. 
Terri 

• Holden Leung, Executive Director, Chinese Service Center 
• Dr. Erik Szeto, President, Chinese Service Center 
• Thao Xiong, Executive Director, Hmong Association 
• Yvon Moua, President, Hmong Association 
• Lee Po Cha, executive director, Asian Family Center 
• Gemma Kim, Korean mental health therapist 
• Clients of the Chinese Service Center 
• Clients of the Hmong Association 
• Seniors from the Korean Community 
• Narcisa Pimental, Asian American Seniors 

-----Original Message----­
From: BOGSTAD Deborah L 
Sent: Monday, May 13, 2002 10:08 AM 
To: NAITO Terri W 
Subject: RE: spelling help via the Commissioners' Board meeting notes 

5/13/2002 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

PROCLAMATION NO. 02-064 

Proclaiming May 2002 as Asian Pacific American Heritage Month in Multnomah 
County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. Multnomah County remains dedicated to building a community that celebrates 
and draws strength from its diversity. 

b. Asian Pacific Americans have been a part of the cultural heritage of Oregon and 
Multnomah County. Their labor was essential to the rapid growth of the State in 
the late nineteenth century. They worked the canneries in Astoria. They mined 
in Eastern Oregon. They farmed in the Willamette Valley. Th~y helped build 
railroads throughout the Northwest. Everywhere they settled in Oregon, Asian 
Pacific Americans established thriving businesses and helped shape their 
adopted communities. 

c. The population of Asian Pacific Americans has dramatically increased in the 
past three decades, from less than 1.5 million nationally in 1970 to 
approximately 10.6 million in 2000, due in large part to the migration of people 
from China, Taiwan, Cambodia, Vietnam, Laos, the Philippines, Japan, Korea, 
Samoa, Guam and other Asian and Pacific Island nations. Their population 
adds to the many Americans of Asian Pacific descent that have resided in 
Multnomah County for generations, making Asian Pacific, Americans a highly 
diversified ethnic group. 

d. The Asian Pacific American population in Multnomah County numbers nearly 
50,000 (including 10,000 children), or 7.5 % of the County's total population. 
Among counties, Multnomah County ranks 47'h in the nation in its Asian 
American population. 

e. Whether recent immigrants or· descendants of families who have been here for 
generations, Asian Pacific Americans have added immeasurably to the 
prosperity and vitality of Multnomah County as involved citizens and essential 
members of our community. Asian Pacific Americans inspire us to embrace the 
wider world, and to acknowledge and appreciate the diversity among our 
neighbors. 
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f. Asian Pacific American Heritage Month, established in 1992 during the 1 02nd Congress, is a time to recognize and celebrate the contribution of Asian Pacific Americans in our community's economic, social and democratic institutions. As noted by the President's Advisory Commission on Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders, Asian Pacific Americans have been "MIH" - "Missing in History." It is our challenge to reclaim and re-insert their history, their stories, their faces, and their voices into our everyday understanding. 

The Multnomah County.Board of Commissioners Proclaims: 

The month of May 2002 to be the first American Pacific American Heritage Month in Multnomah County, Oregon. We honor Asian Pacific Americans as integral members of our community and pay tribute to their role in making Multnomah County an ethnically rich and culturally prosperous place to live. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of May, 2002. 

Lisa Naito, 
Commissioner Dist 3 
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Serena Cruz, 
Commissioner Dist 2 

Lonnie Ro , 
Commissioner District 4 



THE T 
KAP PANGANS 
ON EARTH 

Asian community leaders come together 
to create the Asian Pacific American 

Network of Oregon, APANO 



tafebreakers 

Help Build a 
Healthy Community 

Join us at the Country Morning Cafe 
to celebrate Mothers' Day and Asian 
Heritage Month and help raise money to 

build healthy communities, from 
May 10-12, Fri-Sun from 
3-Spm. All proceeds from 
your meal will be donated 
to the Asian/Pacific Ameri­
can Consortium on Sub­
stance Abuse (APACSA) for 

pro- mating health and multi-cul­
tural programs. Serving Chinese cuisine 
Hong Kong style, costs from $4 and up. 
The place is at 8202 Flavel in Pan­
land. For more information call 

Media Training for NonproRts 
Marylhurst University is sponsoring 

Get Ready to Meet the Press, a media re­
lations training for nonprofit nrO'l'in117'l'l­

tiOnS and small businesses, May 17 from 
8:30a at the Woodburn Company Stores' 
conference room, I-5 exit 271. Panelists 
include Grey Montgomery of The States­
man Journal, Rod Stevens of KGW, and 
Janet Goetze of The Oregonian. Fee is 
$65. Call503-981-1900. 

M~ 
SUBSCRIPTION RATES 

Cl 6 issues. . . . . . . . $12 
Cl 13 issues . . . . . . . $25 
Cl 26 issues ........ $50 

Cl Single Copy Price & $3 
Back Issues 

Choose Your Subscription Plan above, fill out 
Fonn below and send with payment to: 

MagNet Publishing, 3718 NE 150th Ave. 
Portland, OR 97230 

Name: 

Address: 

City /St/ZIP: 
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Outrageous Tales from Pinoyland 
In our work of chronicling our 

community, we amassed some 
pretty amusing about our 
culture. 

A subscriber wrote telling us of her 
effons to encourage other people to 
sign on with MagNet because it is a 
"very informative and well-produced 
magazine that we would be proud to 
collect." One such recipient, our sub­
scriber repons, was quite impressed 
with the issue that she wrote back in 
Tagalog, "paganda nang paganda ang 
MagNet, magaya nga." 

Another reader, having been shown 
a complimentary copy, was known to 
have said, perhaps in jest, perhaps 
not, that he wouldn't want to be 
viewed, because the magazine is a 
commercial business and he wouldn't 
want to give any information away for 
free. 

And these days we are seeing "de­
mocracy in action" with the ongoing 
discussions through email in the Fili­
pino community on how to hold a 
first-ever Philippine Heritage Festi­
val, a picnic-style celebration honor­
ing our native country's indepen­
dence from Spain. This event is 
planned for June 15 at the O'Hara 
School gym in Eugene. At presstime, 
plans are being finalized, but organiz­
ers are hoping for a big publicity op­
portunity for the community, which 
according to Ernie Turla doesn't 
"seem to appear significant enough as 
to command the kind of attention 
other groups of Asians do." 

As far as the plans are going, Char­
lie Catala has summed it up very 
nicely: "Very simple, if we get partici­
pation from every Fil-Am association, 
organization etc., and we do invite 
the right State officials to it, and 
we do get the media to attend (we'll 
even include MagNet in that 
category), then it could make it one of 
the most imponant events as far 
as exposure, future clout with the 
State, and all the good things that 
could come from that. But these are 
big - if everyone has your 
tude then it won't work, and yes we 
do have to come up with an official 
program that I hope they are working 
on already, and I hope everyone is 
pumped up for this, all the little 
voices from every place in the state 
can be heard as one. Remember what 
I said, it could and it should." 

Amen to that. Thankfully not ev­
eryone is a journalist and in the pub­
lishing business, else we would all 
have an "attitude" problem. 

(J 

As scheduled, with this issue we 
begin to profile community-wide 
pan-Asian organizations. We hope to 
continue with the as long as 
there are groups out there to write 
about. 



FANTASY IN A NIGHTMARE 

Opinions on any topic expressed in this page are those of 
the writers and not necessarily of this publication. Submit 

your opinion piece to <magnet.ed@attbi.com >. 

The Last Kapampangans on Earth 
By Ernie C. Turla 

year is 2112. I've 
up slumber as part of 
a secret The 
brains among who initi-

ated it have been dead for sometime now 
and their followers took over to continue 
with the experiment. 

As I recollect the past, the 
last thing I remember was 

an elixir injection 
that would make me 
a hundred years a 
LdllJ:>Lllc. I, with hun-

that scientists 
•uu•u"'·''" could become a breakthrough in 

efforts to find ways by which life 
be preserved. During the time gap, 

which was a full century, I was fed intra­
venously and placed in a sealed con­
tainer similar to that of Ripley in the 

Wells 

with no aware­
"'"<"""'~". time. Well, 

"'"''"""r;,......, ..... has proven to be a suc-
cess, me and the others 
the 

awta£.•u~ IS wonderful 
It seems that a reverse trend 

VOla OF filE COMMUNITY 

sh~ says, m hear any 
K'apampcu~gan. Everythin! I 

in the "'v'""'•·irn 
up with what we have 

hundred years. 
As I get out of the 

building in New York 
to see one thousand 
tall and with lots of flying conveyances 
buzzi.ne: all over the metropolis! I can't 
believe my eyes when I see the place so 
different from how it was a hundred 
years ago then when the 
towers towered over most 

compared to now 
ones dwarfed by these many 
,~,·~•o•r~ all around Manhattan. 

With I hail a and 
I board a 

Mrs. Josie Henson, seated center, president 
of the Akademyang Kapampangan, with 
Aguman members in 2000. 

bound for the Philippines, and to my 
amazement, the trip just takes 45 min­
utes! What a vast improvement in 
nology, and in transportation! I 

the at old Diosdado 
Macapagal International Airport 
merly, and take a taxi to nearby 
Angeles. I decide to visit my good friend 
Josie Henson I know had also gone 
to York to in the same 
experiment I have been though 
longing to the batch a ahead of 
ours. 

At Villa Gloria, I am surprised to see 
modern houses four times than 
how invited us 

a mere cnr•vc:,, .. 

comes out of her 
we hug each other like long lost 
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She quickly whisks me to her art gallery 
where her now antiquated paintings still 
emblazon the marble walls. I notice con­
spicuously displayed in a showcase some 
masterpieces that have gathered the dust 
of time: the books by Evangelina H. 
Lacson, Rafaelita H. Soriano, Rosalina 
Icban Castro, Edna Zapanta Manlapaz, 
Jose Gallardo, Vedasto Ocampo, John 
Larkins and my own classic dictionary. I 
also get to take a passing glance of a 
grand portrait she painted of her loving 
husband, Dr. Ruben Henson, nearby. 

Well, we start talking about the exper­
iment and its success, how we find it 
quite a thrill to still be alive and young 
after a hundred years. We are delighted 
to know about all the changes that have 
taken place in the world. Yes, very 
happy until the topic turns to be about 
the Akademyang Kapampangan which 
we both head -she in the Philippines, 
and me, in the U.S. She says, "Do you 
know that the two of us are the only re­
maining Kapampangan speakers here on 
earth?" 

"Well, just what do you mean by 
that?" I say. 

"You heard it, we are the only 
Kapampangans left, everybody here in 
Pampanga now speaks Tagalog!" 

"You gotta be kidding! What hap­
pened to our cabalens, did they leave the 
province on exodus?" 

"No. They just all became Taga­
log-speaking. Just like my 75 year old 
great grandson here, he can't utter a 
word in Kapampangan." 

"So, we're survivors? Incredible!" 
"Let's go out and you can take a look for 
yourself." 

So we take a stroll. 
There are many tall 
buildings, a lot of 
businesses, and the 
place is teeming 
with people. As we 
inch our way into 
the crowd, I try 
to listen to the 
people around 
us. But true to 
what she says, 
I can't hear 
any 
Kapampanga 
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n. Everything I hear is in 
Tagalog! Even inside the 
restaurant where we eat, 
everybody speaks Tagalog, 
including the waitresses! I 
am as bewildered as 
Charlton Heston in that 
movie I saw 130 years ago, 
"The Planet of the Apes", 
when he realized he did 
not land on another planet 
but was just back on earth 

"Just how did 
ail this come 
about?l)idl 
people los~ 
their lov~ for 

here in the Ilocos is proud of 
the Tagalog language and has 
forgotten Ilocano completely. 

"Just how did all this come 
about? Did people lose their 
love for their native lan­
guages?" Josie queried. 

and that the place was now dominated 
by those war-like apes! 

"Let's find out if the same thing has 
happened all over the country," I say to 
Josie. "Let's go to the north." 

"Very well," Josie agrees. "Let's find 
out if the Ilocanos are still around." 

So, we rent a space-bug and fly to 
Laoag. Once there, we head for the mar­
ketplace, and to our disbelief, the lan­
guage we hear is also in Tagalog! We ask 
the people we meet if there are still 
Ilocanos there, and we are told that they 
had been so greatly reduced in number 
in recent years that they doubt if there 
are still any left! They are, according to a 
history professor we luckily meet there, 
members of the cultural minorities. To 
that, I say, what about the Ibanags, the 
Igorots, the Ilongots? Being much fewer 
before, they must have all vanished by 
this time. 

And he says, "Oh no, as a matter of 
fact, those are still around. They are left 
untouched by society as they had been 
during the Spanish times. They kept to 
themselves so much, and so they sur­
vived. The ones that were gravely af­
fected by ethnic weeding were the most 
civilized groups as they were the ones 

most susceptible to changes 
and who acquired education 

the most. If you go to to the 
Visayas, you will see the same 
situation. Cebuanos who used to 

even outnumber Tagalogs have 
been wiped out completely. Same 

way with the Hiligaynons, Warays 
and Bicolanos. You see, 99.9 per 

cent of people here in the Philip­
pines now speak Tagalog. Everybody 

Ernie Turla is the author of the "Classic 
Kapampangan Dictionary," which he 
published in 1999. 

"In what I've read, the gov­
ernment at first tried to kill 
all the minority languages 
softly, but later on decided to 
exterminate them once and 

for all to pave the way more easily for a 
one-language nation. It declared martial 
law and forced all people to switch to 
Tagalog and become monolingual. It is 
said that it was all done in one click, 
since all Filipinos then could already 
speak the language quite fluently be­
cause of the schools and the media. 
Getting rid of their own languages was 
at first painful, and in fact many 
die-hard language proponents commit­
ted suicide. But nowadays, as you see, 
everything is just normal. People don't 
miss at all what they never learned at all, 
such as in my case, whose grandfather 
spoke the Zamballanguage. By the way, 
you have quite an accent. I hope you 
won't take offense if! ask what your 
mother tongue is." 

And we say, almost in unison, 
"Kapampangan". 

Appearing quite shocked he exclaims, 
"Oh, the Pampanguenos I thought, 
have also completely disappeared, along 
with the Pangasinenses. 

Their nearness to Manila made them 
the most vulnerable to getting swallowed 
by the Tagalog language. I'm sure the 
National Language Commission and the 
Department of the Interior would take 
an interest in you. They want to capture 
and study remnant specimens like you, 
find out how you have survived the 
so-called ethnic cleansing, and probably 
detain you in the national exhibits." 
Before I can even reply, he presses a but­
ton on his belt, sending a bunch of po­
licemen rushing to the scene in no time. 

Quickly, Josie and I head back to the 
space car and sped through the strato­
sphere with ten patrol space cabs hot on 
our trail. We speed past Pampanga and 
on to Manila. 

Continued on page 15 
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Aquino to Receive Honorary Degree at SeaHie U 
••• 

••• 

and a 
question and answer period with stu-

The Mrs. will 
hear Mass at at Saint Catho-

Cathedral with Archbishop Alexan-
der She will be 

to It is antic-
that the Mass will be heavily at-

tended members of the 

VOla 01 1111 COMMUNiff 

Corozon Aquino speaking before the 
Washington Pongosinon Sister State 
Association in 1999. 

UO couple opts for 
life in the slow lane 

foundation relations of the 
Oregon, and husband Jack Sanders are 

to begin a 
she 

W<tJ.lUlUL to at a 
pace. "At last I'll be able to 

have a life, with time to hang out with 
my husband, and pursue a 

uv''""~·"," she added. 
Ms. Plass said she will miss the 

friendships she has developed with the 

was 
Philippine President Corazon Aquino 
twice to the UO campus, the first in 
1995 to deliver 
dress receive an h011or.ary ntv·rnr!lrP 

the university's first such award in 
nearly 50 years. Aquino's was such 
a success and so well the 

invited her back as a 
sor in International Relations and Peace. 

that the with 

our Southeast Asian studies program 
and our academic focus on the Philip­

, Ms. Plass wrote. 
Susan was then the assistant vice pro­

vost for International Affairs when she 
the idea an endowed 

in Co•ra2:on A"'""',..."' 
name. The chair would not only honor 
her but would raise the profile and be­
come the Southeast 

program at the UO. It 
would spur the UO to give even greater 

Susan and Jack at the 1998 FANHS Notional Conference. 

jprii.U, 201J • 5 



New DCFAA Board OHers Diversity 
Lee 

The new board of directors of the Douglas County 
Filipino-American Association covers a Iorge spectrum 
of localities both here and in the Philippines. 

Equally significant is variation of individual oc-
cupations and specialties. 

The incoming President is Bill Bellondo of Comas 
Volley, on active volunteer at the St. Joseph's Catholic 
Church in Roseburg. 

Serving as Vice President is Winchester's Gene 
Keller, a native of Marion, Ohio. Gene is a retired 
administrator in the utilities field, who moved here 
from California. 

Oakland offers us Treasurer lyvee Dubose, backed 
up by Michael Cyr from Roseburg as Assistant T reo· 

PICCO Revives 

' • ,,25, JHJ 

surer, o Pasco, Washington transplant. Mike is in 
of accountancy. 

Secretory Ruby Hubbard now lives here in 
Roseburg; her hometown was Cebu City. She serrves 
as·core specialist at Callahan Village. Assistant secre­
tory T rish Keller was born in Oakland, but her parents 
hail from Rizol province .. She's on executive assistant 
involved in the utilities arena. 

Other membors·of the Boord: 
Angel de Ia Cruz, born In Quezon City, Is CADD de­

signer at Oregon Deportment of Transportation; 
Carlita Hatch, o new CNA originally from 
Colboyog City, presently lim in Winston; Rosie 
Snyder, retired homemaker born in Manila; Mark 
Boyer of Glide, whose roots ore in Belleview, Illinois, 
is involved in public contact works; and Fred Curry of 
Myrtle Creek owns Fredrick Trucking. 

- Lorelei ""v"'"J'uu, 
fairs VP - Marci Hope, VP - J un 
Pioquinto, Fund Raising VP- Charlie 
Catala, Secretary - Simeon Mamaril, 

by encouragllllil 
to become viable and visible to the 

Scholarships available 
is 

area coun-
seling offices, or Portland City Hall 
ofNeighborhood Involvement, Rm. 110, 
or call at 

UUJlU!l>i:ULIU iS 

How my Asian 
Connection 
Began 
Bv Bill Bellando 
Preskient, l)ougLas 

American Assoc1!atit:m 

Somewhat later, I 
Navy during World War II, aboard 

We 

aS a ¥UJ.HU.lU1J<1¥" 

with the we 
cruised right The Philippines. I 
am sorry the ship did not sail into 
port, and would have liked to meet 



own mate-

Portland Taiko Unplugged! A "Live House" 
mance of innovative taiko. 1300 NW Portland. 
Times: Wed-Sat and Sat-Sun matinee. Tickets 
available at 503- 224-8499. 

APANO Candidates Forum. IRCO Commu-
10301 NE Portland. 

May 2, Thurs, lOa. OAME 14th Annual Tradeshow & Confer-
ence. Convention Portland. """"'"u•c: ~>tJcltJ'-ci. 

Yoshida. :-.n.r.n<:nr••rl 

nnltrer!rerleurs. Call .J\J;:J>-.G'tO-

www.oame.org 

uu.Jvc:Jt~>nv, \.,omtlm:tv Center North 
L."'''"'n:c Ceremony for 

The cer­
with Mrs. 

7, 
Cascade 

11 a. PCC Job & Career Information Fair. PCC 
Students & mem-

bers welcome. Cali Molly 503-978-5242 

8, l0:30a. Celebrating Asian Heritage Month, 
Asian Pacific American Senior Coalition. Fook Lok Loaves & 
Fishes 4937 SE Woodstock. 503-771-3601 

9, 8:30a. lOth Annual Asian American Youth Lead-
ership Conference. Warner Pacific 68th & SE Divi-

Portland. 

Fri. 7th Annual Asian Cultural Night, hosted 
Kes:taUJrant. 8001 SE 

"l''"'·'u"·""!>'"· Theme: "Stories from the 
Future.'' Tickets: 503-235-9396. 

11, People of Oregon Series: Ethnic & Occupa-
tionallnflnences in Oregon. authors and their per-
""""'~"'t""" on the many cultural groups that have made 
their home. Public Lecture Free. Call 
Bonnie 541-682-5353 

8a. 13th Annual YWCA Cultural Diversity Con-
ference. Willamette Victor 

ni•uPr·oii-.• in a Conservative Era." 

May Santa Cruzan/Coronation Pageant, 

VOICI Of fllf COMMUNIIT 

with dinner and St. Therese Church gym, 1260 NE 
132nd Portland. 

1 - 22. Splendors oflmperialjapan, on exhibit at Port-
land Art Museum. 400 from the Meiji one of the 
greatest collections of this art. Phone: 

June 8, Sat- GSFAA Annual Picnic in celebration 
American Venue TBA. Please call coordina-
tors wish to 

8, People of Oregon Series: My Journey from Cam· 
bodia to Oregon. author Him. Public Li-

nu;gen.e. Free. Call Bonnie 
541-682-5353 

Philippine Heritage Festival & Picnic. 
gym, 715 Wl8th, Info: 

Philippine Fiesta & Luan, hosted Fili-
8917 SE Portland. For 

Sat-Sun. Fifth annual Salem World Beat Festival, 
Salem Riverfront Park. 

24-28. FANHS 9th National Conference. 
Marymount University, Los California. 
www.fanhsla.org/calendar.html 

2-4. Mexican Fiesta, Woodburn. A traditional event for 
over three folkloric and entertain-

car•uivlu. and Mexican delicacies. 
Phone: 503-982-2563. 

activities and entertain-

24-25. Blackberry Arts Festival, Coos 
541-267-1022 

Phone: 

Sen·tem1ber 7, Sat. CFAA Commnnity Fair & Awards Night. 
Venue TBA. Info: filamo·ortl@m 

Setnetnb•~r 8, Sun. Asian Kite Festival, a of 
kite flying, and classes. Info: 541-687-9600. 

Send Calendar Items or·llstlngs at least three weeks before 
event date to: <magnet.ed@aftbl.com> 
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Asian Youth Leadership Conference on May 9 

crease 
ation of the history, culture and 
contributions 

Pax·uc:tpants will meet Asian 
youth from their community, meet 

un-
.. ..,,u ........ and 

culture. 
The conference is supported in part 

by the Portland-area school , ... ~·•u'"''"' 
Portland Police Youth Crime p,...,,., ... ,t:in.n 

Health Event: Stroke 
and your family 

••Atn'll25,2102 

800-452-9445 by May 13. 

Tule Lake Pilgrimage 
Sixty years ago, during WWII, the 

up 

cover all trans­
portation, lodging at Oregon Insti­
tute 

Washi•gton Bans Term ........... 
has signed into law a bill that pro­

hibits the use of the word "Oriental" on 
all state and local government statutes, 

regulations, and 

IMGifiiUMZIIf 



Taro O'Sullivan leads a discussion on leadership and political activism in an APANO brainstorming session. 

Hen1taE~e Month, we 
on the various r.rr:J:"'m'1"'nnnc: 

Pacific communities. We invite those that we 
have not yet featured to send us information 
about their for inclusion in this 
series. Please contact the editor at 

••• 
By Ronnie Lim 

Nguyen has worked with 
and for over twenty 

years, currently as 
administrator with the 

Multnomah 

U\.O!VU~;i> {0 a 
group that Polo, a prominent writer and 

as 

ffOICf Of fill CONIMIINITY 

minority representation. He also serves 
on numerous boards and .. v•u•uu 

both government and 
His connections with the pow­

ers-that-be has led Thach to 

it is 
a Hies 

Asian and Pacific Island 

................ can and 
between all communities re­

race or background. 
~;;u;uu~;;w•u-" the API network will 

is in 
many skills and .. ..,," .. , ... ., 

can into prosperity; prosperity 
which embraces cultural, spiritual and 

success our and 
the community as a 

whole. This is what APANO seeks." 
After three years, APANO has created 

of leaders that allowed 
"'"""'"""'tr to accomplish its goals 

through advocacy, networking and col­
laboration. 

What is True Today? 
are the lives 

) Families care about each other 

"'"''""'"''u exist 
are torn between the val-

ues of two cultures. Many youth feel 
that their community does not value 

and this has led to an .. .,_.,_.,.., ... 
juvenile and other crime . 
A 1997 Multnomah County youth assets study of 774 

Oregon youth found that only 24% claim to have posi­
tive family communication; only 57% believe they have 
family support. 

April25, 2002 • 9 



to "nltnr'<>l norms. 
The some study found that only 21% of API parents 

were involved in their child's uhool. 
>Entrepreneurial spirit is strong among 

·~"'-'" .. "'· but many of us are not 

Child abuse, domestic violence, mental health and 
other services are rarely staffed with bilingual and 
bicultaral workers who con provide support and educa­
tion ta communities. 

Cultural belief in self-suffidency, post mistrust of au­
thority, complicated by language and cultarol barriers, 
cause people to ask for and demand less help from pub­
lic agencies. 
> ness owners and must multiple > Asians as the -,"'1'1'"'' 

jobs at wages or on the brink reduces access to who care, there is a 
of poverty. 
According to a 1996 county report, noll non-white ro­

dol and ethnic populations of Multnomoh County ore 
disproportionately poor compared to whites.n 

~ .. nnrf·~- u'"'-"u"'"'leaders do not recog­
nize that domestic violence, juvenile 

leadership able to move .. u~·"t"""' 
within mainstream 

and other 

> are .... ., ...... "'""'rt 

There ore at least 50 multi-ethnic Mutual Assistance 
Assodotions in Oregon. However, voices are seldom 
sought by government, and they do not always work to-

Community Leader Profile: Taro O'Sullivan 
Taro was the flrst executive director of the Oregon Commission on Asian Af­

foirs, the leading advocate for the Asian American community as well as for other 
communities of color in a predominantly white state. He brought together the four 
existing commissions to work for o common muse for the first time to advocate for 
communities statewide. 

He is currently the Diversity Manager for Clackamas County he is re-
sponsible for developing and Implementing the county's first diversity initiative. He 
has extensive experience in diversity training, public relations, communication, 
workforce diversity, new market outreach, cultural competence strategies and tech­
nical assistance to numerous organizations including the Portland Public Schools, 
area businesses, state, county and locolgavernment, and ethnic media 
tions. He has conducted diversity training for federal and state entities os well as 
for the Oregon Newspaper Publishers Association and has worked to promote di­
versity in the workplace and in the community. 

for the post several years, he hos been on advocate and activist in the commu­
nity. Taro frequently testiftes of the legislature os well ns local government on is­
sues ranging from offlrmotive action to funding of state commissloos. He is o 
chorter member of the Asian Potifit Islander Network of Oregon and one of the 
original members of the Portland Coalition Against Hate Crimes (this year's Rus-

lll • .,;IJ.S, 2002 

sell A. Payton award winner). on the 
President's Boord of Visitors for Minority Affairs 
at Oregan State University where he has been 
active in advising President Risser and active~ 
recruiting minority stadents to attend the uni-
versity. He is an Boord of of the 
Immigrant & Refugee Center of Oregon. He has 
served on various statewide organizations in­
duding the Multicultural HIV/AIDS Alliance of 
Oregon, and ather advocacy activities through-
out the state. He on statewide boards for 
the Oregon Health Division in the area of 
HJV/AIDS advocacy and on the Diversity board 
with T ri-Metro transit system. He has been a 
member of the Superintendent's Multiracial Multicultarol Task Force at the Port­
land Publit Schools, and continues to serve on other boards and commission 
throughout the state. 

Taro was born and raised in TokrorJapan. He is fluent in Japanese. He is a 
custodial single parent of three children and lives in Portland Oregon. 



gefher to further their co uses. 
> many us to 

and value the freedom we 
u"''~"""'1.! and voter reg-

••• 

one group to collect and a1s:se1m­
groups and 

a 
to develop a group that can 

active with mainstream 
groups, a group will have political 
clout; to validate and help legitimize 
new groups who share our 
to new activ-

who will build on the work we do 
and avoid duplication of efforts advo-
cacy and to our communities. 

Legal Issues and lights 
A ~111r\TPtTIP 

there is and or •u•.uut-

legal representation in the judi-
cial system. will advocate 
resources that meet the ""!"'"''~ .... 
cultural needs of API 

Policy Develapment 
and Community Action 

Political Agenda and Advocacy 

Education and Cultural Preservatian 
of our talented young people to-

we who can serve as 
role models and communicate our val­
ues to 

VOICE OF llf COitiMfltllff 

The Asian Pacific American Senior Coalition (APASC) board during their 1997 retreat at 
the Southeast Multicultural Center in Portland. Front row from left: guest, Avelino 
Somsom, Long Nguyen, Narciso Pimentel, Sue Sakai, Nena lboiiez, two guests. Bock row: 
Donald Hoo Noang, Simeon Mamaril, Hongsa Chantavong, Victor Sik Yin 
Chan. 

Asian Pacific American Senior Coalition 

Taking Care of Seniors 
By Ronnie Lim 

vVUUlU.:><>•vu on 
were to a reunion of sorts 

by Donald Yongchu, multi-ethnic coor­
dinator of the Division, 

was to trace 

a 
nificant part of Oregon's history, growth 
and small 
numbers." report 
continued, and in part due to small 
numtJ~ers they have historically 

human planners 
and state policy makers. 

The folks who came for that meeting 

APASC Celebraton of 
Asian Padfic Heritage Month 

May 8, 10:30 am 
Fook LDk Loaves & Fishes Center 

4937 SE Woodstock, Portland 

more 
communities. Sik Yin Chan and Emily 
Chow the commu-

community 
London, Nene Aguinaldo, Avelina 
Samsom, Florence Gonzales, Bessie 
Alcantara and the 

lt:Llliarne:>c community came Lang 
Paul Duong, Thuan Pham and 



APASC brings fnn .. th""r 

seniors from the 
different Asian 

communities to 
cooperate with eoch 

other in making their 
lives more productive 

and enjoyable. 

At right, Fumie Brandenberg 
and Nene Aguinaldo prepare 

lunch otthe Fii-Am Center 
meolsite in 1994. 
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The Aging Task Force Report 
(Excerpts from the PMCOA Minority Task Force Report, 1989. Joseph Gallegos, staff; Sue Sakai, facilitator.) 

Chinese Community 
The Chinese community in the Portland/Multnamoh county has one of the longest histories of all the area mi· 

nority populations, yet access to services far this community ore particularly hampered by language and cultural 
barriers. These barriers are compounded by diversity whim exists within the group. Far example, Chinese immi­
grants may come from any port of the world and thus although not ethnically dissimilar to other Chinese, may 
have a different language and culture. Common to the Chinese community as with other groups is a strong fam­
ily orientation and community support system as exemplffied by numerous family and church organizations. 

American Indian Community 
Services for Indian elderly hove had a difficult history. A need that this community shares with others is for 

aging services to be more flexible. American Indian. cultures do not separate families along age lines to the de­
gree of the mainstream human service systems. Fourteen Indian organizations in the metopalitan area provide 
an array of services and networks. 

Southeast Asian Refugee Community 
Most of the state's refugees live In the Portland metropolitan area. A barrier to service is the diversity of the 

refugee groups sinte there are at least eight groups in the refugee community. Elderly refugees have to struggle 
with the problems of aging in a new culture and isolation is a commoll result. Isolation is fostered by the lack of 
job training and employment services. Mony refugee elderly depend on children to take them to services which 
ore designed for mainstream American aged. Many services ore unkonw or are inaccessible due to cultural barri­
ers and differences. 

Hispanic Community 
The Hispanic papulation is diverse, composed primarily of Mexican Americans, but there are also those of Cu­

ban heritage and refugees from Central America. A major barrier to gaining access to services is language and 
the lack of interpretation services. The needs of this community indude transportation, health care, .social ser­
vices, housing, education and cash assistance. Community resources include strong family and murm affiliations. 

African American Community 
Multnomah County's African American population is located primarily in the north and northeast Portland. 

Although a community with o long history in the area, it remains underserved and overrepresented on all social 
need indicators. 

Filipino Community 
Filipinos are spread out over the metro area. A rising need is for long-term care for the elderly. There is a 

general lack of understanding of how the system works and how to gain access to benefits and services. The em­
phasis on the family members caring far the elderly means that it is sometimes hard to get help from govern­
ment without first impoverishing oneself. 

Japanese Community 
The Japanese community differentiates between generations. The elder are mostly lsei (first generation) and 

Nisei (second generation) Americans. The elderly usually live with their children. They are experiencing prob­
lems similar to the Filipinos in terms of conflicts and confusion about lang term care services. There can be con­
flicts about accepting Medicaid and other services because of a feeling that sum things are charity. Barriers in 
language, religious differences and traditional family structure ore not accommodated by mainstream services. 

Korean Community 
If is. estimated that seventy percent of Korean seniors live.alone, and· 90%ore low-income households. Tradi­

tionally children support seniors. and do not rely on government Barriers indude lack of communication, trans~ 
partatian and trained service providers. There is a need for a senior soda I service to help with socialization, 
recreation, education, arts and crafts. It is difficult financially to provide needed care far the elderly 1 yet the mil­
dren.are expected to do so. 

VOICf 01 fll COMMfiRIJT 

HElP 
WANTED 

IMMEDIATElY 
MagNet 
Career 

Opportunities 
If you have the sawy, consider 
working and earning commis­
sions selling ads for MagNet 
Publishing. We are in need of: 

Advertising Sales 
Representatives 

Positions available regionwide. 
Send an email to 

< ronnielim99@yahoo.com > 
and start earning immediately! 

DECORATE 
your home 

on us ... FREEl 

Please call: 
AURORA F. AVILES 

503-261-0761 
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Great Women in 
Philippine History 

To contribute to this 
section, email 

<magnet.ed@attbi.com> 

History Repeats Itself 
Part4of4 

an 
from to­

bacco tax kickbacks. The allegation 
came from the disclosure of 

friends. The popular 
movement to kick him out soon 
snowballed the 

a 
in economics at Ateneo de Ma­
•v""~""'1""' and a Ph.D. in econom-

as the leader of 
movement that dubbed 

me particu-
lar position in this particular point in 
my life at point in his-

it 

r------W~«---. JOSEPHINE A. PINKSTON 
REALTOR 
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Doug Moore Homes 
Doug Moore 

Builder 

415 SW 30th Ct. 
UIJUJIIUC, OR 
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Social Security 
Q&A 

Q: My neighbor will start cleaning my 
honse twice a month and I'll be paying 
her $120 a month. Do I need to report 
this to Social Security? 

A. If you poy your household worker $1,300 or more 
in cosh wages during o year, you should deduct Sodol 
mrity and Medicare taxes from the employee's paycheck 
ond report the household worker's wages once o year. 
This includes reporting ony cosh you pay to cover the cost 
of the employee's transportation, meals or lodging. When 
you report those wages and poy the taxes, your employee 

credits toward oil ovoiloble Social Security benefits. 
benefits include retirement ond disability payments 
worker, benefits for his or her dependents, survi­

vor's benefits when he or she dies ond Medicare cover­
age. Failure to report the wages on time moy mean 
you'll hove to poy o penalty in addition to overdue taxes. 

For Security purposes, you nome, 
ond Social Security number of each household 

worker ond the amount of wages paid. The Social Secu­
rity tox rote, for both employees ond employers, is 7.65% 
on wages up to $84,900 for 2002. Of that rote, 6.2% 
pays for Social Security benefits ond 1.45% finances 
Medicare's hospital insurance program. You use your 
own federal income tax return (IRS 1 040) to report wages 
over $1,300 that you paid o household As the 
employer, you poy your shore of the Sodol Security ond 
Medicare taxes, along with the taxes you withheld from 
the employee's woges, when you file your return. You 

must give your household employee copies B, ( ond 
2of IRS form W-2 (Wage ond Tox Statement) by Jonuory 
31ofler year in which wages were paid. Send copy A 
to the Social Security Administration by the lost day of 
February. You con obtain this form and the instructions 
for completing it by contacting 1-800-829-1040. For 
more information about household employees, visit SSA's 
web site: www.sso.org, or coll1-800-772-1213,ond ask 
for the fact sheet, »Household Workers. • 

VOICf Of filE COMMfllllff 

COOKING LESSONS FOR SENIORS. Vietnamese Tuong Ha (standing, right) explains 
the fine points of making fried mungbeon sesame balls as his audience samples the 
delicacy at the Fook Lok Loaves & Fishes Center in southeast Portland. The center offers 
snack cooking demonstrations to seniors every third Friday of the month in cooperation 
with the Asian Pacific American Senior Coalition. 

Fantasy in a Nightmare 
From 4 

At one int in our maneuver to escape 
--··~····' twist in a different 

n ........ ,.," .......... ,., ... ,~ two space cabs to col-
lide and come crashing on the slope 
of Mt. With our ray guns, Josie 
and I take turns at the space 
cars us, two others to 
catch fire and mas-
tered the trade our youth as experts 
in Atari and Nintendo war games, 
we dodge all the bullets coming 
our way. Then, upon reaching Manila 
we look 

are ..... ~""'"'"'" 
aware of the bounty 
would in capturing prize 
specimen like us! Running as 

we can, we are to 
away, up 

........... ~.~.~,ul<1H) enter a 

cant it 1"1nt't .. rit1 

what the future in 
store for us. "Could this 
be a wake-up call or a 

I as I 

a 
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MagNet Crossword 
#020425 

ACROSS 
1 Indecent 
6 TVnetwork 
9 Pubdrlnk 

12 Knowing 
13 Self-description 
14 Workplace 
15 Travel industry grp. 
16 External 
18 Exit 
20 Fruitful 
21 Pub counter 
23 Fernando 
24 Eastwood of films 
25 Fertilizer 
27 Range 
29 Horse seat 
31 Head of the family 
35 Superman's dad 
37 Abominable Snowman 
38 Henry_ Lodge 
41 Wipe away 

43 Computer memory 
44 Before cot or cate 
45 McDonald House 
47 Arm ornament 
49 Demureness 
52 Contraction 
53 Advanced formulaic 

equation? 
54 Immigrant's island 
55 Kim Dae Jung's nation 
56 Jewish lang. 
57 Kingly 

DOWN 
1 Animal sound 
2 Advance warning 

system? 
3 Runny 
4 Indian boat 
5 Time measures 
6 "It's all gone!" (Tag.) 
7 Pope 
8 Negative 
9 Excuse 

10 Osama bin 

11 Film reviewer 
17 Passionate 
19 Avid 
21 Mode of transportation 
22 Macaw 
24 pao, Chinese roll 
26 Lie next to 
28 Summer fruit 
30 Biblican man who 

looked back 
32 In a geeky sort of way 
33 Airline sched. 
34 
36 
38 Serve food 
39 Afterwards (Fr.) 
40 Edge 
42 Pen's partner 
45 Mortgage term 
46 Grampa (Tag.) 
48 Woman's name 
50 Asian airline 
51 Immigrant class 

Solution on page 18 

"/ have been complimented many times and they always embar­
rass me; I always feel that they have not said enough." Mark 
Twain 
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START FEJ:LING BETTER 
TODAY! 

CHIROPRACTIC CARE PROVIDES 
EFFECTIVE RELIEF FROM: 

t Back pain, neck pain 
• Headaches 
• Work related injuries 
t Auto injuries 
+ Sports injurie• 

Caii!Oday for your complimentary 

consul!atlon and examination. 

Center for Chiropractic 
3241 NE Bnoadway, Portland OR 97232 

503.282.115112 
Dlt MIGNON I!ANAGA CEJALVO 

CHI ROPAAC11C PHYSICIAN 

E.B. CONSTRUCTION 
& REMODELING, INC. 
Remodeling 
Maintenance & Repairs 

EdBanaga CCB 146578 
Cell: 503.504.1308 CBJC Bond: PC1986 

I 
lesson 2 

Done properly, advertising can give you 
these benefits: It can 

I , Help accomplish 
a wide variety of marketing tasks 

2. Identify your business 
in terms of who you are, 

where you are and what you do 
3. Create interest, resulting in 

trial or initial purchase 
4. Encourage new, as well as 
regular customers to make a 
purchase, and remind of the 

benefits of doing business with you. 
5. Increase the reputation 

and prestige of your business. 

You can put a lot in your ad to 

I 

make it exciting, and make your prospective customer 
buy the product or service you're selling. MagNet can 

help you develop an advertising campaign for your business. 
For your advertising packet, 

please contact us. Call Ronnie at 503-256-3542, 
or email at <ronnielim99@yahoo.com>. 

MAGNEr MAGAZINE 



Lilting In this Classification is FREE with 
one-year subscription to MagNet 

Asian Center 
-A Program of IRC0-
4424 NE Glisan St., Portland OR 97213 
503-235-9396; entienne01 @yahoa.mm 

Asian/Pacific American Consortium an 
Substance Abuse 

4937 SE Woodstock, Portland OR 97206 
:m.1··1l~··L4:t!l' jchay@aracnet.com 

Asian PadfK American Senior Coalition 
4937 SE Woodstock, Portland OR 97206 
Narciso Pimentel, president 
503-289-0963; alanalicia@aol.com 

Elders In Action 
501 SW Washington, Portland OR 97204 
:>W·.UJ.:I·<>J0'1; valunteer@eldersactian.org 

Assadati1~n of Portland 

8917 SE Portland OR 97216 
Fernanda Sacdalan, president 
.,,H.'I'>:>~ •• rt.:il't· filampart@msn.cam 

Filipino American National Historical Society -
FANHS Oregon Chapter 

6020 SW Corbett St., Portland OR 97201 
Simeon Mamaril, president 

sidamo@juno.com 

Fook lok loaves & Fishes Center 
4937 SE Woodstock, Portland OR 97206 
Yen Bee, manager 
503-771-3601; ybee@lfcpdx.org 

Immigrant & Refugee Community 
Organization (IRCO) 

10301 NE Glisan, Portland OR 97202 
503-234-1541 

Multnomah County Aging & Disability Services 
421 SW 5th Ave., 3rd Fir., Partland OR 97204 
503-988-3646 

Oregan Commission an Asian Affairs 
asion.affairs@slate.ar.us 

Philippine Department of Tourism 
447 Satter St., Suite 507 
San CA94108 
415-956-4060; odalsif@llcJI.mm 

Washington Cammissilln on Asian Pacific 
Amerimn Affairs 
Website: www.mpaa.wo.gav 
206.464.5820; capoa@tapaa.wa.gov 

per line per 
(J One Year - 26x: $50 

Send check to Mognet Publishing, 3718 NE 150th 
Ad will be published in the next immediate issue and will run an consecutive 

Deslctop Publisbillfl , ... ,,,.lffiiJIMI Oilier Categories in the 
Newsletter Services. 30 Years Experience. E.B. Construction & Remodeling MagNet aouifiecls: 

503-256-3542. Call Edwin Banaga far your home or business 
> 
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W'ORK IS NOW 

UNDERWAY 

ON THE 

2003 
EDITION 

TO BE INCLUDED IN THE 2003 EDITION, 

JUST FILL UP OUR INFORMATION SHEET 

FOR INDIVIDUALS, FAMILIES OR BUSINESS. 

THERE IS NO FEE ASSOCIATED WITH YOUR 

INCLUSION IN THE COMMUNITY YEARBOOK. 

WE DO NOT DISTRIBUTE MEMBER INFORMATION 

FOR RESALE. GET YOUR INFORMATION SHEET 

BY CALLING RONNIE AT 503·256-3542 
OR EMAIL: RONNJELIM99@YAHOO.COM 

DEADLINE TO SUBMIT INFORMATION SHEETS IS 

OCTOBER 15. 
COPIES OF THE BROWN BOOK ARE AVAILABLE 

ONLY FOR PURCHASE. THE 2003 EDITION WILL 

BE READY FOR DISTRIBUTION IN DECEMBER 2002. 
ORDER YOUR COPY NOW AT THE PRE-PUBLICATION 

PRICE OF $10. 

A COMMUNITY 
PUBLICATION OF 

MagNet can help you develop an advertising campaign that's 
right for your business. For your advertising packet, call 
503-:256-354:.2, or email <ronnielim99@yahoo.com>. 
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Submit to: 
MagNet/Brown Book 
3718 NE 150th Ave. 
Portland, OR 97230 
Fax: 503-257-6910 

email: ronnielim99@yahoo.com 

2003 INFORMATION SHEET FOR INDIVIDUALS & FAMILIES 

Household Information 

Your Name (For women, include Maiden Name):---------------------------

Birthplace/Hometown: ___________________ Date of Birth: _____ _ 

Your Spouse: _________________________________ ___ 

Your Spouse Birthplace/Hometown: _______________ Date of Birth: _____ _ 

Children & Year of Birth:----------------,------------- 0 Uving Separately 

0 Uving Separately 

0 Uving Separately 

0 Uving Separately 

Mailing Address:---------------------------------

City/State/ZIP: ______________________________ _ 

Phone (Will not be published): ____________ email:-----------------

Education/Career (Please write in separate sheet career/education information on your spouses and/or children): 

Degrees & Schools Attended----------------------------

Ust significant career positions. 

Position Company Dates 

Position Company Dates 

Position Company Dates 

Community_ Affiliations 

Ust any associations you belong to as well as any notable civic background. 
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Forces of 
Nature 

Brandon Jensen of Vancouver, 
Washington was in Bicol when 

Mayon Volcano erupted last year. He 
took this photo of the mountain 

unleashing Its fury, standing in the 
same spot as the artist who painted 

this scene. The painting is hung In 
the hallway of the Filipino-American 

Center in Portland. 

Got any good shots to share with 
MagNet readers? Submit your photo 
masterpieces for this section. Send 

your photos In digital format, 
describing the photo, 

information about the photographer, 
to magnet.ed@attbi.com. 



MEETING DATE: Mav 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: R-4 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 9:30AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Design of an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATEREQUESTED~: __________________________ _ 
REQUESTEDBY~: _______________________________________________ _ 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED.:....: --------

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday. May 9. 2002 

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED~: ~3=0~m:.:.:.i:..:.:nu=te=s~----

DEPARTMENT: Non-Departmental DIVISION: Commission District #3 

CONTACT: Terri Naito TELEPHONE#: 503 988-4105 
BLDG/ROOM#: 5031600 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION:.....: -~C=o=m=m=is~s=io=n=er--=L=is=a...:..N=a=ito:::....._ _____ __,__ 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

RESOLUTION: Design of an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services 
Program 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL.;._: __ ___;;£=-:;..is=-.;;a~%.....:....;;.:;a;..;;..i.;;....;t0:;,__ ________ _ 

(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER~: ______________________ _ 

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah.l.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 



MUL TNOMAH COUNTY OREGON 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
501 S.E. HAWTHORNE BLVD., ROOM 600 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

LISA NAITO e DISTRICT 3 COMMISSIONER 

(503) 988-5217 

STAFF REPORT 

TO: Board of County Commissioners 

FROM: Commissioner Lisa Naito 

DATE: May 1, 2002 

RE: To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 
Services Program for Multnomah County 

1. Recommendation/Action Requested: 

Approval of resolution. 

2. Background/Analysis: 

As part of the redesign of Multnomah County's mental health and 
behavioral health system, Asian Americans were identified as one of five 
major racial/ ethnic groups that have been underserved due to in part to 
the availability of culturally competent services. 

3. Financial Impact: 

None immediately. At the time the County Chair presents to the Board of 
County Commissioners the Program, the County will then assess the 
financial impact. It is expected that funding will be requested for a three 
year period to build mental health services in the Asian American 
community. 

4. Legal Issues: 

None. 
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5. Controversial Issues: 

As in the case of all potential funding for services to Multnomah County's 
Asian American community, there is concern that the process be fair and 
inclusive. There is great fear that the individual needs and concerns of 
everyone in this very diverse community be heard - Chinese and 
Taiwanese, Japanese and Korean, Mien and Hmong, Vietnamese and 
Cambodian to name but a few of the many ethnic groups that make up 
the Asian American community. It is the intent of this resolution to 
include not only the lead planning partners, but also other Asian 
American organizations in the process. 

6. Link to Current County Policies: 

This resolution supports the Multnomah County Benchmark goal of 
increasing the percentage of population with access to treatment for 
mental and emotional problems, increasing the percent of citizens who 
have geographic access to health care; and to the County's vision in its 
redesign of the mental health care system. 

7. Citizen Participation: 

Commissioner Naito and her staff gathered input from representatives of 
the Chinese Service Center, OHSU's Intercultural Psychiatric Program, 
the Asian Pacific American Network of Oregon (APANO), the Asian Family 
Center, the International Refugee Center of Oregon (IRCO), and on May 
3rd, the Cultural Competency Committee 

8. Other Government Participation: 

Letters in support of the resolution were received from Portland City 
Commissioners Jim Francesconi and Dan Saltzman. 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

RESOLUTION NO. __ _ 

Design of an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program 

The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Finds: 

a. The Asian American population in Multnomah County has reached more than 45,000 
people, 6.8% of our total population- significantly higher than the national rate of 3.6% 
- according to Census 2000 figures. Ethnic groups that make up the Asian American 
community are varied and include Chinese, Vietnamese, Korean, Japanese, Filipino, 
Cambodians, Laotians, Hmong, Mien, Burmese, Taiwanese and others. 

b. Nearly half of the Asian American population's ability to use the mental health care 
system is limited due to lack of English proficiency, as well as to the shortage of 
providers who possess appropriate language skills, as stated in the Surgeon General's 
report, Mental Health: Culture, Race, Ethnicity (August 2001). Further, Asian 
Americans have the lowest rates of utilization of mental health services among ethnic 
populations, attributable to stigma, lack of financial resources, differing concepts of 
health and treatment, and cultural inappropriateness of available services. 

c. Especially critical in Multnomah County is the lack of mental services provided to Asian 
American children. The County Office of Mental Health Services found that from July 
2000 to June 2001, "Asian or Pacific Islanders and Hispanics are the most markedly 
underserved children's populations" for mental health services. 6.8% of children in 
Multnomah County are Asian/Pacific Islanders, and represent 6.1% of children enrolled 
in the Oregon Health Plan. Yet only 1.1% of Asian/Pacific Islander children received 
Multnomah County mental health services during the 2000/2001 Fiscal Year. 

d. The Chinese Service Center (CSC) has provided bilingual social services in a culturally 
familiar environment to Asian Americans for nearly 20 years. Since its inception CSC 
has operated a successful mental health program providing clinical treatment to Asian 
Americans with chronic mental illness and behavioral disturbances by teams of multi­
lingual mental health professionals. In it s southeast Portland location, the program 
currently serves 111 clients who come from Burma, China, Cambodia, Hong Kong, Laos, 
Taiwan, Vietnam plus American born Chinese. 

e. The Intercultural Psychiatric Program (IPP) at Oregon Health Sciences University 
(OHSU) has partnered with CSC in providing quality, accessible mental health services to 
the Asian American community since 1985 serving an additional 540 clients. 

f. Both the Chinese Service Center and the OHSU Intercultural Psychiatric Program have 
demonstrated professional skill and expertise, competency and results in delivering 
mental health services to Asian Americans in Multnomah County. 

Page 1 of 2 - Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program Resolution 
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The Multnomah County Board of Commissioners Resolves: 

1. The Chair will enhance mental health services for Asian Americans by providing high 
quality, culturally responsive, and language-appropriate mental health services in 
locations accessible for that population. 

2. The Chair will work with the Chinese Service Center, the OHSU Intercultural Psychiatric 
Program, and other Asian American organizations as appropriate to design and adopt an 
Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program. It should improve the 
racial and ethnic disparities in accessibility and availability of mental health services and 
include prevention and treatment services that are relevant, attractive, and effective for 
the Asian American population. 

3. The Chair will ensure that the program addresses the needs of Asian ethnic communities. 
The program will address the severely under-met needs of Asian American children by 
incorporating a family-based system of care. Outreach and education will be part of the 
program. 

4. The Chair will present a draft program to the Board within 30 days of the adoption of this 
resolution. 

5. The Board will provide adequate and sufficient funding for the Asian-Specific 
Comprehensive Mental Health Services System through fiscal year 2005. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of May, 2002. 

REVIEWED: 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MULTNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Diane M. Linn, Chair 

THOMAS SPONSLER, COUNTY ATTORNEY 
FOR MULTNOMAH OUNTY, OREGON 

Page 2 of 2 - Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program Resolution 



NOVICK Steve 

~-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
•

From: 
ent: 

To: 

ROJO DE STEFFEY Maria 
Monday, May 06, 2002 4:01 PM 
NOVICK Steve 

Subject: FW: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

-----Original Message----­
From: NAITO Terri W 
Sent: Monday, May 06, 2002 3:39PM 
To: LINN Diane M; ROJO DE STEFFEY Maria; CRUZ Serena M; ROBERTS Lonnie J 
Cc: BALL John; RAKOWITZ John A; ROMERO Shelli D; MARTINEZ David; CARROLL 
Mary P; COMITO Charlotte A; WALKER Gary R; MARTIN Chuck T 
Subject: FW: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Chair and Commissioners, 
Please find below a response from APANO regarding the Asian-Specific Mental Health 

Services resolution and Lisa's position. Lisa will speak to you regarding this and other 

points when she meets with you to talk about the resolution in the next day or two. 

Again, please let me know if you have any questions in the interim. 

Terri Naito 
Office of Commissioner LISA NAITO 
Multnomah County Oregon 
503.988.4105 
terri.w.naito@co.multnomah.or.us 

411t----Original Message----­
From: NGUYEN Thach V 
Sent: Monday, May 06, 2002 1:41 PM 
To: NAITO Lisa H 
Cc: NAITO Terri W; 'sokhom tauch®yahoo.com'; 'maew364®hotmail.com' 
Subject: RE: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Dear Commissioner Naito, 

Thank you for your leadership in addressing the mental health services/needs 
for Asian Pacific communities. I understand what you need to do in order to 
move this issue forward and I agree that this is an urgency. Unfortunately, 
at this time I cannot publicly support the resolution due to three major 
concerns: 

1. APANO has been collaborating with other communities of color to address 
several important issues. By supporting this resolution I would alienate 
other communities and damage our partnerships/relationships which I have 
been working very hard to build. 

2. As the president of APANO, I represent more than 15 Asian ethnic groups. 
We have been working hard to be recognized as one of the caring communities 
in Multnomah County. By supporting this resolution and accepting APANO as 
just one of many other Asian American organizations, I would move the Asian 
Pacific communities 10 years backward. 

3. APANO leaders strongly believe that if APANO is not one of the leading 
planning agencies, whatever the model that the Chinese Social Service Center 

and OHSU come up with will not be comprenhensive and inclusive. We cannot 

411fupport something that does not meet our standards. 

However, I will not publicly oppose this resolution. There has been talk in 

the API communities about getting individuals and organizations writing 

1 



letters to oppose this resolution. If such effort is underway, there would 
be hundreds of letters to overshadow the support letters. I have 

•discouraged such effort because I want to avoid conflicts within the API 
communties. One of my goals is to unify the API communities so we can have 

~one collective voice and that's why APANO is created. 

If the resolution is passed and APANO is requested to be a part of the 
planning process, I am committed to support the planning process and its 
implementation. I will do whatever I can in the best interest of youth, 
families, and communities. 

Respectfully, 

Thach Nguyen 
-----Original Message----­
From: NAITO Lisa H 
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 3:55PM 
To: NGUYEN Thach V; 'sokhom_tauch@yahoo.com'; 'maew364@hotmail.com' 
Cc: NAITO Terri W 
Subject: FW: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Dear Lee, Thach and Sokham, 
Thank you for the suggestions and the input. We have made changes to the 
resolution as outlined below. In addition, I intend to increase the 
planning time from 30 to 60 days to make sure there is enough time for 
inclusion of other organizations in the planning process, including the 
organizations you represent. My intention is to keep the Chinese Service 
Center and OHSU as the lead planning agencies for several reasons. First 
and foremost, they have been providing services and have the expertise in 
recruitment, hiring and service delivery. Their record has been exemplary, 
and we should build on that. Certainly, the point of the resolution is to 
increase services and build additional capacity. Additionally, they have 

•

een involved in the Mental Health Redesign process and the Cultural 
ompetency Committee all along. 

I hope you can support the resolution with the changes we have made. My 
belief is that unless we come together in a clear direction, there will be 
no increase in services for the Asian American population. I am committed 
to making sure that the needs of the people you represent are included in 
any proposal that the Board adopts. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa 

-----Original Message----­
From: NAITO Terri W 
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 2:41 PM 
To: CARROLL Mary P 
Cc: NAITO Lisa H 
Subject: RE: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Mary, 
Yes, the resolution has been filed for consideration by the BCC on May 9. 
Lisa will be sending an email either this afternoon or tomorrow morning to 
Serena, the other Commissioners and the Chair to further clarify the need 
"to design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services 
Program for Multnomah County," plus her care and thoughts that went into the 
resolution. 

Thach Nguyen of APANO expressed concerns similar to Mr. Tauch's, as did Lee 
Po Cha. 

~We amended our draft to read: 

(Page 2, # 2, addition of highlighted phrase:) 
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"The County Chair will work with the Chinese Service Center, OHSU's 

~Intercultural Psychiatric Program, and other Asian American organizations as 

appropriate to design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

•
ealth Services Program for Multnomah County that will improve the racial 

nd ethnic disparities in accessibility and availability of mental health 

services to the Asian American community and includes prevention and 

treatment services that are relevant, attractive, and effective for 

Multnomah County's Asian American population no later than thirty (30) days 

following adoption of this resolution." 

(Page 2, #3, deletion of "strikethrough" phrase:) 

"The Chair will ensure that the program addresses the needs of Asian ethnic 

communities, particularly the Korean and Hmong communities for whom no 

culturally appropriate services are now available." 

Please note that we have received 12 letters in support of the resolution 

from Asian American organizations, health care professionals, and two City 

Commissioners: 

Dan Saltzman, Commissioner, City of Portland 
Jim Francesconi, Commissioner, City of Portland 
Helen Ying, President, Chinese American Citizens Alliance 
Yvon Moua, President, Hmong Association of Oregon, Inc. 
Byuag Cho, President, The Korean Society of Oregon 
Leslie Ford, CEO, Cascadia Behavioral Healthcare 
George A. Keepers, MD, Interim Chair, Department of Psychiatry, 

School of Medicine, Oregon Health Science University 
Gemma K. Kim, RN, LCSW, Korean American Mental Health Therapist 

Six Yin Chan, LCSW, Executive Director, Asian/Pacific American 

Consortium on Substance Abuse 
John Y. Kim, DC, Lac (?), President, Korean American Health 

•

rofessionals Alliance 
Vathara Oung, Past President, Cambodian-American Community of 

Oregon, advocate for the Cambodian community since 1988 
Connie Dunkle-Weyrauch, Director of Finance/Administration, 

Tualatin Valley Centers 

Let me know if you have any additional questions! 

Terri Naito 
Office of Commissioner LISA NAITO 
Multnomah County Oregon 
503.988.4105 
terri.w.naito®co.multnomah.or.us 

-----Original Message----­
From: CARROLL Mary P 
Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2002 12:49 PM 
To: NAITO Terri W 
Subject: FW: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Terri: 
Are you still going forward with your resolution in light of the opposition 

from IRCO? 
Have you heard from APANO about the proposal yet? 

Mary Carroll 
Executive Assistant 
Commissioner Serena Cruz 

~01 SE Hawthorne Blvd. Suite 600 
~ortland OR 97214 

(503)988-5275 phn (503)988-5440 fax 
mary.p.carroll®co.multnomah.or.us 
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~----Original Message-----

•x-Sybari-Space: 00000000 00000000 00000000 00000000 
From: sokhom tauch [mailto:sokhom_tauch®yahoo.com] 

•
ent: Monday, April 29, 2002 5:19 PM 
o: mult.chair®co.multnomah.or.us 

Cc: districtl@co.multnomah.or.us; serena.m.cruz®co.multnomah.or.us; 

lisa.h.naito®co.multnomah.or.us; lonnie.j.roberts®co.multnomah.or.us; 

john.ball®co.multnomah.or.us; mary.p.carroll®co.multnomah.or.us 

Subject: Proposed resolution for API mental health redesign 

Dear Chair Linn, County Commissioners and John Ball, 

Attached is a letter regarding IRCO's position about 
the proposed resolution for the API mental health 
redesign. Thank you for your consideration in this 
matter. 

Best regards, 

Sokhom Tauch 

Do You Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Health - your guide to health and wellness 
http://health.yahoo.com 

• 

• 
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Commissioner LISA NAITO 
MULTNOMAH COUNTY • DISTRICT 3 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS • 501 S.E. HAWTHORNE BLVD., SUITE 600 • PORTLAND, OREGON 97214 
(503) 988-5217 phone 

(503) 988-5262 fax 

Diane Linn 
Chair 
Multnomah County 
50 1 SE Hawthorne Blvd. 
Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Chair Linn, 

May 7, 2002 

Thank you for meeting with me this morning regarding the resolution I put 
forth "To Design and Adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 
Services Program for Multnomah County" for consideration by the Board at 
this week's meeting on May 9 (agenda item R-4). 

I appreciate the effort you outlined to move forward. at an administrative level 
to ensure that mental health services for Asian Americans are increased. I 
understand that you plan to work with the Chinese Service Center (CSC), 

· OHSU's Intercultural Psychiatric Program (OHSU /IPP), and other Asian 
American organizations as appropriate to devise and implement a mental 
health services program that will improve the racial and ethnic disparities in 
accessibility and availability of mental health services to Multnomah County's 
Asian American community. I further understand that you plan to implement 
the resplts of your efforts .by contract no later 'than July 1, 2002. 

I applaud your intention to keep the Chinese Service Center and OHSU /IPP as 
the lead planning agencies, and to involve other appropriate Asian American 
organizations in the development process.: As you know, collectively CSC and 
OHSU /IPP have been providing mental health services for more than 35 years, 
and have 'the demonstrated expertise in recruitment, hiring and service 
delivery. Their record has been exemplary, and we should build on their 
experience to increase services and build additional capacity. Additionally, 

·they have been Involved in the Mental Health Redesign process and the 
Cultural Competency Committee since its inception. 

®~105 



As a result of your leadership and commitment, I will withdraw the resolution 
from consideration at this time. It is my sincere hope that the .renewed efforts 
of you and your staff will result in high-quality, culturally responsive, and 
language-appropriate mental health services in location(s) accessible to the 
County's Asian American population. 

Thank you again for your leadership! 

Sincerely, 

LISA NAITO 
Commissioner 
Multnomah County 

cc: Maria Rojo de Steffey, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Serena Cruz, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Lonnie Roberts, Multnomah County Commissioner 
Holden Leung, Chinese Service Center 
Erik Szeto, D.O. 
Paul Leung, M.D., OHSU Intercultural Psychiatric Program 
Helen Ying, Chinese American Citizens Alliance 
Yvon Moua, Hmong Association of Oregon, Inc. 
Byuag Cho, The Korean Society of Oregon 
Vathara Oung, Cambodian-American Community of Oregon 
Sik Yin Chan, Asian/Pacific American Consortium on Substance Abuse 
John Y. Kim, Korean American Health Professionals Alliance 
George A. Keepers, M.D., OHSU Department of Psychiatry 
Gemma K. Kim, mental health therapist 
Leslie Ford,. Cascadia Behavioral Healthcare 
Connie Dunkle-Weyrauch, Tualatin Valley Centers 
Jim Francesconi, Portland City Commissioner 
Dan Saltzman, Portland City Commissioner 
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Chinese American Citizens Alliance 
1.1453 SE Hazel Hill Road 

Clackamas, OR 9701 S 
Email: djscover2QQO@iuno.com Web: www.cacaportland.com 

Tel: (503} 698-2315 Fax: (503) 698-3488 

April28,2002 

Board of Commissioners, 
Multnomah County 
SO 1 SE Hawthorne Blvd .. Suite 600 

Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Commissioners, 

Re: Suppon for the resolution "To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Health Services Program for Multnomah County" 

As members of the Asian community, the Portland Lodge of Chinese American Citizens Alliance 

is pleased to support the resolution which aims to design and adopt an Asian-Specific 

Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program. Our members arc excited to see that the 

implementation of the program will ensure cultural competent service delivery in prevention and 

treatment services to Multnomah County's Asian American population. 

We are aware that the current mental health service system is fragmented and is unable to carry 

out culturally appropriate services. We believe that an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Health Services Program would eliminate racial and ethnic disparities in accessibility, availability 

and quality of mental health services to our community. We support the collaborative effort of 

the Chinese Service Center and the Intercultural Psychiatric Program in partnering with 

Multnomah County to bring in Culturally and Linguistically Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Services to the Asian American community. With reference to the service records made by the 

two agencies over the last 20 years, we are confident that they have the competence to 

successfully cany out the Program. We hope the Broad of Commissioners will fully support the 

resolution and better serve the Asian American community in Multnomah County. Thank you for 

your attention. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Helen L. Ying 

President 



HMONG ASSOCIATION OF OREGON. INC. 

April29,2002 

Board of Commissioners, 
Multnomah County 
501 SE Hawthorne Blvd. Suite 600 

Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Commissioners, 

Non·profit Organization 
8916 N Woolsey Ave 
Portland. OR 97103 

Re: Support for the resolution " To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Health Services Program for Multnomah County'' 

As a memher of the Asian community, we are pleased to support the resolution which aims to 

design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program. We are 

excited to see that the implementation of the program will ensure cultural competent service 

delivery in prevention and treatment services to Multnomah County's Asian American 

population. 

We believe that the current mental health service system is fragmented and is unable to carry out 

culturally appropriate services. We support that an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 

Service Program can eliminate racial and ethnic disparities in accessibility, availability and 

quality of mental health services to the Asian community. We hold hearty to support the 

collaborative effort made by the Chinese Service Center and the Intercultural Psychiatric 

Program in partncring with Multnomah County to bring in a culturally and linguistically Specific 

Comprehensive Mental Health Services to Asian people. With reference to the service records 

made hy the two agencies over the last 20 years, we are confident that they have the competence 

to lead a success in carrying out the program. 

We hope the Board of Commissioners will fully support the resolution and better serve the Asian 

Community in Multnomah County. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely yours, 

y~, lvf~ 
Yvon Moua 
President ofHmong Association of Oregon, Tnc. 
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Date: April 29, 2002 

Board of Commissioners, 
Multnomah County 
SOl SE Hawthorne Blvd., Suite 600 
Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Commissioners, 

Re: Support for the resolution·· To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Health Services Program for Multnomah County" 

As a. member of the Asian community and an advocate for the Cambodian community · since 

19R8, I am plea~ed to !iUpport the resolution,which aims to design and adopt an Asian-Specific 

Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program. l am excited to see that the implementation of 

the program will ensure cultural competent service delivery in prevention and treatment services 

to Multnomah County's Asian American population. 

I believe that the current mental health service system is fragmented and is unable to carry out 

culturally appropriate services. I support that an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 

Services Program can eliminate racial and ethnic disparities in accessibility, availability 

and quality of mental health services to our community. I hold hearty to support the 

collaborative effort made by the Chinese Service Center and the Intercultural Psychiatric 
Program in partnering with Multnomah County to bring in a Culturally and Linguistically 

Specific Comprehensive Mental Services to Asian people. With reference to the service records 

made by the two agencies over the last 20 years, I am confident that they have the competence to 

lead a success in carrying out the Program. I urge the Broad of Commissioners will fully support 

the resolution and better serve the Asian Community in Multnomah County. Thank you for your 

attention. 

~&w.r( 
Vathara Oung, 
Ex-president of the Cambodian·American Community of Oregon and 

an Advocate for the Cambodion Community since 1988 

11740 SW I 21th Ave. Tigard, OR 97223 
(503)590-3627 
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-. . . -.............................. -······ ·-

.Astan/Pactflc .American Cons('rtlum on Substance Abuse 

April29,l002 

Boud ofCommilsioncra 
Multnomah County 

IB Paf'dllldAalaa O•nacb Ollcc 

4~7 SS Wooda\Ddl Belllm!d 

Ponltnct. 01\ 97206 

l'hona: (.50~) 775-M!S Pu: (~~ 'TT!-0004 

SOl SE Hawthorne Blvd. Suhe 600 

PortlaDd. OR 97214 

Dear Collllllissfonc~rs: 

NZ fo..SIIl4 All"' 0\Hnldl Offtet 

16\0 'Ill& Mtll A'PBAua, Suita 1 

t'oftlll\d. OJl 9'7l1) 

Phoac; (S03) 257-9117 

The AIJJaaiP.cif"~e American Consortium on SubtteN:e Abuto (APACSA) is pleuld to 

support the resolution that aims to deaigll and adopt an Atfan-II]JCCi& ~omprebeNlve 

memal hellhh servm•• prosram I am excited to an that ttw implem.enlllliol1 ot'the 

propm will ensure cultun.l competmt ~e delivery in prewmion aad treamtent 

aerv~t;H in MUlCPOmah l'.ounty's Aslu Amerialn papulation. 

Slnc:e its besinnina in 1993. AP ACSA baa promoted health awl well·befag lbrough 

providing cuhuratly-eompelent cornmunky education aod 4rug prevention propams iD 

respo01e to the &rowina nocd tor such. services in the t\41an1Pacifio blulder oommwdty. 

The c:oUaboratiw dl'ort made by the ChineiC Service Center and the IntercuJtural 

Psychiattic: Prosnan in partaerlng with MultDomab County to bring in culturally and 

linguisdcally specific comprehensive mental scrvic:ea to AaiaD peoplo would al110 help 

1WfiU this srowiaa need. Tbe Chine• Service Center IDd tho Intercultural Paycldattlc . 

Pr<>gram haw been serving the ~ian comrmmity for over twenty years and 1 am 

conlident they ha .... e lbe ebtlJty to suocess&lly lead tlUI ptOpam. 

I hope the Board ofCQmmissioncr~ wlll tully support 1hc rc!Olution to better serve tbc 

Asian Community in Multno.mah County. Thank you for 10ur attention. 

SiDcerely, 

s&"?tban, LCSW 
Exec:Ullve Director 
APACSA 
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Din: April 28, 2002 

Board of COmmilliaftlll. 
M\&hnomlh CDUftt)' 

1Cmeu Alllricln Halrh Pnftllllorull1 AUilnGC 
P.O. a011 Jl.J, BIIWI'lOII, 01'. fJOO' 

(~0!) 61 J ·l444 

301 S! Hawtborrte Blvd., Suite 600 
Portland, OK 97214 

A11 a IIU!"Mb@r ,,,m,e Astan Hoe:ahheRre f'm~~munity ttnd the~"~""""' nt ICI'ti'Pxn ~t!rlr~tn He~~hh 

Prnfessionab Alllana: (KA..,.A), 1 a• pleased &o suppun die tesellutio.D \\'hicb a.lau lu daaip 
and adopt 1m A1ian-~pec:il1c Cmnpn:hcmaive Mental Health Srrvicc:. Pl6&1ftm. I am extitQd tl) 

aee ~ :lie Implementation of the PJ'OIP'IID wtll oneure cul&w'al compcteot service tt~li\lery in 
prt."Yentioa :and ~ealmeftl servic:n ro Muhnomab County's Asian Ametlclll"' pOpulaliDR. 

l beliiiVc that the current mental health xrvlce syltlmll~ ft-acmcnt.ed aad is 'IDilbl~ to carry out 
Gulturally AI"JIMPrillle •ervice~. T wppMithalan Asaan-Sfleclflc Comlfthensive Mtnt.al Helllh 
ScrviQel'l Pro;nm (A~C'MHSP) can etiJIIIDace t'3Cial and tlhnk dispitritics In illUS!ibility, 
availability Bftd quaUry nr rnea&al health .~en ices to our ~munlty. I hold ~orty to SUppo:t the 
eollabol'ltive clfort rna4e by the Chh,ese Scrviee Center and the Jntereultural Ps)'dlialric: 
PR~gl'lm in piU'ft\Crina wit)! Mulmom•" County 111 bring 1n e Cultura:ly and Linpisrtutty 
Spec11k Coll'lf"''hcD!Ilve MCDtal S~h:es ta Alllan people. With .refer~ to the ICI'Viec rc~wd• 

made by the twc ageneif!l'l OYCT the la.1t 20 yean, J am aontldl!t\t !hat they havfl! the comp•IK:e to 

lead a SUCCIC!I:I in cam.ine out the: Pmgmm. r twpe the Boml ot'Com"'lS!ioner:s wiD fldly 
'UI'IX111 cho re....,lution atull!et=r JCtW! the .Asten CcmmWlfty in ~tnnmah County. Thank you 
for your auontion. 

P.03 
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1!5:217 

SCHOOL Of 
M[OlCIN£ 

Apri129, 2002 

Board of Commissioners, 
Mulmomah County 
501 S.l!. Hawthorne Blvd., Suite 600 
PortlaDd, OR 97214 

Dear Commissioners: 

O~tC):ll' W!A~Tll tr H::I~CS I.I~I'~PUtTV 

!)C'AUMt:-IT 0~ ~l'I'CHt.HRV 

llll 3 W'. 2AM IA(r$01'1 1',•;11( 1\040 
, MAIL CO:)t l1 H!'I~ 

~OIIThN;), Ol 97JO .• JUf 

TH )01 4H•RIU 
PAl( IU U4·6ill 

lU: Support for 1he resolution "To de sip and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive MCDbd 

Health Services Progrllm for Multnomah C'.ounty" 

A$ tb~ Cruw of the OHSU .Dr!pat tm~ of Pwchimy, 1 am (lleMcd to support the resolution 

wlrlch aims to desi~ and adopt m A!rian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health Services 

Progr;qn. 1 am pleased that the implementation of the program wiU ensure culturally competent 

service dellvery in prevention and treatment services to 'Multnomah Couuty's Asian-American 

population. This population bas been a spcdal focus for OlD' department fur more than twenty 

yean. 

I believe that tbs current mental health service system is ftagmented and is unable to cany ou1 

culturally 11pp1opriate SGJYice.s. I support au Aslan-Spceific Comprehensive Ml!lltal Haltb . 

Services Progr.un that can eliminate racial and l!tbnic disparities in accessibility 1 ~nilability and 

quality of memal heahh services to our commllllity. I :JUpport the coUa.'oorative effon made by 

the Chinese Service Center and the OHSU hltc.talltural Psychiatric Program in partiiering with 

MultnoiDIIh COUllty to bring cult.u.tally and lingui:sti~ speeifi~ comrrebmsive metltal health 

services to A~im1 people. The !!lenicc records of the two ag~ica over the llll!lt 20 YctQ'9 

demonstrdte that lhey haw the competence to fully carry out this program. l urge the Board of 

Commissioners to fully support the NiOlution. 

Sinc=ly, 

r"J,~f\~~ 
~orgc A. K.eqlers, M.D. 
Interim Chair, Department ofPsy~:hiattr 

OAKish 
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Gemma K. Kim, RN, LCSW 
15218 NW Francesca Or, Ponland. OR 97229 

Date: April 28, 2002 

Board of Commissioners, 

Multnomah County 

Tel: (503) 604-3707, E-mail: gemmakkim@yahoo.com 

50 1 SE Hawthome Blvd., Suite 600 
Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Commissioners, 

Re: Support for the resolution" To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 

Health Services Program for Multnomah County " 

As a Korean-American mental health therapist, I am pleased to support the resolution which 

aims to desi~n and adopt an Asian-Specitic Comprehensive Mental Health Services Program. 

1 am excited to see that lhc implementation of the program will ensure cultural competent service 

delivery in prevention and treatment services to Muhnomah County's Asian Arm:rican 

populntion. 

I believe that the current mental health service system is fragmented and is unable to carry out 

culturally appropriate services. J 1:>upport that an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental Health 

Services Program (ASCMHSP) can eliminate racial and ethnic disparities in accessibility, 

availability and quality of mental health services to our community. 1 hold heany to support the 

collaborative effort made by the Chinese Service Center and the Intercultural Psychiatric 

Program in partnering with Multnomah County to bring in a Culturally and Linguistically 

Specific Comprehensive Mental Services to Asian people. With reference to the service records 

made by lhe two agencies over the last 20 years, 1 am confident that they have the competence to 

lead a success in carrying out the Program. 

I have been working as a mental health therapist for many years, and I always wish there was a 

service easily accessible for the Asian community. 1 have confidenfethat ASCMHP will 

em:()Urage Asians tu seck help and it will also prevent them to be in crisis. I hope the Board of 

Commissioners will fully support the resolution and better ~rve the Asian Community in 

Multnomah Coumy. Thank you for your attention. 

~ 
Sincerel~y 

Oemmn . Kim, RN, 1.CSW. 

Mental Health Therapist 
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Ut Z8 '02 ~ON 10:27 PAl 503 8e3 TTU 

AprillO, 2002 

Board of Commissioners 
Multnoinlh Co~mty Comminion 
'0 1 SB Hawthorne Bl ... d .. Suite 600 · 
Portland. OR 97214 

Dear Coll\II\issionen, 

C01111and Central 

Re: Suppon for the re.olution ''To design and adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehcnsjve Mental 

Health Services Program for MuJtnomah Coucny" · 

We are ple.ued to support the resolution, which r.ims. to design and ade-pt an Asian-SJM!Citic 

Comprehensive ~ntal Health Service& Program. We a~ eJ~.ciced.to see thar the implementation 

of tte program win ensure cultural competent service ~livery ;n prevention ·and treatoaent 

$erviees to Mulmomah CQ\lnty's Asian Amcri~an population . 

. We have partnered with Chinese Service Cent!r. for more than 15 years. We believe that the 

cunent men\al heahh service system i5 fragmented and a culturally specific program ca11 fill the 

s~rvi"-e gap and better serve the Asian community in a culcurall}· appropriate manner. We · 

&upport that an Asian-Specific: Comprehensive Mental. Health SerVice; Pro!fam can eliminii.U! 

racial and ethnic disparities in accesaibility, availability And quality of mental health $etvices to 

our cQmmuT!ity. We wholeheartedly suppott the collaborative effort mad.e by thH Chine!le 

Set-lice Center and the Int~rculturnl Psythiasrlc Program in parmedng ·with. Multoomah County 

to bring in a Culturally and Linguistically Specific Comprehensive ~tal Services Program to 

As1an people. With refe:rence to th~ service records made by the two. agencies oiler the last 20 

)'e8I's, we are confident that the.y hav~ the competence. to be sucoo£sfut in carrying out .the 

Program. We hope the Board of Commissioners will fuity &uppott the r;solution und better serve 

the Asian Community in Multnomah County. Thank you for yo1.1r llttention. 

Since~ly, · 

"I' -~h<. ~~-~.'iifF~,nu ? . 
Chief Ex.ecutive Of1i~er 

·. Castadla Bchavi.o!'1ll Healtheaie · 
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~ TuALATINVALLEY 
Bf-c s N T B R s 

April 29, 2002 

Board of Commiseioncra. 
Multnomah Qnmty 
$01. S.B. HI'Ythome Blvd .. Suite 600 
Portland, OR 97214 . 

Deac CommissioneR: 

Rc; Support for the resolution '"To deaiF and adop1t.D Asiao-Spcclftc Compreheusive Menta.! 
Health Services Prolf'lll!l for Multnomah Couutv" · · · . ' . 

A.8 the Director ofFinaDee!Admini.straticn at Tu4latin Valley Cl"llte:rs, I am pleased to support 
the: resol~oo. whlcb aims to desisn and adopt an A.sian..Speci:ac Comprehemuve Mental Health 
Sevices PrograJn. I am pleuett ~t the implementation of the program will ensure culturally 
competent ~ervice delivery in prevention and tre&.tm!!Dt services to Multnomab County's Asian~ 
American population. · 

' I believe that the current mental hMltb sr:rvice system is fngmented and. is unabfe to catty out 
culturally appropriate services. I suppcm an A.8i~·Specific Cornprchcnsivr: Mental Health 
Sc:Mces Program rhat c:an eliminate ra.cie.l and ethnic disparitiei inaccessibility, availability and 
quali~'ofmcntal health services to cur community. I support the coDaboratiVfl effort made.by 
tho Chinese Service Center and tbe OHSU lntercultural Psychiatric Program m partnering 'Vith 
Multnomah County to bring cu11Utally aDd linguiatically specific c:omprehcnsivc J;J1Cntal health 
!>er.ices to Asian people. 1'he !lervice records of the two agencies over the last 20 ye8f9 
demoMtrate that they ba.ve the com~mct to ~..tlly eany out this prol:fam. 

1 ut~ the Beard of Commissioners to fully support tbe resolution. 

ff0~-~~~--J 
Co1Ulil! .Dunkle-Wey:auch 
Dill!ctor of Finan~e! Administntie>n 
Tualatin V al~ey Centers 

Adlnini.rratiafl • 14«Xl ~w Comtll Roed. Portland. OR 97229 
5J3 645-3581 • ~ox: SOJ 690·~05• ~-w.tvctnrcrsors • A United Wa-; A~n;~ 

P.02 
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CITY OF 

PORTLAND, OREGON 
OFFICE OF PUBLIC UTILITIES 

Thursday, April 25, 2002 

Lisa Naito 
Multnomah County Commission 
Interoffice Mail- 106 I 1500 

Dear Lisa: 

Jim Francesconi, Commissioner 
1221 S.W. Fourth Avenue 

Portland, Oregon 97204-1994 
(503) 823-3008 

FAX: (503) 823-3017 

I am writing in support of the resolution to adopt an Asian-Specific Comprehensive Mental 
Health Service Program for Multnomah County. 

I want to specifically acknowledge the important work of the Chinese Service Center, which I 
have visited on many occasions. The Center provides critical bilingual social services and after 
school programs to Chinese, Korean and SE Asian Citizens. 

Multnomah County must support programs such as the Chinese Social Service Center, which 
specifically target Asian American children by utilizing a family-based system of care. 

Thank you, once again, for demonstrating your willingness to take bold steps to serve all of our 
citizens. 

Sincerely, 

_L]: 
Glm Francesconi 

Commissioner 

JLF/dld 

Cc: Dr. Eric Szeto 
Holden Leung -Executive Director- Chinese Service Center 
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CllY OF 

PORTLAND, OREGON 

April 26, 2002 

County Commissioner Lisa Naito 
501 SE Hawthorne, Suite 600 
Portland, OR 97214 

Dear Commissi/Nillt.;, L• ~ 

Dan Saltzman, Commissioner 
1221 S.W 4th Avenue, Room 230 

Portland, Oregon 97204 
Telephone: (503) 823-4151 

Fax: (503) 823-3036 
Internet: dsaltzman@ci. portland. or. us 

I am writing to you today to express my support for Multnomah County's 
proposed resolution supporting enhanced mental health services for the 
Asian community in partnership with the Asian Health Center. 

The Asian Health Center, formerly known as the Chinese Service Center, 
has been a wonderful asset to our community for nearly 20 years. As one of 
the primary social service providers for the local Asian community, the 
Asian Health Center has an impressive track record of providing top quality 
services. With the Asian community in Multnomah County now 
approaching 50,000 people, the time is clearly right for this type of targeted 
service. As you know, providing mental health services is challenging in the 
best of circumstances, and when language and cultural barriers are not 
addressed it is nearly impossible to provide quality care. 

I applaud your efforts to design a comprehensive mental health service 
program specifically for the Asian community and encourage you to adopt 
the resolution you will be considering next week. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Saltzman 
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BOGSTAD Deborah L 

From: NAITO Terri W 

Sent: Wednesday, May 08, 2002 1:45 PM 

To: LINN Diane M; ROJO DE STEFFEY Maria; CRUZ Serena M; ROBERTS Lonnie J 

Cc: NOVICK Steve; ROMERO Shelli D; MARTINEZ David; CARROLL Mary P; COMITO Charlotte A; WESSINGER Carol M; WALKER 

Gary R; BOGST AD Deborah L 

Subject: National Nurses Week Proclamation 

Dear Chair and Commissioners, 
Lisa has decided, at the eleventh hour, to introduce a proclamation tomorrow honoring nurses. (I do believe this is a direct result of 

her back problems and the renewed appreciation she has for the nursing profession!) Since the "National Nurses Week" 
proclamation is not on the agenda, it will have to go through the unanimous consent process. I would appreciate it if you might 

take a moment to look at the attached proclamation and let me know as soon as possible if you have any objections. 

rr'erri Naito 
Office of Commissioner LISA NAITO 
Multnomah County Oregon 
503.988.4105 
terri. w .naito@co.multnomah.or. us 

5/8/2002 

'•' 



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

PROCLAMATION NO. 02-065 

Proclaiming the Week of May 6 through May 12, 2002 to be "National Nurses Week" in 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

The Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners Finds: 

a. The nearly 2. 7 million registered nurses in the United States comprise our 
nation's largest health care profession. Registered nurses in Oregon number 
35,000 and include approximately 1900 nurse_ practitioners and nurse mid-wives, 
100 certified registered nurse anesthetists, and 100 nurse specialists. 

b. Multnomah County's corps of community health nurses work to improve the 
overall health of our community by providing a range of services that reach out 
to the low-income and uninsured in our neighborhoods, teenagers in our public 
schools, parents and their newborns, the elderly, corrections clients, non-English 
speaking clients and many more-. 

c. Nurses are on the front lines of care in our hospitals; clinics, nursing homes, 
schools, and doctors' offices. In serving as the backbone of our healthcare 
system. their dedication to their work and compassion for their patients exemplify 
the. best of human qualities. 

d. National Nurses Week has been observed annually since 1954, and ends on 
May 12, the birthday of Florence Nightingale, founder of nursing as a modern 
profession. 

The Multnomah County Board of County Commissioners Proclaims: 

The week of May 6 through May 12, 2002 to be ''National Nurses Week" in 
Multnomah County, Oregon. We celebrate registered nurses' accomplishments 
and efforts to improve our health care system and recognize the vital 
contributions of nurses to the health and weH-being of our community. 

ADOPTED this 9th day of May; 2002 .. 

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MUL TNOMAH COUNTY, OREGON 

Dtane M_ Ltnn, Chatr 
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MEETING DATE: May 9. 2002 
AGENDA NO: WS-3 

ESTIMATED START TIME: 10:00AM 
LOCATION: Boardroom 100 

(Above Space for Board Clerk's Use ONLY) 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
AGENDA PLACEMENT FORM 

SUBJECT: Public Safety Group Policy Framework Discussion 

BOARD BRIEFING: DATE REQUESTED: Thursday. May 9. 2002 
REQUESTED BY: Chair's Office 
AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED.:-: -=2=-=h...:.;::o=u~rs::.,__ ___ _ 

REGULAR MEETING: DATE REQUESTED.:-: ___________ ~---

AMOUNT OF TIME NEEDED.:-: ---~-------

DEPARTMENT: DBCS DIVISION: Budget and Service Improvement 

CONTACT: Tony Mounts TELEPHONE#: 503 988-4185 
BLDG/ROOM#: 50314th Floor 

PERSON(S) MAKING PRESENTATION: John Rakowitz, DCJ Director Joanne Fuller, District 

Attomev Mike Schrunk. Sheriff Dan Noelle, Invited Department Directors, Staff 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

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

SUGGESTED AGENDA TITLE: 

Public Safety Group Policy Framework Discussion 

SIGNATURES REQUIRED: 

ELECTED OFFICIAL: (Diane :Jvf. £inn 
~-------=~~~~~-=~~~----------------

(OR) 
DEPARTMENTMANAGER~: __________________________________ ___ 

ALL ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS MUST HAVE REQUIRED SIGNATURES 

Any Questions: Call the Board Clerk @ (503) 988-3277 or email 
deborah./.bogstad@co.mu/tnomah.or.us 
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Multnomah County 
Department of Community Justice 
Public Safety Policy Discussion 
May 1, 2002 

InterChange 
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Specialty Courts 
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Transition Services 
Continued focus on enhancing transition services for offenders leaving institutions: 

Recognizing the critical link to recidivism reduction ......................................................... 6 
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Juvenile Justice Complex 
Long-term planning to allow for more flexible use ........................................................... 8 

Child Abuse Unit 
Multnomah County's role ................................................................................................. 9 



Department of Community Justice Public Safety Policy Discussion 

InterChange 
•:• The Program 

~ InterChange is a critical component of the continuum of alcohol and drug treatment 
services offered by the county. 

~ Operating since November 1999, InterChange targets offenders who are high-risk to 
commit new crimes and have a history of walking away from community-based 
treatment. Prior to entering InterChange, the average client had two bookings a year 
and spent an average of 48.8 days a year in jail. 

~ The InterChange program has been recognized as a successful program and has 
achieved its expected outcomes. Matt Nice, of the Division of Budget and Service 
Improvement, recently reported that: 

• 50% of InterChange participants had not been rearrested one year after completion 

of the program. 

• These results are consistent with national data on treatment for high-risk offenders. 

~ Another study indicated that InterChange completers demonstrated reductions in 
criminal thinking: 

• An average pre-post test decrease of 42% in completers' pro-criminal attitudes was 
found, as well as a 47% pre-post test decrease in attitudes toward violating the law. 

~ 

~ DCJ has achieved these successes with high-risk offenders, many of them released 
early from jail, without compromising community safety. 

• There have been a minimal number of clients absconding the facility (an analysis in 
March 2001 demonstrated at that time 9 absconds out of 793 transports outside the 
building, or 1 %). Moving InterChange to MCRC without completing the identified 
security remodeling would likely increase the number of absconds. 

• There have been no staff assaults; 

• There has been no contraband in the facility since its inception (confirmed by UA 
data and monthly MCSO drug dog inspections). 

•:• Operation and Location Issues 

}o> InterChange is currently located in Hillsboro, in Washington County. The program 
occupies two and a half floors of the old jail (approximately 22,000 square feet). 

}o> Through an IGA, Multnomah County pays Washing County for facility space and 
services and 5.0 FTE Washington County Sheriff's Office Deputies for one 24-hour post. 

~ Staffing includes 20 FTE's and 6 on-call residential supervisors; it also draws on staff 
from Corrections Health, Londer Learning Center and community-based providers for 
continuing outpatient care. 

~ The program is licensed by the Oregon Office of Alcohol and Drug Abuse Programs 
(OADAP) to provide residential alcohol and drug treatment and conforms to the 
requirements set forth in the Oregon Administrative Rules. 

~ In January 2002, a team of MCSO and DCJ representatives was asked to review 
alternative sites for Interchange as an interim cost savings opportunity pending the 
opening of Wapato. The team investigated five facilities for re-locating the Interchange 

program and found the Restitution Center (MCRC) to be the only viable site, although it 
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would require some remodeling to meet licensure and safety requirements. Further 

research identified potential seismic upgrade requirements of approximately $1.7 million 
that may be activated by such remodeling. 

~ Ongoing facility related costs for Interchange in Washington County are $935,000. 
Ongoing facility related costs in a Multnomah County facility would be approximately 
$323,000. Additional costs might also include shared MCSO deputies at MCRC and lost 
pay to stay revenues for MCSO. The potential savings of $612,000 would be offset 

during the first year of moving the program to a local facility due to remodeling costs. 

~ The county has indicated a clear commitment to providing a continuum of alcohol and 
drug treatment services. With the uncertainties surrounding Wapato, there are several 
options to be considered regarding InterChange siting. 

• Leave InterChange in Washington County until Wapato is operational. If Wapato 
became operational in July of 2004, the County would have expended approximately 
$1 ,908,000* in facility and deputy costs at the Washington County site (FY03 & 
FY04). 

• Remodel a Multnomah County-owned facility and move InterChange to that facility 
on an interim basis until Wapato is operational. If Wapato became operational in 
July of 2004, the County would have expended approximately $870,000. including 
facility and remodeling costs (FY03 & FY04). An additional $1.7 million in expenses 
may be required due to seismic upgrade requirements for a total of $2,570,000. 
Additional costs may also be incurred to prepare the space for other use, once 
InterChange moves to Wapato. Investing now in a seismic upgrade of MCRC would 
allow for increased flexibility for its use in the future. 

• Close InterChange until Wapato is operational. This option would eliminate a critical 
component in the county's continuum of drug and alcohol treatment services. 
Although the County may achieve short-term savings by implementing this option, 
these savings may be offset by system impacts such as increased jail bed use and 
long-term systemic costs related to leaving high-risk offenders untreated. 

• *Assumes a 4% inflation rate between FY03 & FY04 facility costs 
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Specialty Courts 
•!• CLEAN Court 

~ Beginning March 4, 2002, Multnomah County instituted Clean Court to supervise 
defendants who have been convicted of a low-level drug crime and those who are 
terminated from STOP Court. Clients must have a previous drug conviction, and may 
have additional charges that do not carry a presumptive prison sentence. 

~ 27 clients were referred to Clean Court during the months of March and April. 

~ 1 0 of those clients have started or are scheduled to start substance abuse treatment (9 
in outpatient treatment and 1 in residential treatment). 

~ Clean Court is a collaborative effort between Multnomah County Department of 
Community Justice, Department of County Human Services, the Courts, the District 
Attorney's Office, the Sheriff's Office, the defense bar, the State Court Administrator's 
Office, and community-based treatment providers. 

~ The Clean Court operations and policy committees continue to meet on a regular basis 
to resolve operational issues and ensure successful implementation. 

~ Clean Court is a treatment-oriented drug court based upon Multnomah County's 
established Sanction Treatment Options Progress (STOP) diversion program. Similar to 
STOP, defendants assigned to Clean Court must be actively engaged in outpatient drug 
treatment, submit to random urinalysis, and personally appear before the Clean Court 
judge at regular intervals. 

~ The primary difference between STOP and Clean Court is defendants participate in 
STOP voluntarily, but in Clean Court involuntarily. Defendants ordered to participate in 
Clean Court must successfully complete the program as a condition of probation. 

~ It is unclear what effects the new booking policy (effective May 2, 2002) will have on 
program referrals. 

•!• Other Specialty Courts 

~ STOP Court 

• Offenders with no prior felony and no prior STOP failure; or offenders with a prior 
felony but no prior STOP decline or failure 

• 315 slots per year with an average stay of 14 months 

• Successful Completion is defined as maintaining an alcohol, drug, and crime-free 
lifestyle. 

• Pre- and post-tests are conducted to determine any improvement in quality of life 
following treatment 

~ Community Court 

• Non-violent misdemeanor and violation cases. 

• Approximately 6,000 cases closed per year at three courts 0JVest Side, SE, and 
NINE). 

• 126 referrals per month to other social service agencies & resources 
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• 31 ,464 hours of community service work performed in local neighborhoods 

• 29 senior citizens have benefited from the Senior Citizen Yard Work program 

• Cost savings for the Court system & Indigent Defense 

• Cost savings for jails 

• Cost savings through clearing warrants 

• Mental Health and Chemical Dependency Monitoring Programs 

• As of December 2001, 81 defendants had participated in the mental health 
monitoring program. 39 of those defendants had successfully completed the 
program, 22 were unsuccessful, and 17 are still being monitored. Of those cases, 46 
were at the Westside court, 19 at NINE, and 16 at SEIE. 

• As of December 2001, 82 defendants had participated in the chemical dependency 
monitoring program. 27 of those defendants successfully completed the program, 29 
were unsuccessful, and 26 are still being monitored. Of those cases, 38 were at the 
Westside court, 26 at NINE and 18 at ElSE. 

~ Mental Health Court 

~ Juvenile Treatment Court 

• Began operation in January 2001 

• Serves post-adjudicated, high risk youth with serious substance abuse issues 

• 2 Juvenile Court Counselors carry caseloads of 20-25 youth 

Offender Transition 
•!• In many cases, during their incarceration, an inmate's living arrangements, significant 

relationships and job situations disintegrate. It is not uncommon for recently released 
offenders to have only temporary living arrangements, to be homeless, and to have no 
financial reserves. Providing preparation, support, and treatment during this period of 
transition is critical to reducing recidivism. 

•!• DCJ continues to focus resources on enhancing offender transition from institutions to the 
community, including working closely with the Oregon Department of Corrections (DOC) in 

the institutions preparing offenders for transition; providing centralized intake, assessment, 

and referral services; developing a continuum of alcohol and drug free housing options; and 
providing education and employment services and support. 

•!• The Department is beginning to enhance its work in the community using a strengths-based 

model to involve faith-based and other community-based organizations in providing 
supportive networks for offenders transitioning back to the community. 

•!• The report of the Citizens Crime Commission's Recidivism Reduction Committee, titled 
Reducing Recidivism: Cost-Effective Crime Prevention will be released soon. This report 

includes recommendations for enhancing the cost-effectiveness of offender transition 
services. 
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Jail Bed Management 
•!• The County Public Safety System must manage its resources in the most cost effective way 

while maintaining public safety goals and changing the behavior of offenders as much as 
possible. A significant factor in achievement of these goals is the effective management of 
jail bed capacity. The Jail Beds Workgroup was brought together in March 2002 to review 
factors driving jail usage in this county, including how decisions in other systems affect jail 

usage, and the policy/programmatic options available to policy makers. Continuing this 
analysis and policy work on an ongoing basis will help the Public Safety System further 
refine its ability to manage jail bed capacity. Specific areas in which this work continues, 

include the following: 

~ Pretrial Services Review: The Court Work Group has been working on a project 
designed to revise and improve the pretrial decision making system. The system 
currently utilizes a release assessment tool that was developed in coordination with the 
National Association of Pretrial Services Agencies. The Court Work Group desired to 
further refine and automate this process by developing one release assessment tool to 
be used at all decision-making points, ensuring objectivity and targeting jail bed 
availability for individuals at highest risk of reoffending or failure to appear. 

~ System changes, such as changes in prosecution of drug offenses and decreasing the 
number of jail days on probation I parole I post prison supervision violation sentences 
result in comparative reductions in jail bed use, facilitating the County's ability to manage 
this resource. Policy areas under current review or implementation include the following: 

• Expediting resolution of holds, 

• Expediting docket on cases going to prison, 

• Elimination of bookings for specific crimes, 

• Expedite sanction process for offenders on probation I post-prison supervision holds, 

• Review Tum Self In (TSI) policy, 

• Review policy regarding DUll cases, and 

• Review DCJ contracts regarding capacity to place STOP failures in residential 
treatment. 

~ System improvements and resource allocation for jail alternatives also affect jail bed 
use. The County is committed to providing a continuum of substance abuse treatment 
options for individuals involved in the justice system. Increasing the availability of 
substance abuse treatment options for offenders and developing other sanction 
alternatives, such as forest project, community service, and electronic monitoring are 
critical to the County's ability to manage jail beds. 

Detention Reform 

•!• Multnomah County has been nationally recognized for its work in detention reform and acts 
as a Model Site in coordination with Annie E. Casey Foundation. 

•!• DCJ's Detention Reform initiative has been going on for several years and continues to be 
very vital to the work of the department: 

~ Make data-driven decisions about the services youth receive and make those services 
widely available to youth. 
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~ Maintain detention alternatives. 

~ Create case processing systems that quickly move youth through the system to 
intervention and accountability, closely linking youth's behavior with consequences and 

saving detention beds for high risk youth. 

~ Hold youth in the least restrictive setting, using less expensive alternatives for youth who 

do not represent a public safety risk. 

~ Decrease minority representation at all decision points in the system. 

Minority Over-representation 

•!• Significant analysis has been completed to determine how decisions made at different 
points in the juvenile justice system contribute to or affect minority over-representation. 

•!• DCJ is committed to doing more analysis on minority over-representation and decision 
points in the adult community justice system. 

•!• The work being done by the Pre-trial Work Group to revise and automate the release 
assessment tool will not only provide additional data on the demographics of offenders 
being released, but will also provide a more objective decision-making tool at that point in 
the system. 

•!• Draft recommendations of the Racial Over-representation in the Criminal Justice System 
(ROCS) task force formed by the Local Public Safety Coordinating Council include the 
following: 

~ Initiate programs to increase rates of appearance at court hearings. 

~ Expand the availability of data and its use in system management. 

~ Recognize the importance of improving A&D prevention I treatment programs. 

~ Develop public education and feedback processes. 

~ Develop a long-term process for recognizing and attending to emerging issues of over­
representation. 

•!• DCJ will ask DOC to revalidate the Oregon Case Management Standards (OCMS). 

Juvenile Justice Complex 

•!• The Juvenile Justice Complex was originally designed as a multi-use facility for juveniles, 
providing all juvenile justice related services under one roof, including the Courts, District 
Attorney's Office, detention services, treatment services, and probation services. 

•!• The complex was developed as a regional detention center with capacity for youth from 
Clackamas, Washington, and Multnomah Counties, as well as Oregon Youth Authority. 

•!• A long-term planning process for the juvenile justice complex would focus on increasing 
flexibility of use through possible zoning changes. 
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Child Abuse Unit 
•:• Multnomah County currently provides support to the court process for dependency cases. 

•:• Of the larger counties in Oregon, only Clackamas County provides similar services to the 

Courts. 

•:• Support includes reviewing reports, determining which cases will be sent to the Early 

Intervention Unit for filing of court petitions, developing information packets, assigning 

attorneys to cases, preparing summons, holding daily parent orientation, maintaining social 

files, and entering data. 

PageS 



1., 

~~----~--------------------------~---------------------------------, 
Multnomah County 
Jail Beds Workgroup Report: Executive Highlights 
April 11 , 2002 

The County Public Safety System must manage its resources in the most cost effective way while maintaining 
public safety goals and changing the behavior of offenders as much as possible. A significant factor in 
achievement of these goals is the effective management of jail bed capacity. The Jail Beds Workgroup was 
brought together in March 2002 to review factors driving jail usage in this county, including how decisions in 
other systems affect jail usage, and the policy/programmatic options available to policy makers. Continuing 
this analysis and policy work on an ongoing basis will help the Public Safety System further refine its ability to 
manage jail bed capacity. Specific areas in which this work continues, include the following: 

•!• Pretrial Services Review: The Court Work Group has been working on a project designed to revise and 
improve the pretrial decision making system. The system currently utilizes a release assessment tool that 
was developed in coordination with the National Association of Pretrial Services Agencies. The Court 
Work Group desired to further refine and automate this decision making process, ensuring objectivity and 
targeting jail bed availability for individuals at highest risk of reoffending or failure to appear. 

•!• System changes, such as changes in prosecution of drug offenses and decreasing the number of jail days 
on probation I parole I post prison supervision violation sentences result in comparative reductions in jail 
bed use, facilitating the County's ability to manage this resource. 

•!• System improvements and resource allocation for jail alternatives also affect jail bed use. The County is 
committed to providing a continuum of substance abuse treatment options for individuals involved in the 
justice system. Increasing the availability of substance abuse treatment options for offenders and 
developing other sanction alternatives, such as forest project, community service, and electronic monitoring 
are critical to the County's ability to manage jail beds . 

# . Policy /Issue Potential Identified Under• · Work Group 
'. . . Bed Costs ·way 

.Savinas* 
1 Expedite resolution of holds: out-of-county, INS, etc. Requires 25-35 $200,000 No DA, Sheriff, 

additional staffing resources of 1 FTE DDA ( 120k) and 1 FTE Judicial 
in MCSO (80k). 

2 Expedite docket by 14-30 days on defendants who are going 22-50 None No Court Work 
to prison. DA's Office to expedite plea package preparation. Identified Group, 

Judicial, DA 
3 Review release decision making points, including Recog, Unclear Potential Yes Court Work 

Close Street, Pre-Trial Release Supervision, and Matrix to costs for Group, 
ensure we are releasing the people we believe present the data Pretrial 
lowest risk to public safety. analysis & lmplementa-

database tion 
changes Committee 

4 Eliminate bookings for some identified crimes (retaining the 40-45 None Yes Sheriff, 
community safety exemption). . Identified Chiefs 

5 Add an additional Hearings Officer to focus .5 FTE on 5-10 Included in Yes DCJ 
expediting hearings, and .5 FTE to speed up sanction process DCJ 
for offenders on probation/parole/post-prison supervision Budget 
holds. 

6 Work with judiciary to change practice on Turn Self In (TSI). Unclear None No Court Work 
Sheriff's office is currently bringing in approximately 7k per Identified, Group, 
month in pay to stay revenue for lSI's at MCRC ($25/night). (potential Judicial 
Currently receiving $6,000-$8,000 per month. revenue 

loss) 
7 Continue work to move DUll's from Inverness to MCRC or Unclear None Yes Judge Koch, 

alternative community placements. Identified DCJ, Sheriff's 
Office 

8 Review DCJ contracts regarding the capacity to place STOP 40-50 None Yes DCJ, Carol 
failures in residential treatment. Identified Nykerk 

* 
.. 

Potential bed savmgs represent very rough est1mates - based on average da1ly population of specifiC populations. 



Joint Public Safety Policy Framework Discussion 
With the Board of County Commissioners 

May 1, 2002 

Sheriff's Office Vision 

• Exemplary service for a safe, livable community 

Sheriff's Office Strategic Issues 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Linking Custody and Community Readiness 
Internal and External Communication 
Accountability and Effectiveness 
Staff Development 
Partnerships 

Sheriff's Office Core Business Processes 

• 
• 
• 
• 

Offender Management and Confinement Services 
Community Readiness Services 
Intervention Services 
Prevention Services 

Actions to Date 

The Sheriffs Office has made numerous policy and management decisions in order to minimize 
the negative impacts of prior budget cuts. 

• Pre-Trial Release project 
• Cut in length of sanctions by Community Justice and expediting cases by District 

Attorney reduced jail bed usage; closure of70 beds at the Courthouse Jail (MCHJ) 
• Implemented Sheriff's Office Electronic Monitoring 
• Increased client numbers at Close Street Supervision (pre-trial release) 
• New booking restrictions 
• 51.8 staff positions cut last year including administration and support positions 
• Travel and training cuts; hiring freeze 
• Inverness Jail (MCIJ) - 80 mattresses added despite unsafe conditions 
• Detention Center (MCDC) - 46 bed loss in relocation of booking site 
• Correction Facility (MCCF) - 190 bed cut 

Outstanding Issues 

• Effects on the Portland Police Bureau (PPB) from City budget cuts unknown 
• Legislative changes and State budget cuts unknown 
• Public Safety levy for Wapato Jail operational costs 
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Critical Issues 

• 

• 

• 

• 

A Safe, Livable and Vibrant Community. Those who live, visit, and work in 
Multnomah County deserve an environment where they can feel safe in their homes, 
workplaces, recreational areas and business districts. Low crime rates are essential to 
economic recovery and stability. These rates will only rise and the public's perception 
of safety will further deteriorate if the progressive justice system we now have is put 
further in jeopardy through additional budget cuts and mid-year rebalances. 

Public Safety in the Post- 9/11 Era. Local safety agencies have been stretched hard 
due to increased public anxiety and Federal and State demands after September 11. 
Sheriffs Office law enforcement must respond to increased countywide service needs, 
including patrol, river patrol, investigations, and emergency event preparedness with no 
increase in staff. Personnel cuts are currently proposed, however, the community 
requires heightened service levels and is anticipating a new emergency response plan: 

A Safe, Efficient and Effective Justice System. Citizens want a high level of public 
safety, one that protects them by allowing agencies to work as an efficient and effective 
system providing prevention, intervention, treatment, and detention services. Citizens, 
businesses, elected leaders, and dedicated public employees in both the criminal justice 
and health continuums have built a progressive criminal justice system, one which is 
now under duress due to recent budget cuts and rebalances. Cuts in one agency can 
cause dysfunction in or shift costs to other agencies. The proposed cuts will reduce 
effectiveness in a "system" that has already hit workload capacity. 

Justice System Collaboration and Cooperation. The justice system adjusts over time 
to respond to new or changing demands, resource fluctuations, and crime trends. This 
does not mean that public safety has not been compromised, but that the system needs 
to remain flexible and be provided with enough resources (e.g. jail beds) to do the job 
for its citizens as well as other jurisdictions. 

For examp~e, quality of life crimes that more citizens are personally affected by will not 
be addressed fully by the system if the police cannot book these types of crimes. The 
loss of beds at Troutdale triggered jail overcrowding and matrix (early) releases. This 
led local police agencies and the Department of Community Justice to collaborate on 
new booking criteria. This policy, however, damages the integrity of the criminal 
justice system and hampers efforts by police, prosecutors, court, and probation/parole 
officers trying to uphold laws and sustain a livable community. 

• Progressive Correctional Services. In light of significant jail bed reductions over the 
past year, the Sheriff's Office must reaffirm how to deliver sound correctional services, 
including detention, mental health, and alcohol and drug services to inmates confmed in 
our jails. Best practices and studies show us that inmates, most of whom have multiple 



treatment and health care needs, benefit from these services while in jail. Transitional 
services are also very important in order to make sure these individuals get linked to 
necessary community services upon release. In-jail treatment and associated services 
cannot be cut, because if they are, the result will mean greater numbers returning to jail 
and a deterioration in quality of life for the inmates and for our community long term. 
In order to be "in the business of improving peoples' lives," the County must provide 
services in jail. If not, we will have to pay more for jails later. 

• Staff and Inmate Safety is Job #1. Our # 1 priority is the safety of all staff and 
inmates, and it should not be compromised through budget cuts. Our jails have a much 
higher ratio of staff to inmates now than they have historically; one deputy regularly 
supervises 50 - 75 inmates. Training for our corrections deputies was put on hold 
during last year's budget crisis. While we have now caught up the training hours, it 
must be recognized that this training is not only required by law, but that it makes for a 
safer environment for both staff and inmates. Our agency run8 a 24-hour/7-day a week 
operation that is responsible for people's lives and welfare. We insist on running it 
safely and securely. 



JOINT POLICY DISCUSSION 
MAY 9, 2002 

KEY ISSUES FOR PROSECUTION 

Maintain Core Prosecutorial Functions 

Review ofFYOl Activity Levels 

• 

• 

Prosecution of criminal cases 
o Person crimes: Reviewed- 5,554 
o Property Crimes: Reviewed -6,788 
o Behavioral Crimes: Rev. - 13,935 

• DUll Cases 
• Drug Cases 

Protection of children 
o Delinquency Cases Reviewed: 1 ,83 7 

Prosecuted - 2, 791 
Prosecuted- 3,367 
Prosecuted- 11,836 
Prosecuted- 3,500 
Prosecuted- 4,000 

o Children Needing Legal Protection (dependency): 828 
o Child Abuse Reports Reviewed: 3,463 

• Enforcement of child support 
o Annual Case Average: 8,400 
o Collected $28.5 million 

• Victims' assistance 
o $1,638,524 in restitution collected 
o Advocates assigned to 4,811 cases 

• Crime reduction strategies 
o NDA Problem Solving Contacts: 18,528 
o Community Court 
o Drug Court/Expanded Drug Court . 

Policy Issues 

• Maximize opportunities for innovation. 
• The goal is to achieve the maximum impact with the scarce resources 

available. 
• In order to respond effectively to the changing crime picture and law 

enforcement policies initiated at the federal, state, and local level, it is critical 
to maintain maximum flexibility in assigning available resources. 

• The challenge is to maintain core prosecution services and provide a 
continuum of services without abandoning entire groups of victims, 

• Prosecution of crimes that have direct victim impact, both physical and 
financial, will take priority. 



Critical Issues 

• Continuing to work with other system partners to effectively address the 
interconnectivity of the criminal justice system. 

• Responding to developing crime trends. Three emerging trends of special 
concern are: identity theft, elder abuse, and mental disease defenses. 

• Portland Police Bureau represents between 60% and 70% of cases referred. 
Changes in PPB policies impact DA operations. 

• Changes in federal, state and local law enforcement priorities and changes in 
distribution of their resources. 

• Impacts from any reductions that may result from the state legislature's 
special sessions. 

• Impacts from reductions in and elimination of grant programs such as LLEBG 
and the Bryne grant program. 

• Requests from federal and state law enforcement regarding emergency 
preparedness and responses to terrorism. 

Actions to Date 

The management of the Multnomah County District Attorney's office has taken 
several steps to consolidate responsibilities, streamline procedures, reduce 
administrative overhead, and still maintain quality legal services and service levels. 
Steps to date include: 

• Elimination of a Chief Deputy position, administrative, attorney and support 
personnel positions effective July 1, 2001 and fine-tuning this restructuring. 

• Expansion of responsibilities for remaining staff. 
• Shifting of Community Court costs from expiring federal grants to other 

resources. 
• Work in progress to restructure Neighborhood DA Unit and Community 

Court to continue service at reduced levels. 
• Cutbacks in training, supplies, and other support costs. 
• Aggressive pursuit of federal/state grants. 


